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Abstract

We investigate the quantisation in the Heisenberg representation of a relativistically covariant version of the
Hopfield model for dielectric media, which entails the interaction of the quantum electromagnetic field with
the matter dipole fields, represented by a mesoscopic polarisation field. A full quantisation of the model is
provided in a covariant gauge, with the aim of maintaining explicit relativistic covariance. Breaking of the
Lorentz invariance due to the intrinsic presence in the model of a preferred reference frame is also taken into
account. Relativistic covariance forces us to deal with the unphysical (scalar and longitudinal) components
of the fields, furthermore it introduces, in a more tricky form, the well-known dipole ghost of standard QED
in a covariant gauge. In order to correctly dispose of this contribution, we implement a generalised Lautrup
trick. Furthermore, causality and the relation of the model with the Wightman axioms are also discussed.
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1. Introduction

Interaction of the quantum electromagnetic field with quantum matter represents a huge and long-
standing field of investigation, which can involve both a microscopic description of the fields and a more
phenomenological approach in which some microscopic interactions are described by means of effective fields,
which in turn can be quantised and coupled with QED through effective interaction vertices. An example of
this kind of approach is provided by models describing interactions of the electromagnetic field with dielec-
tric media. See e.g. [1] and references therein. Interest in this framework has been recently risen up, due
to the attempt to reproduce quantum emission by a black hole in the lab by means of analogous systems,
i.e. systems displaying the same kinematics which is at the root of the Hawking effect [2], [3], [4], [5]. A
possible implementation of the analogue Hawking effect as a quantum effect in dielectric media has been
presented and analysed in [6], [7], [8] and further developed in [9]. Improvement of such theoretical analysis
required to look for a more fundamental model, able to maintain the main aspects of the phenomenology of
the system, and still providing a good mathematical model.

A simple and economic model describing the interaction of the electromagnetic field with a homogeneous and
isotropic medium is the Hopfield model [10]. With economic we mean that this model allows to reproduce
the observed spectrum of the electromagnetic field into a class of transparent dielectric media (the Sellmeier
dispersion relations) without entering the details of a complete physical description of the materials them-
selves: they are described as a lattice (or a field) of independent oscillators associated with a characteristic
frequency wy (the extension to several characteristic frequencies is also allowed). Thus, the model does not
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record any detail about the matter apart from the characteristic frequency of the dipoles.

It is worth mentioning that the Hopfield model represents a cornerstone for many studies which adopt a
semi-phenomenological approach to the quantization of the electromagnetic field in dielectric media, by
introducing mesoscopic polarization fields. Extensions of the model to include matter fields absorption ap-
pear in [11], and then are developed further on by including also spacetime dependence on susceptibility,
and anisotropic magnetodielectric media [12, 13, 14, 15]. We also recall that canonical quantization of the
electromagnetic field has been performed in [16], and extended further on to the case of a moving dielectric
medium in [17]. We don’t delve into the analysis of absorption herein, as transparent dielectrics are enough
for our present purposes.

Nevertheless, the Hopfield model in its original form is not able to accomplish the preposed targets. Indeed,
the analogue Hawking radiation and other perturbative and non perturbative phenomena occur in presence
of inhomogeneities propagating through a homogeneous background (see e.g. [5]). These phenomena require
to pass from the lab frame to another inertial one, such as the frame comoving with a perturbation or to
a carrier signal. For this reason we have developed a relativistic covariant version of the Hopfield model
in [18]. In [19] we have considered the quantisation in the lab frame in a simple fixed gauge, in order to
study photon production originated by time-dependent perturbations. The covariant and gauge invariant
quantisation has been considered in [18], where in the construction of states the linear coupling between
the electromagnetic field and the polarisation field was treated perturbatively. The Hawking effect as a non
perturbative effect has been also considered in a simplified model in [20].

As the action of the full covariant Hopfield model is quadratic in all fields, we expect that the theory may
be quantisable in an exact way in the Heisenberg representation. This is the aim of the present paper. It
is worth noting that this is a relevant task for several reasons. First, the fact that the perturbative quan-
tisation seems to be well-defined and causal, does not ensure that the same properties hold true for the
full theory, and difficulties may arise in the exact theory in the Heisenberg representation, which instead
remains hidden in perturbative construction (but which would appear after adding further perturbative
terms). We introduce, for purely exemplificative aims, a simple model where such kind of problems emerge
in a straightforward way. Let us consider two Klein-Gordon scalar fields linearly interacting, having the
Lagrangian density

1 m2 1 m2
L= §¢1D¢1 - 71¢% + §¢2D¢2 - 72¢§ — N¢1¢0. (1.1)

The equations of motion in the Fourier dual space are

) 2 2 7
(8 ) (5) = () 12

where we use the symbol k = (k°, E) for indicating a spacetime vector, whereas k indicates a spatial vector.
In order to provide nontrivial solutions, the determinant of the matrix above has to vanish, and then one
gets the dispersion relation

(k%)% — (m? + mdk? + mimi -\ =0. (1.3)

Since the discriminant is always non negative, this equation has two real solutions in k2. However, we see
that one of these solutions will be negative if the condition

)\2 S mimso (14)

is not satisfied. This means that, if A2 > mimg, the exact theory after a linear recombination of the fields,
decouples in a pair of fields, one bradionic and the other tachyonic, colorred and then outside the light cone.
For example, if one of the original masses is zero, say m; = m, mo = 0, then the theory is affected by
the presence of tachyon states, irrespectively of the smallness of the coupling constant w.r.t. m. It is not
evident that this fault of the model could be easily recovered in the perturbative formulation. Presence of
the tachyonic modes shows an instability in the theory, due to the fact that the perturbation is not bounded
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from below unless it is small enough w.r.t. both the masses.

The covariant version of the Hopfield model is found in a similar situation: we are considering a massless
field, the photon, coupled to an oscillator field with a linear coupling which is, a priori, non necessarily small,
and, surely not at all small with respect to the zero photon mass. Still, we shall find that the covariant
Hopfield model behaves differently and the theory remains well defined for all values of the coupling constant.
A second reason justifying the relevance of the exact quantisation is the following. The dipole field is defined

as a field of identical oscillators which, in the frame where the matter is at rest, satisfy the harmonic equation
1

2p o

887 +wiP =0. (1.5)
Now, this equation introduces two conceptual difficulties. The first one is that it is not a priori relativistic:
for example, if we interpreted the dipoles as proportional to the displacement of the centre of mass of the
electron w.r.t. to the one of the nuclei, then, since the equation of motion is linear, nothing would prevent
both the product w%ﬁ and the speed of the moving clouds of electrons, to be arbitrarily large, also compared
to the speed of light. This could give rise to problems with the causality properties of the theory. On the
other hand, the fact that in the model the microscopical details of the structure of matter are irrelevant, at
least as far as low energy scales are involved, suggests that it is not affected by such microscopical aspects
and it might keep satisfying relativistic causality. For this reason it is crucial to check the consistency of the
theory by verifying that causality is not violated. At this point enters the second conceptual complication.
Indeed, causality can be easily proved as a byproduct of the compatibility of the equal time canonical
commutation relations (ETCCR) and relativistic covariance. Since the dipole equations are defined in a
specific frame, the one where the dielectric is at rest, in any other frame the velocity v specifying the frame
will enter the equations of motion. Lorentz invariance is broken by the presence of the dielectric medium,
which selects a preferred inertial reference frame. This does not implies that also the covariance is broken,
but it makes the question more subtle, since it requires for relativistic covariance to be realised correctly in
the construction of the representation of the algebra of fields. Again, we shall see that this is the case for
the relativistic Hopfield model, so that it preserves both covariance and causality.

Beyond the above mentioned questions, further difficulties arise in the full construction, as the control of
gauge invariance, the presence of the dipole ghost and the right choice of the test functions space necessary
to define the fields as operator valued distributions.

We mention that some of the results presented here have been anticipated by us in [21], in a simplified form for
a more elementary model in which the electromagnetic field and the polarisation field are replaced by scalar
fields, so that several technical complications, such as gauge invariance and the presence of constraints, are
absent. However, no proves are presented there, only the ideas, and all technical details and mathematical
proofs will be found herein. Finally, we add some comments on notations: we shall use the symbols z, k
or V for the space-time vectors having components x*, k* and V#, whereas their spatial component will be
indicated with Z, IZ, V and so on. We shall use k2 for the scalar k2 =k - k.

2. The relativistic Hopfield model and its solutions

Let us consider the relativistic Hopfield model with a single polarisation field with resonance frequency
wo, as presented in [18]. The Lagrangian density is

2
goc 1 1 g
L=—Cp 29, P,) (079, P*) + —— P, P" + L(v, P, — v, P,)F"
4 n e (v°0,P) (v )+ eo ” + 2(% v, Py)
§ 2
B, A* B 2.1
+ BOA" + 525 B, (2.1)

n equation (1.5) we have purposefully neglected the driving term, as our aim is to point out which kind of troubles could
arise in our model with respect to the problem of causality. The driving term would simply make harder the discussion, without
substantial improvements.



so that the equation of motion are

5002(577#,, —0,0,)A" — g(nuwv?0, — v,0,)P" — 0,B =0, (2.2)
1
g(nuuvpap - vuau)Ay + 72(("]8 + (UP8P)2)P# =0, (23)
XE€oWy
¢
A¥+ =B = 2.4
a}t + 5062 07 ( )

together with the defining constraint v# P, = 0. Here the polarisation field P* is related to the polarisation
density p* by p = gP. Note that, in order to describe the polarization field in a covariant form, one must
introduce also the component Py of the field, which is absent in the rest frame. As discussed in [18], this new
component is not an independent one, it depends on the spatial components, as can be easily inferred from
the constraint v# P, = 0, which is required at the level of the classical theory for the polarization vector.
Note that in the rest frame, where v* = (c,0,0,0), the above constraint leads to Py = 0, as expected. It
is also remarkable that, with respect to a phenomenological approach, where one introduces by hand an
induction tensor G*¥, we can deduce such a tensor from our mesoscopic model (cf. e.g. [18]).

After defining the Fourier transforms of the fields

A(k) = /R ) dze™® T A(k), (2.5)
P(k) = s dize®P(k), (2.6)
B(k) = s d*ze**B(k), (2.7)

the system of partial differential equations transform into the algebraic system

ot (Kl —k®k) —igwl—-vek) —ik

A 0
MV = | igwl ko) éEG%—1>H 0 Pl=1o], (2.8)
ik 0 -5 B 0

5002

where w := k*v,. We need to solve this system of equations in a distributional sense. The determinant of
the matrix M defining the system is

k2)2 w2 4 g2xw2w2 2 92XUJ2
det i = -1 22 - L 207 |1 - 20 2.9
M= <w3 ) { W = W = 29

Thus, the solutions will have support in the union of four sets. The first set is defined by k? = 0, the same
spectrum of free photons in vacuum. The associated modes of the photon field do not couple with matter,
and are expected to appear as nonphysical states. The second set is defined by w? = w3: since wy is the
resonance frequency, these solutions correspond to modes where the dipoles of the polarisation field oscillate
freely. We shall see that these modes are projected out by the physical constraint v-P = 0. The next branch
is defined by

2.2
g~ XWo

1- IXD (2.10)
w? —w(z)

This mode looks like a resonance at a shifted frequency

@ =wpv 1+ g%x. (2.11)

and it is not particularly significative, as it is shown to correspond to an uncoupled contribution to the
polarisation field. Finally, there are the modes satisfying the equation
2,2 9 Xowpw?
e
w? — W
4

=0. (2.12)



These modes reproduce exactly the Sellmeier relation with just one resonance, so that they represent the
physical modes we are interested to.
In order to find the solutions we can make use of the identity

26D (z) = —(n+1)6" (x), (2.13)

where 6(") is the n-th derivative of the Dirac delta function § = §(°). We can assume, without loss of
generality, that k and v are linearly independent, and define the four-vectors e; and es, satisfying e; -k = 0,
e;-v = 0 and such that k,v, e, e, is a basis for R*. Then we find for the general solution of the linear system
(see Appendix A for a deduction):

A(k) = (w* — w)ao(k)wd(k?) + w [w? — wi — &(w? — ©?)] ao(k)kd ™M (k?) + a3 (k)kd(k?)
wk — k2 2 2002w
+ ((1‘70672:2”)gbs(k)é(w2 o) ; 5(5002;;2 _ 50%) ai(k)es, (2.14)

— W
P(k) = —igxeow? (wv — k)ag(k)d(k?) + i(wv — k)bz(k)d(w? — &%)

2 2 2012,,2
. €0XWo 272 g~ Xwyw
—ig ; mwd (500 k* — Eooﬂ—wg) a;(k)e;, (2.15)
B(k) = ieocw(w? — @%)ag(k)d(k?). (2.16)

There is also an additional mode for P proportional to d(w—wyp), which is excluded by the condition v-P =0.
At this point, we can be a little bit more precise on specifying the solutions space. The Fourier transforms
are supported on the sets

Yo :={k € RY3|k* = 0}, (2.17)

¥ i={k € RY3|w? = &%}, (2.18)
2 2,2

Sy i={k € RM3|c2k% — % = 0}. (2.19)
0

At first sight, we can take the coefficients in the set S(R*) of rapidly decreasing smooth functions. However,
a problem arises because these supports have a non vanishing intersection. We shall see in section 5 that 35
intersect ¥ and X in two isolated points, which give no rise to any singularity. Instead, ¥y N3, consists in
a two-dimensional ellipsoid. We require for the Fourier coefficient to vanish on this intersection locus at the
appropriate degree. The presence of the 6(1)(k‘2) suggests that the order should be two. We shall confirm
this in section 5.

Let us discuss shortly the solutions. The presence of the 6(1)(k?) distribution is related to the fact that
the determinant of M vanishes at second order in k2. This also happens for the Sellmeier modes, but one
can check that no 6(1) contributions are present in that case. The §()(k?) term is well known already for
the free electromagnetic field, and, indeed, it is not a surprise for it to appear in the sector k2 = 0. This
is the dipole ghost, responsible for the infrared divergent terms for the propagators in a covariant gauge
different from the Feynman gauge [22, 23]. One practical way to manage it in standard QED consists in
choosing the Feynman gauge, £ = 1, where the 6(1) term disappears and one is dealt with the standard Fock
construction where only the spurious harmonic gauge modes are involved. In our case the dipole ghost term
is proportional to

w? — @2
1-¢— 2.20
S (2.20)

which cannot be eliminated by any choice of the gauge parameter £. So, we need a different strategy for
managing the dipole ghost. The key observation is to note that the dipole ghost term is proportional to k,
i.e. it is a pure gauge mode, corresponding to a vanishing field strength and thus can be hopefully made
harmless in some way. This is essentially the strategy adopted by Lautrup in [24] for constructing the Fock
representation for the electromagnetic field in any covariant gauge, and can be easily adapted to our case,
so adsorbing the dipole ghost into the pure gauge part. The details are reported in Appendix B.
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3. Scalar products and Fourier modes

We can now write down the whole explicit solution. To this end we can eliminate the delta distributions
by integrating out the zeroth component of k. In doing this, we must consider separately each of the supports
of the deltas and look at the corresponding spectrum. Let us look shortly at the various spectra:

1. The support k% = 0 corresponds to the two branches k°(k) = =|k|. We shall use the notation k4 to
indicate the corresponding functions of k. More in general, with the notation fi(k) we mean that k°

is evaluated at k3 (k). The property k% (k) = —k° () can be employed in order to get real solutions.
2. The support (k-v)? — (@)? = 0 has the two branches

e

K =

(3.1)
We shall reserve the name kg for the solution corresponding to the positive sign, which is the positive
solution in the lab frame. More in general, given a function f(k) we shall write fs (k) := f(kg(E), k). If
with £2 we indicate the solution with the minus sign, then k‘g(—l;:) = —kg(E) In particular, ws = @.

3. The support

2 2 .2
g~ Xwow
Ak -0 =0 (3.2)

2 _
w? — W

defines four branches, two with positive w and two with negative w. If we call k?a), a = 1,2, the

two solutions corresponding to positive values of w, then the solutions with negative w are fk?a) (712)
Moreover, if we order k:?a) so that k?l) > k?Q), then one has k(()l) > wp > k?Q). See [21] for these

-

properties. Again, we shall use the notation f(a)(E) = f(k:?a)(l;’), k) for any function f(k). Finally, we
introduce the notations

2 2,2
g~ Xwow
DR = €0 <c2k2 _ wz_%g) (33)

and indicate its derivative w.r.t. k% by

dDR 210 0 9*xws
DR/ — W = 2506 kY + 260(&)’0 m (34)



Thus, the explicit solution of the original system can be written in the form

&k aO(E) 2 2 1 2 -2 2 2 . —iky -z
A(z) 7/11@ @ aif] [(wJr —wiv + 3 (f(w] — %) —wi +wi) (v—ri(v-z)ki)|e
—i/ Bk aO(E) w2 —w?)? + (wf_ - w%) (wf_ —@?) - 2w3_g2xw8k ik
rs (27)% 20| dwy (Wi — ©?) i
Bk as(k) "
+1 Lk e T
-/]R?’ @2m)3 2k

g d*k_bs(k) - / dgk a(a) (@) ik
goc? /Rg (27)3 2000 k> +ZZ ei ‘

a=1i=1
Bk al (k 1
+/ ) [(wi —wpv +

(Wi —@%) —wi +w]) W+i(v-2)ky) oiksx

R3 (27T)3 2|k‘ 5
= / @’k _af(k) §(w? = &%) + (W —wf) Wi —©%) — 23 °xwh kg
™ Wy (Wi —w
(2m)3 9|k oy (w? —@?) "
Pk al(k
—’L/ 3a3( )k+ezk+
rs (27m)3 2|k
N g / d3]_€' bg(];) k zk>m+ZZ/ dgk a T )e(a) ik(q )a: (3 5)
c0c? Jps (2m)3 2000 \© K27 == )3 DR’ @ '
&BF ao(F) ) 43k by (k) :
_ ; 2 0 —ik - . 3 —ik~ -
P(z) —fzgsoxwo/ (2@3 2 (wiv —ky)e +m+z/R3 (2ﬂ)3m(w>”*k>)€ -
d3k a(a) W(a) (a) ik
—igeoxw / e, e T
0 ;; (2m)3 DR/a) w(a) wa
BE ol (F) - d*k bl(k) :
: 2 “o\"v/ —k ikyx v U —k iks -z
“950"”0/ - 07 2/ (oo =he /R 2y 200 0 TR
d3k: a( ” ) cd(a) (@) ik(q)-
. 43k ao(k) s o ik , Bk a (k) ,
B(z) = — e kT _ 01 2 —@?)etk+e, 3.7
(x) =ieg / an? 2] wi(wi —@)e zeo/RS @? o|f] wi(wi —@%)e (3.7

As we see, the expressions for the fields now contain a divergence in w = wy intersected with k2 = 0. We shall
postpone the choice of the test functions until section 5. However, it is worth noting that the divergences
appear exclusively in unphysical components of the A field. Here the dagger means complex conjugation. In
order to represent the algebra of the canonical commutation relations, it is convenient to compute also the
conjugate momenta. From [18], and the above construction, we get for the conjugate momenta the following



expressions:

H%(:L‘) :ic{:‘o/ 3 = w+(wi — @2)e*ik+.m _ iCEO/ d3E3 a;f)(_]f:) w+(wi _ @2)eik+.m, (38)
rs (2m)% 2|k rs (2m)% 2|k

(]f?‘_vl — kﬂ_vo)(wf_ — @2)67%*@

2 2 37 (a) 7 2
€0 &k a; (k) @i | 2,0 2 X0 0| ke
+ 22? Z: Z / 27.‘.)3 DR/ e] k(a) - (Qa) — wg'l) e (a)

: &k af 0,0 _ 71,0y ,2 _ ~2),iky-
—zcso/Rs BE O (K90t — KL ?) (Wl — w?)etk+®

%zz/

00 B3k ao(k) " 1 43k bs(k) ”
II =g— 7 —k —iky® 7 —k —iks -z
p(x) =g /Rs (2ﬁ)3 2/%| wi(wpv — ke coc Jus (27)3 2XW2( >)e

@1 (f
&EE SN E) (i [ 2,0 2 XWOW ik
"¢ DR, e; kg — (a) 7% @2 (3.9)

Cc

@7y 2
ZZ Sk a; (k) "J(a) @) ko) @
)3 DR’ fwg J

a=1j=1
v 43k ag(k‘)

. 1 3k oob(k .
wy(wiv — kg )etk+2 — —/ d’k M(wyv — k. )ek>2
R3

rs (21)3 2| goc (27)3 2xw3
(a )T 2
dglf a; ) W(a) a) ik
IS %o e A (3,10
a=1j=1 ) 0
Ip(z) =0, (3.11)

where the antisymmetrization Al* BY) means (A®*B® — A’B®)/2. From these expressions we can extrapolate
a basis of quasi plane wave solutions, which we collect into nine dimensional vectors of the form

Az)
Cx)= [ Px) ] . (3.12)
B(z)
In particular, we define
(@3 —wd)o+ 3 (€Wl —a?) —wd +u}) (0 —i(v-2)ky) — - Z(k)ky
Colz, k) = —igeoxwy(wiv — k) e T (3.13)
icoCwy (Wi — w?)
Ca(x k) =| 0 | e kez, (3.14)
0
—EOC2 ( - k?%k>)
Gy, F > —ik>a (3.15)
Calah) = (wsv — k) ¢ ’ '
0



(a)

Cai(@, k) = | —ige, Xoiv«;e@ k@ g =12 =12, (3.16)
“la)
0
where
- _ 2w? g?ywd
Z(k) = f(wi—wz)—&—wi—wg—ﬁ. (3.17)
+

The corresponding momenta are

igoc(wi — @?)wy

]
. 2 ~2\(1.0~>__ .07 [-‘
I, (. F) = ieoc(wy — w?) (k30 — v7ky) ~ikiw I, (z, k) = 0 7
gvew i (wiv — k) 0
0
0
0
0
- ) — 0 - —ik~ -z
H<3($,k}) - 601)0)(&;1 (LU>’U k>) € ’
0
0
i%28" [ *kay 0925%_(3} —ise®” [ Phio) - U9 255 |
H( ($,k‘) = (@ 00 5 ( ) o e—lk(a)'ft’
a,i v (a) e(a)
c UJ2 —UJ2 'L
()~ %0
0
a,1=1,2. (3.18)

In particular, let us compute the scalar products among the plane waves and the general solution. The
conserved scalar product is [18]

€O =i [ da (A5 () + P () gy (1) = (5 ) 4, (57) = T (65 Po(6)) . (319)

where ¥; is any spacelike hypersurface. After some algebra we get

(CoBIC) = — izoeeas (w” — TP)as(P), (3.20)
(€s(RIC) =icon, (0 — F)ao() (3.21)
ColBG) = (&~ KR, (322)
(CaslFIC) =0l () (32)



Then, by using the inversions

7

0lf) =~ (N0, (3.24)
) = S22 G ). (329
ol (F) = e(Cai(R)IC), (3.26)
as(F) = —— 0 (¢o(RIC), (3.27)

eocwy (w? — @?)
we can compute the commutators among the Fourier modes.

3.1. The quantum algebra of Fourier modes

We take into consideration the quantum algebra of fields, by promoting them to distributions taking value
in a quantum algebra which realises the equal time canonical commutation relations among the fields A(z),
P(z), B(z), M s(x), Op(z), and 15 (x), obtained by applying the correspondence principle to the respective
Dirac brackets, see [18]. Since we need to rephrase the algebra in terms of the particle representation (Fock
representation), by means of the above formulas we are led to consider the commutators

[(€a(R)[C), B DI, (3.28)

and

[(Ca(B)O): (€a(@IC)"]; (3.29)

where A, B take the values 0, 3, 3, (a,1), and {5 = 63. By using the definition of the scalar product in terms
of the Poissonian structure, and the canonical commutation relations among the fields, we get

[(Ca(R)IC), €B(@I0)] = hCH(DICa(K)), (3.30)
[(€AB)C), €B(@DIC)*] = MCaR)CB()). (3.31)

The scalar products (3.30) are obviously zero. This means that, if we set a4 so that ag = ag, a3 = as, a5 =
b37aa,i = Qq,3, then

[oa(k), ap(@)] = [0y (), al ()] =0 (3.32)

as expected. On the other hand, we get

(Co()ICo(@)) =0, (3.33)

(Co(F)I¢3(@) = — 2i(2m)*cocw. K| (w® — ©*)5%(k — ), (3.34)

(¢s(F)I¢a(@) =0 (3.35)

(Cs(R)ICs(d)) =2(2m)° - @ k20 E - ), (3.36)
0CXW(

(Cari(R)|Co (D) :(QW)S%O (%0 + 2wv0m> Sab0:0°(F — @), (3.37)
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whereas all the remaining terms trivially vanish. Then, the nontrivial commutators are

lao(F), af(@)] =las(F), al(@)] = 0, (3.38)
o) a3 =0 B2 g, (3.39)
[bs (), bl ()] :2(%)%%53@ -, (3.40)
[ (%), a?(@)] =(2m)%h (202k0+2w(a) " j)XWEg)2> 8;58a00° (K — Q). (3.41)

Notice that the commutator (3.39) is singular in w = @. This is not merely a consequence of the singular
redefinition of the fields introduced above. It is easy to see that the singularity would be appeared even
with the original definitions.

3.2. The Hamiltonian

We shall discuss later about the generators of the Noether symmetries related to the Poincaré group.
However, a privileged role is played by the Hamiltonian, since it also defines the dynamics of the system.
For this reason we anticipate here the determination of the Hamiltonian. Even though we have not yet
introduced the construction of the Fock representation, being the latter one quite standard (apart from
some technical points) we think we can still introduce without any ambiguity the normal ordering of the
operators, with respect to what will be the vacuum state of the representation. Then, we shall turn on
the discussion of the Hamiltonian after the explicit construction of the representation. Now, we assume the
normal ordering to be understood. The computation of the Hamiltonian in terms of the particle modes is
quite involved by the presence of the §(!) contributions. However, its determination can be notably simplified
by means of the following trick. The Hamiltonian can be computed directly, with the warning that the only
terms which are problematic are the ones containing agao (to be indicated with Hyg henceforth). The direct
computation gives

2
dgk 1 a)T (@) 7\ 1.0 dgk OJ> ]{2 - =0
—;z R MR = ey SL GG

3E W . . . B
+i /R (‘217:;:3;50@2@2 — &?)(a}(k)ao(k) — al(k)as (k) + . .. (3.42)

where the dots stay for the agao terms, whose computation requires to handle the derivatives of the delta
function and it is quite tricky. In order to determine them, let us consider first the mixed term (to be defined
as Hys) involving creation-annihilation operators with indices 0, 3:

3k w o N o o
Hos :=i / éﬂ’; 2+5002(w2 — &%) (ak(k)ao(k) — a} (K)as(K)). (3.43)

By using the commutation rules we first notice that (since, in particular, [ao(k), a (k)] = 0)

0B(t, 2
[H, B(t, )] = [Hos, B(t, T)] = m% (3.44)
as expected. Now, let us consider the gauge field
As(t, 7) = / ﬁim as(k)e~®+2 — ol (k)e'k+= (3.45)
’ (2m)3 2| k| ? ’
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and set
3 - - —.
Hog := /R ) % F(E)al (K)ao(K) (3.46)

for the a(];ao terms in the Hamiltonian. Thus, f (E) is completely fixed by requiring that

8A3(t .%')
ot

when Az is a solution, which means when all the particle modes, but a3, are set to zero. One could be
erroneously tempted to write Hog = 0. Still, if we look at the first line of (3.5), we see that Hys alone
does not provide the right temporal evolution of the ay components and we must take f # 0. Indeed, the
Hyo term does not commute with As, but, being the commutator proportional to ag, this does not affects
the relation (3.47), which must be true on shell (i.e. when A = Aj is a solution, thus corresponding, in
particular, to ap = 0). In order to determine f we must impose the right behaviour for the commutator
between H and A. Imposing it to the solutions corresponding to have only ag non zero, this provides

[H,As(t,%)] = [Hos + Hoo, As(t, ¥)] = (3.47)

goc?wyv?

f(k) =— e ((w? — &%) — w? +wd) (W — ). (3.48)

Thus, the Hamiltonian takes the form

2 2 - _

d?’k 1 ol ()al®) (2 Pk ©* =k o g

H:ZZ/ om0 W Wk /R 27)° 200egyorzes 2 F)ba(R)R>
j=1la=1

31 N Naa(k
+ z/ (ZW]; 2+ o (w? — @?)(af(k)ag(k) — af(K)as(k))

7/ a3k gocw 0
res (2m)3 4]k|

(Ew? — &%) —w? + wd) (W — @)l (k)ao(k), (3.49)

which, indeed, provides the right time evolution of all the fields. Notice the compatibility with the commu-
tation rules. A direct comparison shows that we can interpret

1

- B3k
d (.a) k -
n; (k) = heDR[, )

(a)T(E) gﬂ) (E) (2?

as the number of excitations of the field, in the mode Ci(a) with linear momentum & in a volume d3k. This
should be corroborated by the explicit form of the linear momentum operator. Analogously

(3.50)

B3k
(2m)

is the number of states for the excitation of the w~v — k~ component of the field, with linear momentum
k in a volume d3k. We have intentionally avoided to speak about excitation of the electromagnetic field
rather than the polarisation field, in the light of the fact that the excited modes indeed correspond to an
excitation of both A and P. This is the effect of the “interaction” in the Heisenberg representation: fields A
and P are not associated with independent particle modes (of course, this would happen in the interaction
representation).

_ ki
2hcvVegxwiw

dny, () = bl (k)bs (k) (3.51)

w

4. Covariance of the theory under the Poincaré group and causality

Let us now discuss the covariance properties of the theory constructed up to now. The classical theory
is covariant since it provides a working model in any specified inertial frame, selected by a specification of

12



the velocity vector v. Indeed, it is immediate to verify that, consistently, given a Lorentz transformation
A € SO(1,3) such that v/ = Aw, then the theory specified by v’ is obtained by transforming the system
specified by v under A. Nevertheless, covariance is not the same as invariance: the presence of the dielectric
medium, and then of the vector v, explicitly breaks the Poincaré symmetry so that, in general, boosts are no
more expected to be symmetries, and, indeed, they are not. For example, if we consider the free oscillators
describing the dielectric medium, thus with coupling g = 0, its equations of motion in the frame at rest
w.r.t. the medium are

O} P! + wi P" =0, (4.1)
P% =0.
Their covariant form is
(v"0,)*P* + w}P" =0, (4.3)
v P, =0. (4.4)

The Lorentz symmetry is broken since one can individuate the inertial frame just by looking at the form
of the equations of motion. Nevertheless, the equations remain covariant in the sense that the first set of
equations can be recovered from the second one simply by setting v = (1; 6), and in any other frame by
specifying the velocity v.

In order to discuss this point appropriately, as a general fact, let us consider a theory for a field ¢ in which
a velocity v, specifying a privileged inertial frame, appears explicitly in the Lagrangian in such a way that
the theory in a given frame, boosted by #/v" with respect to the privileged frame, is described simply by
fixing the spacetime vector v = (v°, 7). Obviously, our Lagrangian belongs into this class. The point is that
such a Lagrangian is not a scalar under Lorentz transformations unless we transform v also. In other words
we have

L(y(Az), 0,y (Az); Av) = L(y(x), 0,90 (x);v), (4.5)

whereas

L(¢(Az), 0,9 (Az);v) # L(Y(@), Ot (2);v). (4.6)

Thus, such a transformation does not represents a symmetry of a specified model, but it is indeed a covariance
transformation and, technically, it looks more as a duality transformation relating two different set of
parameters (v and v’) in a family of models. In order to further clarify this point, let us investigate quickly
its role in the Noether theorem. If we consider a Lorentz transformation A specified by an infinitesimal
transform e such that ne = —e’'n, n being the usual Minkowski tensor, then the field will transform as

Sotb(x) = 1%0# W(@) + a0, (@), (@.7)

where 0" are the representation matrices of the Lorentz group determined by the spin of the field. Such a
transformation, as discussed above, must be also associated with a Lorentz transformation of the velocity

vt — vt 4 € o (4.8)

for consistency. Only after including this transformation, the Lagrangian will transform as a scalar, which
means

oL oL oL
a¢w+aawaw+ St = e x,0,L(), (4.9)

where in the r.h.s. we emphasised that the Lagrangian has been seen as a scalar function of 2. Equivalently,
this can be recast in the form

oL oL 0 oL

gy Y Wy L) = ——— gk 41

(3¢ 8“88#w>66w+8”(88w6w+6 > 8#6U (4.10)
13



Usually, for theories with scalar couplings, the right hand side vanishes so that on any solution of the
equations of motion the quantity

jé(®) = rngéab + e, L (4.11)
n

defines a conserved current. But in our general case the story is quite different since the r.h.s. of (4.10) is
different from zero. One may wonder if %(Lv“ is a divergence, but also this cannot be true in general.
For example, if L depends polynomially on v, like in our specific case, then this would imply that also each
term in L explicitly containing v would be a divergence. But in this case such terms would not influence
the dynamics and could be completely eliminated from the action from the beginning.

Thus, the Lorentz symmetry is broken down to one of its maximal compact subgroups: the little group
associated to v, which, v being a timelike vector, is a three dimensional rotations group. Since it leaves v
invariant, we have that, for €, a generator of the little group, d.,v* = 0 and the corresponding current j.,
is conserved. We recall that, in case of full Lorentz invariance, the Noether charge associated with Lorentz
boosts is the so-called ergocenter velocity. In the present case, as discussed above, boosts are not symmetries
of our model. In other words, the presence of the dielectric medium defines a sort of external source which
does not allow for the conservation of the ergocenter velocity (and maybe the ergocenter is not even well
defined since the dielectric medium essentially looks like a system with infinite inertia).

We can rephrase the problem we discussed above also by referring to the ideas developed in [25]. See also
[26], pp. 356-360. Our model Lagrangian is associated with equations of motion which are covariant with
respect to the Lorentz group. This fact does not correspond to a full Lorentz invariance, due to the fact
that the Lorentzian metric is not the only absolute object of the theory, but the velocity v of the medium
is an absolute object too. This implies that our theory, and any covariant theory of a dielectric medium
(cf. e.g. [27]), is involved with a preferred frame: the rest frame of the medium. This kind of behaviour
is not exceptional, as it occurs e.g. in all the cases where Klein-Gordon equation is studied in presence of
an external potential V(¢(z),x) as, for example, in presence of a fixed electromagnetic background A*(z)
where the Klein-Gordon equation takes the form

B2 (0, —iA,(2)) (0" — iA*(z))p(x) + mPc*p(x) = 0. (4.12)

Loss of Lorentz invariance is evident, but, at the same time, the field equations are covariant, and solutions
are transformed into solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation by the Lorentz group, provided that external
potential is transformed too [28].

‘We shall see soon how to compute the conserved charges. Before doing this, we want to discuss the covariance
of the quantum theory on the light of the stated observations.

4.1. Covariance and the quantum theory

How do the above considerations reflect in the quantum theory construction? Since the Lorentz group
is no more a symmetry group, but only the little group of v for any given v, beyond spacetime translations,
we cannot expect to represent the whole Poincaré group on a single Fock space, but over a family F, of
Fock spaces, one for each v. Each F, will be cyclically generated by the polynomial action of the fields on
a vacuum state |0),, annihilated by the set of operators

—

ao(kv), as(kv), bs(kiv), al”(kv), i=1,2, a=1,2, k € R (4.13)

We shall refer to the Fock space F, as the v sector. Since they correspond to different inertial frames, any
two sectors are expected to be equivalent and, then, related by a boost in some way. More precisely, we
infer the existence of a map

U:S0(1,3)'x VT —U, (4.14)
(A, v) — U(A,v) : Fy — Fpw, Yo timelike, (4.15)
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from the orthocronus Lorentz group times the set of all future directed timelike vectors to the set U of all
unitary maps among Fock spaces JF, and Fy,, in such a way that U(A,v) must satisfy

U(A,v)[0)y = [0) Ao, (4.16)
and
U(A,v)o(k;v)U(A,v) " = o(AK; Av), (4.17)

for o any of the operators in (4.13). Here, with Ak we mean A(kO(E), IZ), which makes perfectly sense since
all dispersion relations are Lorentz covariant. The maps U(A,v) are indeed well defined and unitary. There
is no particular difficulty in proving that and we shall sketch the proof.

Given A € SO(1,3)", v € V*, and setting w = Av, we can construct the Fock spaces F, and F, in the
usual way, as the Cauchy completion of the spaces generated by the polynomial actions of the operators

/ Puo(R)ot (7, 2) £ (F), (4.18)
R3

on |0),, where z = v, w, o is any of the operators (4.13), d®v, (k) the corresponding covariant measure,? and
f is any test function (wave packet). This way, the two Fock spaces are well defined, and the maps defined
by (4.16) and (4.17) are also well defined and isometric on all polynomially generated states (obviously one
has to take into account all subtleties relative to the restriction to the set of physical states, projecting out
the null norm states, but it is standard so we do not enter into details). Since the maps just defined are
bounded operators over dense sets, they remain well defined by Cauchy completion, and provide indeed
unitary equivalences among the different representations.

In other words, the representation of the quantum algebra is finally realised on a bundle of Fock spaces over
the quotient space B = SO(1,3)"/SO(3) ~ V*. The detailed construction of the Fock spaces (and, then,
the details of the proof sketched above) is omitted as it is standard. Thus, we have a different quantum field
theory for any given velocity field v of the dielectric medium. The different Fock spaces represent different
quantum theories, and the set of {F, }, defines a bundle of quantum field theories over VT, or, equivalently,
a family of quantum field theories parameterized by v, which plays the role of external parameter.

4.2. On the causality properties

In a quantum field theory, causality imposes that the commutators among fields vanish when the supports
of the fields have a spacelike separation, or, in the point-like formulation, if the fields are evaluated at
spatially separated points. Having ensured covariance, in our construction such causality relations are
simply a consequence of the equal time canonical commutation relations. Notice that in the presence of
gauge fields this cannot be realised when also charged fields are involved. However, in our case no charged
fields are present.

4.8. Conserved quantities and the little group

For completeness let us shortly discuss the conserved quantities associated to the continuous symmetries
of the relativistic Hopfield model. The symmetry group is G, x R*, the semidirect product of the little group
Gy of v and the spacetime translations group R*. The conserved currents associated with translations do not
require any particular care, and are computed exactly in the same way as for any relativistic invariant theory.
The same happens for the little group, with the only care to appropriately select the correct infinitesimal

SO
d3k

Pry(k) = ——————,
(2m)2 DR, (k)

(4.19)

where DR, = 0 is the dispersion relation describing the k spectrum relative to the operator o, and the prime means derivative
w.r.t. k9.
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transformations. For a Lorentz invariant theory, the infinitesimal generators are parameterised by any
antisymmetric matrix €,,,, and give rise to six conserved quantities M*" = —M"#, which, for a set of fields
W, a = 1,...,n, having spin S, (with representation matrices o#¥ = —o"#) and Lagrangian £, can be
expressed in the form

K= MY = / (1609 ()70 (2) + (200 — 290U, (@)ma () + %M}df’f (4.20)
a=1 P2

for the boosts, where 7, is the momentum field canonically conjugate to ¥,, whereas for rotations we have
1 ; - 1 , :
Ji = iqjkMﬂk => /Z [i8:W . ()7, (2) + §eijk(xﬂak — "N, (x) 7, (2)])d3 T, (4.21)
a=1

with 28; = €107 k. However, we cannot apply directly this formula to our case since we have to restrict the
parameters generating symmetries to the set of antisymmetric matrices €,, that satisfy

€t =0. (4.22)
The solutions are given by

e = cijA(w)"  A(v) (4.23)

v

where €,,,, is an arbitrary antisymmetric matrix which vanishes if one of the indices is zero, and A(v) is any
boost transforming v into ¢ = (¢,0). We can choose

A(w)% = %O (4.24)
Aw)'y =AW= -2 (4.25)
A@); = (1(v) — 1)% + 0. (4.26)

In this way we see that the little group rotations are generated by the conserved quantities

RY = A(v)' ,A(v)’, M", (4.27)

where M* are the quantities defined above (and computed in our specific case). More precisely

RY = MY — (y(v) — 1) =2 (o' MM — oI M¥) — Lg% 4 Z g0 (4.28)
b c c
where v, = —v*, or, equivalently, recalling that €;;; = —e/*:
1. g
JL = §el”Rij =00J' — VK, (4.29)

with J! and K! as given above. Obviously, the normal ordering w.r.t. the vacuum state |0), has to be
understood in the quantum expressions. We don’t display the explicit formulas giving the operators J! in
terms of the annihilation and creation operators, as they are cumbersome and of little interest.

The physical meaning of the conserved quantities is clear from their construction, which can be understood
as follows. Since the Lorentz group is broken, and in particular boosts are not symmetries, in the lab
frame, where the dielectric is at rest, the conserved quantities are just the components of the total angular
momentum w.r.t. the origin of the coordinate system. Thus, going back to the generic inertial frame
characterised by the velocity vector v, we see that J are simply the components of the boosted angular
momentum.
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5. The two point function

Our theory, being quadratic in the fields, is essentially characterised by the propagator, which can be

computed directly as the vacuum expectation value of the time ordered product of the fields
Gy (z,y) = o (0/T(®7 ()27 (y))[0)o/h, [T =1,...,9,
where

A=Y if1=1,2,3,4,
ol = pI-5 if1=5,6,7,8,
B if I =09.

We define GI7(z,y)+ by writing

Gy (2,y) = Gy (,9)+0(2° — ") + G/ (z,9)-0(° — 2°).

(5.1)

(5.3)

Since G17(x,y)_ is easily obtained from G./(z,y)., we shall write down only the latter. This computation
does not require any particular shrewdness and we can directly write down the relevant components, which,

for u,v =0,1,2,3, are
Gy (@, y) 4 = (0] A% (2) A¥ (y)|0)e /7

[ ()
R3

(2m)? deoc?|k|w, w? — w?
—i [ ek B (e e
Rs (27)° 4egc?|k|wy (w2 — @?)

/ d3k ik (z-y) E(w? — 0?2 + (w? — wd) (w? — @?) — 2w} g*xwd AR
R

s (2m)3 degcw? [K|(w? — ©2)?

2., ,2 37 - ~
9~ X%o d°k —iks-(x—y) 1 no_ ik’# v ik‘”
* 2e0ctv? /Rg (277)36 w? — k2 ! k2> ! k2~

-,

2 g a a)v i
Z/ &’k ok (@) s (k)e! 1 (k);
— Jra (2m)° DRy, (k)

1:i=1

2
+

Gy (@) = o (0|A* () P¥ (y)[0)s /P

37 Iz Iz
—i / Ek ik, @my) 9XWG WKV — KGR
RS

(2m)3 22 |k|lwy Wi — @2
2 37 ~
- WX &k ik @y 1 w9 oy
- iy ¥ _
+ 2200 _/Rs (271')36 w2 — k2 v k27> (@v

(5.4)

Pk, I O
+Zng(2)Z / 76*”"(0,)'(-’5*?/) w( ) ¢ ( )ez ( )

rs (2m)3 wly — Wi DR’(G)(E)
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iGY T (@, y) =, (0[P (@) P (y)|0)s /B

2 37
XEoWq d°k —ik> - (x—y) 1 Syt EN (on? v
_ - —k —k

20000 /Rs (271')36 0% —w? (@v >) (@ >)
2

(a)v

2 - (a)p,7 -
&k, wa) ;" (k)e;"" (k)
T g2y 2e2wh / e~ @) (@-y) L t _ ; (5.7)
Y N P B T

iGHT9(z,y) 1 = »(0|P*(2)B(y)|0)y/h = 0; (5.8)

iGY (@,y)+ = »(01B(@) By)[0)s /i = 0. (5.9)

At a first sight, these quite involved expression do not immediately communicate any particular information.
However, in the definition of the fields, we have seen that we need to restrict the space of test functions
in order to avoid a singular behaviour around w? = @2 intersected with the future directed light cone. By
looking at the expressions for the propagator, we see precisely what is the degree at which the singularities
appear. These new singularities have been originated by the commutator (3.39) between the ag and the a3
modes. In particular, it involves only gauge configuration and is thus expected to be eliminable from any
contribution to physical quantities. We can avoid them by a suitable choice of the distribution space, thus
making all expressions well defined.

The origin of the extra singularities is due to the fact that the different branches of the spectrum have non-
trivial intersections. The three main components of the spectrum are defined respectively by the equations

k* =0, (5.10)

w?—@* =0, (5.11)
2 2,2

Pp? - LA, (5.12)
we — wo

together with positivity conditions, and which we shall indicate with ¥, ¥ and ¥, respectively. The
denominators that generate divergences in the propagator have the form (wi — 2! 1 =1,2. The polar
region is thus in the intersection X, = ¥ N ¥~. Since k* = \E| this is equivalent to write

K| — 7k = +o. (5.13)

Now v? = ¢? implies v° > || so that we must take the positive sign since v° is positive. The equation is
thus equivalent to

R = (@47 k)2 (5.14)
If we now introduce the shift
k= q+ wr, (5.15)
the equation becomes
TSt (5.16)
w w2ug

This shows that the singular locus is a prolate ellipsoid, symmetric under rotation around the direction of
7, centred in

I R
k= C—2fy(1/)u7 (5.17)
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where

P2, )= e (515)
with shorter axis of length
b=cw (5.19)
whereas the longer one has length
b = cwy (7). (5.20)

We can cure the singularities by defining the field operators as distributions acting on test rapidly decreasing
smooth functions whose Fourier transforms vanish on the singular ellipsoid at least with degree two. It is
easily verified that this domain gives rise to well defined distributions.

It is interesting to note that the remaining intersections among spectra are just pointlike and give no new
singularities. Indeed, we have that ¥, N, is given by the point k= 0, whereas ¥~ N ¥,) corresponds to

k= @i/, (5.21)

To verify these, we first note that k2 = 0 in ¥(q) implies w = 0 that means v -k = 0. Since k is null and v is
timelike, we get k = 0. Similarly, for X5 N ¥, if we set w = w~ in (), we get

2 2,2
g Xwow -2

so that the points in the intersection must satisfy
Ak —o? =0, (5.23)

where k%0 = @ + k - . In the frame where ¥ = 0 this has solution k = 0, and boosting at a general ¥ gives
(5.21). This can also be determined directly. Assuming ¥ # 0, let ¥ the direction of 7. We can write

k=ab+ B0, (5.24)

where 9, is a normalised vector perpendicular to ©. The equation for the intersection thus becomes

_ S\ 2
@ | 7] _

After some manipulations it takes the equivalent form
2
0= 8%+ (wm/c —aveE - 52) , (5.26)
which gives 8 = 0 and (5.21). The intersection points are schematically depicted in figure 1.

5.1. The test functions

In order to avoid the above singularities, and get well defined fields and propagators, we choose as test
function space the set

So(RY) = {f € SRY)|g(k) = (v* — @*) > F[f](k) = g € SRY)}, (5.27)

where F is the Fourier transform. It is immediate to verify that with this choice all fields and propagators
are well defined distributions. Moreover, the set of such spaces transform covariantly under the Lorentz
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K =w/c

w/c
_wa/c |

Figure 1: The thick black lines represent the dispersion relations (as seen in the lab frame). The grey lines represent the axes
of a boosted frame. The grey points are single point intersections. The black point is a two-dimensional intersection surface.

transformation, and each of them is dense in L?(R* dv,), see (4.19), as a consequence of the Wiener
Tauberian theorems [29].

A comment is in order. Indeed, all singularities are generated by commutators of the kind (3.39), each one
giving a singularity of order one. The second order pole arises because the ag coefficients in A have already
a first order singularity, and a second one is added by the commutator. The singularity in the field has

-

been introduced by the shift (B.28), which has been introduced as a redefinition of the mode as(k) in order
to get the commutators [as(k), a; (¢)] = 0. So, we may wonder if such a singularity is simply due to a bad
redefinition of the fields, then questioning if such redefinition was allowable. However, it is easy to check
that if we were not performing the shift (B.28), then we would not have a singular expression for the field,
but we would get

- h (W2 — wd) (W2 — @?) — 8mwiwig®x] |K| 4,
i — + 0/\*+ +*0 Rl 9
las(k), a3(q)] oo 6 ooy w36 (k- q), (5.28)

in place of zero. This shows that the second order pole appears in the propagator independently from the
shift (B.28).

6. Conclusions and outlooks

We have provided a full relativistic quantum theory of the electromagnetic field interacting with an
homogeneous and isotropic medium. The fields, which are indicated for simplicity with ®, are represented
as operator valued distributions

S (RY) @ L(Fy), (6.1)

where L£(Fy) is the set of linear operators on the separable Hilbert space Jy. Indeed, one gets a family of
representations parameterised by v € B = S0O(1,3)T/SO(3) ~ V* = {z € R3| z -2 > 0}. In this sense the
vacuum state is not the unique state invariant by translations, but we have a family of vacuum states which
are however substantially identified by unitary maps. Indeed, on each F, it is not represented the whole
Poincaré group but only the little group of v, the set of Poincaré transformations which leave v invariant.
The remaining Poincaré transformations v — Aw, the boosts relating different inertial frames, essentially
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realise the unitary equivalences U(A) : F, — Fpp. Each vacuum state {2, = |0), is unique in F, and cyclic
for it. We have realised the theory by means of the correspondence principle, so starting from the equal time
canonical commutation relations. This, combined with Lorentz covariance, ensures that microcausality (or
locality) is satisfied: [®(f),®(g)] = 0 for any f, g € S,(R*) whose supports are spatially separated.

It may be interesting to compare these characteristics with the standard Wightman axioms, which we report
here for convenience, [30]:

1. The states are described by vectors of a separable Hilbert space H;
2. Energy momentum spectral condition:
a) The space-time translations are a symmetry of the theory, and consequently they are described by
(strongly continuous) unitary operators U(a), a € R*, in H;
b) The spectrum of the generator P, is contained in the forward closed cone V7;
c¢) There is a vacuum state {2, with the property of being the unique translationally invariant state in H;
3. The theory is formulated in terms of fields {®} which are operator valued tempered distributions (densely
defined) in H (with Q in the domain of the polynomials P of the smeared fields ®(f)) and the vacuum
is a cyclic vector with respect to P, namely H = {PQ};
4. Covariance:
a) The Lorentz transformations are described by (strongly continuous) unitary operators U(A), A €
SO(1, 3)1 (the restricted Lorentz group);
b) The fields transforms covariantly under the Poincaré transformations U(a,A) = U(a)U(A),

Ua,A)®;(x)U(a,A)"" = S;(A"1®,;(Az +a),

with S a finite dimensional representation of SL(2,C), the universal covering of SO(1, 3)1;
5. Microcausality or locality: The fields either commute or anticommute at spacelike separated points

[@;(f),Px(g9)]+ =0, if f, g have support in spacelike separated regions,

where the + stands for anti- and commutator respectively.

We see that while axioms 1 and 2a are satisfied, the first difference is in axiom 2b: in our model the spectrum
is not contained in V* = {z|z° > 0,22 > 0}, since the oneparticle spectrum contains the branches Y., ¥s.
Since the branch 35 is well-known in experimental physics, it must be included in the spectrum defining
the fields. We shall turn on this point later. Axiom 2c is weakened in our case, since we have not a unique
invariant vacuum 2, but a family of (equivalent) translationally invariant vacua ), each one unique in
Fz. But this is not a novelty peculiar of our model, since it must happen each time a preferred frame is
selected, e.g. when an external field is present, as previously discussed. Axiom 3 is also slightly modified by
restricting the set of test functions to the Schwartzian functions whose Fourier transform vanish on suitable
singular loci. Since these loci have zero Lebesgue measure, it follow from the Wiener Tauberian theorems
that these spaces remain dense. It is worth noting that the singularities we have chosen to smear out involve
only the unphysical gauge components do of the fields, and are thus expected not to contribute to physical
quantities.

Axiom 4 again is respected in a weaker form: on each F, is represented only a subgroup SO(3), C SO(1, 3)1,
isomorphic to SO(3), by strongly continuous unitary operators. The remaining transformations extend these
to an action of unitary operators over a family of Hilbert spaces. Finally, microcausality is realised with
the minus sign, since we are working with bosonic fields, thanks to the covariance and the implementation
of the equal time canonical commutation relations. Microcausality may be not sufficient to grant causality,
if axiom 2b is not satisfied. Nevertheless, this is not our case, where causality is respected, but, again, it
could not be a surprise, see [31].

This way we reached the goal of realising the exact quantisation of a nontrivial physical system, in the
Heisenberg picture. There are several possibilities for extending this work. First of all, the model can
also be quantised by means of the path integral methods. Even though it is a less rigorous way from the
mathematical point of view, in a sense it sheds some new light on the quantisation of the system, and deserves
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investigation. This topic is presented elsewhere [32]. An interesting generalisation would be to improve the
model from the point of view of the physical properties of the dielectric medium, which in our minimal
realisation are essentially absent. However, at the moment this task is out of our goals. A simpler step
would be to include interactions, inhomogeneities and non linearities. For example, in order to improve our
analysis of the analogue Hawking effect in dielectrics we need to modify the model enough in order to include
at least some nonlinear effects, as the Kerr effect. More in general, it would be interesting to investigate other
representations, like, for example, the thermal ones. All these topics are under investigation. Our model
can be extended to the case of an arbitrary number of polarisation fields, in a quite straightforward way.
Another interesting possibility would be to cure singularities at resonances by including absorption. This
may become relevant if one needs to investigate regions not too far from the resonance, so that the absorption
becomes important. Far from the resonances the relativistic Hopfield model is enough for describing light
in a transparent medium.
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Appendix A. Solution of the system (2.8)

A way for solving the algebraic system (2.8) consists in looking at the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the
matrix M. It has seven eigenvalues, two of which are double degenerate. The two degenerate eigenvalues
are

1 W2 — w2 w2 — w2\ 2
R <5062k2 - 20) g2 (A1)
XEowp XEowq

with eigenvectors

igwe;
Ve = | L [eoch? — =% cock? — 2= 4202 e, i=1,2 (A.2)
Agt T |2 0 Xeows + 0 Xeow?2 g i = L4 .
0
where e; are two spacelike vectors orthogonal to k and v, such that e; - e; = —d;;. The remaining five
eigenvalues are:
£ £?
= + 2 A3
! 2e0c? 4e3ct T (8.3)
with eigenvectors
k
Vye = ’ 0 - ; (A.4)
i 2
T 2e0c2 ti 46%64 +k
1 w? —w? 1 w? — w2\’
M =2 ek + —=0 ) £ 2y [ [ eoc?k2 — Z——=0 ) — 4g2e2k2 A5
272 < 0 + XEow? 2 0 xeow? g (A.5)
with eigenvectors
k— %21)
Vi — i 272 w’-wp 212 wi=w?)? 2,212 w . A6
Np T | Tagw [E0cThT - Xeows T (€OCk N Xﬁowg) —AgrekE) (k= Gv) | (4.6)
0
2_ 2
Ay = =0 (A.7)
XEowy
with eigenvector
0
V)\S =1|v (AS)
0

Because of the condition v- P = 0, the last eigenvector can be omitted. These eigenvectors, each one defined
up to multiplication by an arbitrary function of k, are solutions of the algebraic system only when the
eigenvalues are zero. By direct inspection we see that the only possibilities are:

Ay =0, (A.9)
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which corresponds to the branch (2.19) and gives the solutions

2., .2, 2
Nax 2,2 9 XwWow C
fz(k)VAOfﬂ;(S (c k P — o2 ) ) i=1,2, (A.10)

where f; are arbitrary functions;
AT =0, (A.11)
corresponding to the branch (2.17), with eigenvector
L
h(k) [ 0] 5(k%) (A.12)
0
where h is an arbitrary function, and, finally, the condition
Ay =0 (A.13)
which corresponds to two contributions. The first one is (2.18) with eigenvector

1(F)V,, 6(w® — @), (A.14)

where [ is an arbitrary function, and the other contribution is again k? = 0 with eigenvector (A.12). The
last one suggests that this solution is degenerate and, indeed, we find that the combination

W= %VA; - (1 + M) Vs (A.15)
is such that
MW = O((k*)?), (A.16)
so that
m(k)W s (k?) (A.17)

is a second independent solution of (2.8). Putting all together, with a suitable redefinition of the arbitrary
functions, gives the general solution (2.14), (2.15) and (2.16).

Appendix B. The generalised Lautrup strategy

A strategy for getting rid of the dipole ghost term is as follows. First we note that the 6(Y) term is
proportional to k, which means that in the configurations space it is of the form 0, f(&,t) for some f. In an
unconstrained theory, this would be a pure gauge configuration (it does not contribute to the electromagnetic
field). However, because of the introduction of the auxiliary field B, the whole gauge symmetry is broken and
only harmonic gauge transformation, that are transformations of the form A, — A, + 3, A with A harmonic
(OA = 0), are allowed as symmetry transformation. Thus, there is no way to eliminate the undesired term
by a symmetry gauge transformation in the constrained theory. Nevertheless, we can always separate this
pure gauge term from the rest by decomposing the field A as follows:

A(z) = A¥ (z) + grado(z), (B.1)

for some scalar function o, in such a way that the §!) contribution is contained in grado. The suffix F stays
for Feynman, for analogy with the usual case. To this aim, we need to look at the very origin of the §(!)
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=  <F
solution. By working in the momentum space, we have A = A — igk, where & is the Fourier transform of
o, and the equations of motion take the form

coc?k?A” — [goc%% —(£-1) B} ik —ig [wP (k- P)v} —0, (B.2)
1 [w? - ~F ~F

m<w3_1>P+zg(wA —(w-A )k)zo, (B.3)

eoc’k - A = —i¢B. (B.4)

2

Being w? # w?, as w? = w? is associated with a mode P x v that is forbidden by the physical constraint

v- P =0, we can write

P = g 20X (wAF ~(w .AF)k) , (B.5)
and, then,

—ww Ak —wk AT k2w A | =0.
(B.6)

- . 2 2
socngAF - [5062k25 —(¢—-1)B| ik — 9 Soxt% [wQA
w

It is now convenient to proceed by looking at solution in the different supports determined above, branch
by branch. Let us start with the solutions having support in k? = 0, which is the branch containing the
dipole ghost. We assume that ¢ and B are any two given scalar distributions such that

[50c2k25 (1) B] ik =: U (k)ikd(k?) (B.7)
so that only the § appears. Thus, substituting the ansatz

AT (k) = alk)5(k2)k + b(k)8D (2)k + r(k)d(k2)o + > di(k)s(k)e (k), (B.8)

i=1
in (B.6), we get d;(k) = 0, whereas a(k) and r(k) can be arbitrary, and the coefficient of the 5 is

, 2., 2
_t _ 9 Xww
goc? (k) 2 (w? fwg)r(k)'

b(k) = (B.9)

~F
We can eliminate the 6(") from A* by choosing & in such a way that the coefficient b(k) vanishes, which is
equivalent to say that we have to cancel out all terms linear in k in (B.6). Thus, the desired decomposition
is defined by the condition

e0?k25 — (€ — 1) B +igg2 0 ww- 4") = 0. (B.10)
w? — w§
At this point, the equation for AF is
2i2al - IX [WQAF ok AT R AF)v} —o0, (B.11)
w? — w§
which has general solution
ar 2 2 2 ’ 2,2 9 Eoxwiw?
(k) =(w? — w?)ao (k)6 (K> + ;5 e0?k? — T a;(k)e;
g*xeowiw’ 9
+ 6(5002k2 — 22) as(k)k — Zb3(k)d(w? — 0?)v, (B.12)
w* — Wy 90}



which corresponds to a sum of plane wave solutions.
For the polarisation vector we get

2,2
~ ) ) 5oxw w g7 xwiw
P(k) = —igeoxwiao(k)d(k*)(wv — k) 93 _i} Z 5(506 w2—0w§> a;(k)e;
+ bz (k) (w? — &%) (wv — k). (B.13)
Notice that from
B i, o i, aF i
= —k-A=-k-A 2 k25 B.14
AT A (B4
and using (B.10), we get
. . 2.2 _
Bk) = ieoc(k - A" ) — igg2 L X0% . A7), (B.15)
w? — wj
and so
B(k) = (w? — @%)iweoc?ao(k)d(k?). (B.16)

In particular, B is harmonic, as expected. Finally, we have to solve the equation for &

Katk) = S B - iw 9" x4 w-A"), (B.17)

€0 w? —w?

that is

2 _ 2
w? — wg

2 2,2
K26 (k) = (£(w? — @) — w? + o) iwag (k)5 (k2) — ik%as (k) (50c2k2 - W)
. g _
+ zgo?wbg(k)(;(wz —@?). (B.18)

In order to find the right representation, let us simplify the expressions by setting
V(k) == (£(w? — %) — w® + wp) iwag (k) (B.19)
and look for a particular solution of the equation
k*5(k) = V (k)5 (k?). (B.20)

Since (k?)26(k) = 0, if we are working in the space of tempered distributions, the solution must be of the
form

5 (k) = a(k)do(k?) + B(k)sW (k?), (B.21)

for some scalar functions o and 3. Here is exactly where the §(!) enters the game. Note that the o part is
harmonic, so it is not determined by the equation, which, indeed, simply gives

Bk) = —V (k). (B.22)

In the configuration space, let us give a look at the particular solution

4
o(x) = — /R ) %V(k)eik'mé(l)(kz), (B.23)
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where with the symbol = we mean modulo harmonic terms, which can be reabsorbed in the pure harmonic
gauge terms, corresponding to the ag term in (2.14). If we consider the identity

1 0

W2y = —r 2 §5(52
oW (k) 77 akué(lﬂ ) (B.24)
we can write
i d*k VT oo
After inserting back the expression of V' we get
o(x) = 1/ ATk (£(w? — @*) — w? + wd) ao (k) (v - z)e*25(k?) (B.26)
2 Jpu (2m)° 0/ %0 ’ '

which is a covariant version of the function A introduced by Lautrup in [24]. The corrections due to the

remaining terms in (B.18) are?
o(z) -1 / ATk (E(w? — &%) — w? + W) ao(k) (v - z)e*=5(k?)
T2 Jpa (24 0/ 70
. d'k —ik-z 2.2 92)650“’(2)"‘)2
_z/R4 (ke 5(5()@ R )
4
—J Tk k) *5(w? — i?). (B.27)

oc? pe 2m)E27°

In adding grado to A" the terms with as in (B.12) cancel out. Thus, we apparently loose a degree of
freedom. However, o is defined modulo additive harmonic terms, as we said, which can be equally included
in A" without changing its property of excluding the dipole ghost. For this reason we prefer to drop the
@3 term out from o, and substitute the corresponding term in (B.12) with the harmonic term az(k)d(k?)k,
whereas we include, for later convenience, a pure harmonic gauge term in grado, whose Fourier transform is

i Ew?—-w?)?+ (w2 — w(z)) (w? —@&?) — 2wig2xw§

~ T P D) ao(k)kd(k?). (B.28)
0
In conclusion, we write
A(z) = AP (z) + grado, (B.29)
with
d*k 2 2y eowiw?
AP (z) = /R i [(oﬂ — wd)ag (k) (k) + Zé<5002k2 - 932”_32> ai(k)e; + 6 (k?) as(k)k
* i=1 0
- Eo%bg(k)a(w? — | ek, (B.30)
and

g [ dEw o, ik
+ - /]R4 @) k25(w w”)kbs(k)e . (B.31)

3Notice that, in the limit g — 0, the last row disappears and the second one becomes harmonic.
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In particular, we note that A contains a basis of plane waves. Let us notice that the above redefinition of
the fields introduces a singularity in w? = @?, so one could be prevented in doing it. However, as we have
discussed in section 2, such a singular locus is expected to appear in any case, as we shall see, because of

the non vanishing intersection of the different branches.

Appendix C. Deduction of (B.12)

We need to solve the equation

MA" =, (C.1)
where
2 2,2 2 2
M= |22 = S, I ok — KPv @), (C.2)
w? —w; w? — w§

Since k-v = w, k is in the kernel of the last parenthesis. Also, being e;-k = e;-v = 0, e; are also in the kernel
of the same matrix. Thus, M acts on these terms only by means of the first part which is proportional to the
identity. The coefficient of proportionality is thus an eigenvalue with multiplicity 3. The fourth eigenvalue
can be computed by observing that the image of the second matrix is proportional to v. Since the first part
is proportional to the identity, this means that v is the fourth eigenvector:

2., 2
Mo = 122 {1 - W} ». (3)
w? — wj
The determinant of the matrix is the product of the four eigenvalues:
2.2 273 2 -2
det M = [k - W] 2R e (C.4)
w? — w§ w? — w§
The supports of the equation are thus defined by det M = 0.
The component
2.2 273
[k - W} 0 (C.5)
w? — w§

corresponds to 3 different eigenvectors, ey, es, k, so it defines the solution

flk)=0 (Czkz _ m> a1 (k)1 + az(k)ez + ai (k)] . (C.6)

The other support pieces, k2 = 0 and w? — @? = 0, correspond to the eigenvector v, so they define the
solution
g(k) = (w? —wd)ao(k)d(k*)v + Bg(k)(S(LUQ — &%), (C.7)

Putting all together and defining bs(k) =: 4mgbs(k), we get (B.12).
Remark: the reason for defining b3 is to get the right behaviour in the limit g = 0.
Remark: the same result can be obtained directly from (2.14), by considering that

4
/ (gwlz)w [w? = w? — E(w? — @%)] ag(k)ksD (k?)e~ =
)

:/ (;lwlz) [wz _ w% - g(wQ _ @2)] a()(k)%kvﬂwa(kj)e_ik.x
:% /d4k(2ﬂ-3) [W2 —wy —€(w? - @2)] ap (k) (v ~x)k5(k2)e—ik'$
— 5 [ athE) [P - o - € - @) anRdR)e R ()
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where we have integrated by parts, and the first line of the last expression comes out from the derivative of
the phase, the second line from the derivative of the vector k, and the ellipses, which are the derivative of
the remaining factor, stay for harmonic pure gauge terms.
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