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Abstract We derive the basic canonical brackets amongst the creation and annihilation operators for a two (1 + 1)-
dimensional (2D) gauge field theoretic model of an interacting Hodge theory where a U(1) gauge field (A,) is coupled
with the fermionic Dirac fields (vp and v). In this derivation, we exploit the spin-statistics theorem, normal ordering
and the strength of the underlying six infinitesimal continuous symmetries (and the concept of their generators) that
are present in the theory. We do not use the definition of the canonical conjugate momenta (corresponding to the
basic fields of the theory) anywhere in our whole discussion. Thus, we conjecture that our present approach provides
an alternative to the canonical method of quantization for a class of gauge field theories that are physical examples of
Hodge theory where the continuous symmetries (and corresponding generators) provide the physical realizations of the

de Rham cohomological operators of differential geometry at the algebraic level.
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1 Introduction

One of the earliest methods of quantization scheme
(for a given physical system) is the canonical method of
quantization where a set of three basic ideas is primar-
ily exploited together. First of all, by using the spin-
statistics theorem, we differentiate between the commut-
ing (bosonic) and anticommuting (fermionic) variables of
a given Lagrangian. Thereafter, we define the canonical
conjugate momenta corresponding to the basic dynamical
variables of the theory. We obtain the basic (graded) Pois-
son brackets amongst the dynamical variables and corre-
sponding conjugate momenta at the classical level. These
are, finally, promoted to the basic (anti)commutators at
the quantum level and the quantization of the system
ensues. If the physical system supports the existence of
creation and annihilation operators, then, the normal or-
dering is required for the physical quantities to make some
useful sense.

In the field theoretic models, we define a Lorentz scalar
Lagrangian density for a given physical system. We fol-
low the above sequence for the procedure of quantization.
That is to say, we distinguish between the bosonic and
fermionic fields (by spin-statistics theorem) and define the
canonical conjugate momenta corresponding to the basic
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dynamical fields. The basic (graded) Poisson brackets of
the theory at classical level are promoted to the canoni-
cal (anti)commutators at the quantum level. However, in
the field theoretic models, the fields (and corresponding
momenta) are operators which are expressed, normally,
in terms of the creation and annihilation operators. The
above cited canonical quantum (anti)commutators are, at
this stage, usually expressed in terms of the creation and
annihilation operators. In other works, these basic canon-
ical brackets are written in the language of the above cre-
ation and annihilation operators. Physical quantities of
interest (e.g. Hamiltonian, conserved charges, etc.) are
expressed in terms of the creation and annihilation oper-
ators, too. However, to avoid the unwanted infinities, the
operators (present in the above physical quantities) are
normal ordered so that they could make some physical
sense.[1 =21

In our present investigation, we shall utilize the virtues
of normal ordering and spin-statistic theorem. However,
we shall not take the help of mathematical definition
of canonical conjugate momenta for the basic dynamical
fields of our theory (i.e. 2D interacting U(1) gauge the-
ory of photon and Dirac fields). Rather, in the place of
the latter, we shall utilize the beauty and strength of the
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physical symmetry principles (and the concept of a gener-
ator for a given infinitesimal continuous symmetry). Our
present method of quantization, eventhough algebraically
more involved, is physically more appealing because it is
the symmetry properties of our theory that play a key role
in our computations of the basic canonical brackets. In
contrast, it is the mathematical definition of the canonical
momentum that plays a decisive role in the determination
of the basic brackets in the case of canonical method of
quantization.

Recently we have exploited the central theme of our
approach to quantize the 2D free Abelian 1-form and 4D
free Abelian 2-form gauge theories where the mathemat-
ical definition of canonical conjugate momenta has not
been used anywhere.l? It is the symmetry properties of
the above field theoretic models for the Hodge theory4—7
(and their corresponding generators) that have played a
decisive role in the derivation of the basic canonical brack-
ets amongst the creation and annihilation operators of the
above theories which contain bosonic as well as fermionic
operators. Our present model of 2D quantum electrody-
namics (QED) is a field theoretic example of an interact-
ing Hodge theory (see, e.g. [8-9]) because the symmetries
provide the physical realizations of de Rham cohomologi-

(10-12] Tt jg a challenging endeavor to check

cal operators.
the sanctity of our method of quantization®! in the con-
text of our present interacting theory as well. Of course,
the interacting theory is more general than its free coun-
terpart because the latter is a limiting case of the former.

Our present endeavour is essential on the following
grounds. First and foremost, it is very urgent problem
for us to extend our method of quantization (that is valid
for the 2D Abelian 1-form and 4D Abelian 2-form free
theories) to an interacting model for the Hodge theory
where there is an interaction between the matter fields and
gauge field. Second, it is always important and interesting
to provide an alternative to the mathematical definition
For
instance, we provide an alternative to the mathematical

in the language of some basic physical properties.

definition of the canonical conjugate momenta in terms
of the continuous symmetries and concept for the gener-
ator of a continuous symmetry transformation. Finally,
our present endeavor adds a new dimension to the utility
of symmetry principles (for a class of gauge field theories
that turn out to be the field theoretic models for the Hodge
theory) because it encompasses in its ever-widening folds
the basic canonical brackets, too.

The contents of our present investigation are organized
as follows. First of all, we discuss a set of six continuous
symmetries of a 2D QED which is dynamically closed sys-
tem of a U(1) gauge field and Dirac fields in Sec. 2. Our
forthcoming Sec. 3 contains the derivation of canonical
basic brackets from the (anti-)BRST symmetries and cor-
responding generators. We derive the same basic brackets

by exploiting the (anti-)co-BRST symmetries in Sec. 4.
Our Sec. 5 deals with a concise derivation of the above
brackets by exploiting the unique bosonic symmetry of
the theory. For the sake of comparison, we discuss, in a
concise manner, the canonical method of quantization for
our present theory in Sec. 6. Finally, we make some con-
cluding remarks and point out a few future directions for
further investigations in our Sec. 7.

In our Appendix A, we derive the basic brackets
amongst the creation and annihilation operators that ap-
pear in the normal mode expansions of the Dirac fields
in their full generality (where we do not take the help of
the condition ¢ = 0). We also establish that the canonical
brackets at the field level are equivalent to the canoni-
cal brackets at the level of the creation and annihilation
operators.

2 Preliminaries: Lagrangian Formalism

In this section, we discuss various continuous symme-
tries of the 2D QED where there is an interaction between
the U(1) gauge field (A4,,) and the Dirac fields (¢ and ).
We begin with the following locally gauge invariant La-
grangian density (see, e.g. [1-2])

1 T .
EOZ_ZFuyFuu+w(l’yuDu_m)wv (1)

where F),, = 0,A, — 0,A, is derived from the 2-form
F® = dAW. In the above, d = da* 9, (with d> = 0)
is the exterior derivative and the 1-form A = dx# A,
defines the vector potential (A,). We have taken D, 1) =
Ou +ieA, 1 as the covariant derivative on the Dirac
field ¥. The above Lagrangian density is a closed system
of a massless vector gauge boson and Dirac fields where
the interaction term is (—e ) y* A, 7). This derivation is
true in any arbitrary dimension of spacetime. Here the
quantity e is the electric charge of the Dirac fields.

In the specific two (1+1) dimensions of spacetime, F),,,
has only one non-vanishing component which is nothing
but the electric field & = —#¥ 0, A, = 0p A1 —01Ag where
we have taken the Levi-Civita tensor €,,, with the conven-
tions g9 = +1 = —01, Env A = 52‘, etc., and the Greek
indices p, v, A, ... =0,1. One of most elegant approaches
to quantize the above gauge theory is the Becchi-Rouet—
Stora—Tyutin (BRST) formalism where the gauge-fixing
and Faddeev—Popov ghost terms are incorporated in the
Lagrangian density. Such an (anti-)BRST invariant 2D
Lagrangian density, in the Feynman gauge, is as follows
(see, e.g. [8-9] for details)

ﬁb:.cof%(aA)tiauéaﬂc
2+&(17ﬂDu*m)w

(9 A2 —i9,00"C, (2)
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where (C)C are the fermionic (C? = C? =0,CC+CC =
0) (anti-)ghost fields, the Dirac fields (1, 1) obey the an-
ticommutativity property (1t + ¢ = 0) at the classical
level and ¢ = 94" Here v* = (1%, ') are the 2 x 2
Dirac gamma matrices in 2D and one can choose them
in terms of the Pauli o-matrices as Y° = o2, 7! = iy
so that v5 = 794! = 03. It can be readily checked that
{*, 7} = 29" and v, 75 = €4, 7" where 7, = diag
(+1, —1) is the flat 2D Minkowski metric. We adopt here
the convention of left derivative w.r.t. the fermionic fields
(¥, ¥, C, O) so that we obtain the conjugate momenta as:
My = —iyt, e =10, Mg = —iC.

The Lagrangian density (2) respects the following on-
shell (OC = OC = 0) nilpotent (s%a)b = 0) (anti-)BRST
symmetry transformations (s(,)) (see, e.g. Refs. [8-9])

SapAy = GMC_', saC =0,

$aC = +1 (3~A), sapl =0,

Sapt) = —1eCh,  Sqpth = ieCtp = —iep C,

spAy, = 0,C, 5,C =0,

5C = —i(0-A), s,E=0,

spp = —ieC,  sph = ieCp = —ierp C, (3)

where we have used, at a couple of places, the anticom-
mutativity property (Cv¢ +¢%C = 0, C¢ + ¢ C = 0,
etc.) of the fermionic (¢v? = ¢? = C? = C? = 0)
fields (¢, ¢, C, C). Tt is straightforward to check that the
above on-shell nilpotent (anti-) BRST symmetry transfor-
mations are absolutely anticommuting (sp ssp+ Sap Sp = 0)
on the on-shell where (JC' = (0C' = 0. The corresponding
on-shell nilpotent and conserved (Q(a)b = 0) (anti-)BRST
charges, that generate the symmetry transformations (3),
are

Quab =/dx[Ealé—emoé¢— 0-A)C),

Q :/dx[Ealc—eMcw— @-A)C), @

which can be re-expressed in a simpler form if we use the
equation of motion 9, F* 4 0" (0 - A) = expy”. In other
words, we also have the simpler forms:

Qab=/dx[ao<a-A>é—<a-A>é]7

Qb=/d:c[ao(a-A)C—(a-A)c'].

We note that under the following on-shell (OC =
OC = 0) nilpotent (s%a)d = 0) (anti-)co-BRST symme-
try transformations (s(,)q) (see, e.g. Refs. [8-9])

SedAy = =€, 0"C,  5,4C =0, 5qaC = 1E,
$ad(0-A) =0, sqatp = —1eCyst),  Saath = iepCrys
SqA, = —¢€u "C, s4C=0, s4C=—-1F,

sd(3~A) =0, sqv=—-ieCrys%,

sqp =iepCrs, (5)

the Lagrangian density (2) transforms to a total space-
time derivative thereby showing the symmetry property
of the action integral (S = [ d?z £;) due to the Gauss’s
divergence theorem. It should be noted that the trans-
formations (5) are symmetry transformations for the La-
grangian density (2) only in the massless limit (m = 0).
In other words, the above symmetry (5) is true for the
chiral fermions only. According to Noether’s theorem, we
have conserved charges ()(4)q corresponding to the above
symmetry transformations (5) as:

Qaad = / dz [EC' + ey O + 91 (9 - A)C} :

Qd:/dm[Eé—&-e@le_’w—&-al(a-A)C‘], (6)

which turn out to be the generators of the transformations
(5). These charges can be written in a simpler form if we
use the equation of motion 0, F* + 8V (0 - A) = epy”1
to re-express (6) as Qq¢ = [dz[EC — EC| and Qq =
[d2[EC — EC).

There is a unique (i.e. {sp, s¢} = Sw = —{Sab, Sad})
bosonic symmetry (s,) in our theory which is obtained
from the anticommutators of s(,), and s(a)d.[‘l’g_g] Under
this symmetry transformation, the relevant fields of the
theory transform as:

SwAy =0,E —¢,,0"(0-A),

St = —ie[ys(0-A) + Ey,

5,0 =0, s,0=0,

s,(0-A)=0E, s,E=00-A),

swth = +ie[ys (0- A) + Bl = ie[E —5(0- A)]. (7)
It can be checked that the Lagrangian density (2) trans-
forms to a total spacetime derivative under (7). As a con-
sequence, the action integral remains invariant under the
infinitesimal and continuous symmetry transformations
(7). The conserved charge corresponding to the above
transformations (7) is

Qu = / dz[(0- A)D1(D - A) — BOE — e - Ay

+eBYoy], (8)

which turns out to be the generator of transformations
(7).

Finally, we have a global ghost-scale symmetry in the
theory where C' — et*C, C — e * C. Here A is an in-
finitesimal spacetime independent scale parameter. The
infinitesimal version of this transformation (s4) is

SgC = +07 Sgé = _éa SQ(I) = Oa ¢ = APU’(/)?’(Z)’ (9)

where, for the sake of brevity, we have set A = 1. The
corresponding Noether’s conserved charge (Q,) is as fol-
lows

Qg:i/dx[CC_'+C_’C']. (10)
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The above charge Q) is the generator of the transforma-
tions (9). Thus, as claimed earlier, we have siz infinitesi-
mal and continuous symmetries in the theory.

The decisive features of the on-shell nilpotent (anti-)
BRST and (anti-)co-BRST symmetries are the invari-
ances of the kinetic and gauge-fixing terms of the La-
grangian density (2), respectively. The ghost term, on
the other hand, remains invariant under the bosonic sym-
metry transformations. The key feature of the ghost-scale
symmetry is the observation that only the (anti-)ghost
fields transform globally and rest of the fields of the the-
ory remain unchanged under it. These symmetries, at
the algebraic level, provide the physical realizations of the
de Rham cohomological operators of differential geome-
try (see, e.g. [4, 8-9] for details). As a consequence, our
present 2D interacting theory (i.e. 2D QED) is a physical
model for the Hodge theory.

(Anti-) BRST Symmetries: Basic Brackets

In our earlier work on the 2D Abelian 1-form gauge
theory,®l we have exploited the ideas of symmetry princi-
ples (along with spin-statistics theorem and normal order-
ing) to derive the basic non-vanishing canonical brackets
amongst the creation and annihilation operators of the
gauge field A, and (anti-)ghost fields (C)C' as:

[ (), @l (K)] = nyu 8(k = K'),

{c(k), & ()} = +id(k — k'),

{cf(k),e(k)} = —id(k — k'), (11)
where the above operators are present in the normal mode

expansions of the basic fields of the Lagrangian density (2)
(in the limit ¢ = 0, zﬁ =0) as (see, e.g. [1,3]):

ik-x —ik-x
Apu(z,t) / 27T2k0 la(k et +aL(k)e ],
dk . )
C t) = k +ik-x T k —ik-x
(2.1) T%M et el () e

k) +1kw+cf(k)efik-z].

/ vV 2 2]170 (12)

Here the two-vector k, = (ko, k1 = k) is the momentum
vector and the dagger operators aL(lc), ct(k), and &' (k)
are the creation operators for a photon, a ghost and an
anti-ghost quanta, respectively. The non-dagger operators
au(k), c(k), and ¢(k) stand for the corresponding anni-
hilation operators for a single quantum. It is also clear
that the operators (aL(k),a#(k)) are bosonic in nature
as against the operators (c(k),c(k), cf(k),&f(k)) that are
fermionic. The (anti-)BRST symmetries (being supersym-
metric type in nature), our present interacting theory is
endowed with bosonic as well as fermionic creation and
annihilation operators.

In the above derivation, we have mainly utilized the
definition of the generator of a continuous symmetry

transformation. According to the common folklore in

quantum field theory, the conserved charges (that are de-
rived due to the presence of the continuous symmetries
in the theory) generate the infinitesimal and continuous
symmetry transformations as

5P = +i[P, Q4 (13)

where ® is the generic field of the theory and @), are the
conserved charges. The (4) signs, as the subscripts on
the square bracket, correspond to the (anti)commutator
for the generic field ® being (fermionic) bosonic in na-
ture. The (&) signs, in front of the expression on the
r.h.s. (le. +i[®, @Q,]+), need explanation. The pertinent
points, regarding the choice of a specific sign for a specific
purpose, are as follows:

r=>o, ab, d, ad, w, g,

(i) for s, = Sp, Sab, Sd;, Sad only the negative sign is
to be taken into account (i.e. spA, = —i[A,, Q)
sC = —i{C, Qu}, etc.), and

(ii) for s, = sg4, S, the negative sign is to be taken into
account for the bosonic field and the positive sign
is to be chosen for the fermionic field (e.g. s4A4, =
_1[34#7 Qql, 5,C = +i[C, Qql, 5,C = +i[C, Qy],
etc.).

In the derivation of the non-vanishing basic brackets (11),
we have utilized the above rules in the computation of
the basic quantum (anti)commutators. It is obvious that
the rest of brackets are zero for the free theory (as far as
the non-vanishing brackets (11) and related brackets are
concerned).

In our present endeavor, we shall focus on the deriva-
tion of the basic brackets for the fields ¢ and 1. Following
(3) and (13), it is clear that the Dirac fields transform, un-
der the on-shell nilpotent (anti-)BRST symmetries, as

Sbw = *1{1/’7 Qb} = 7iecwa

sab'l/] = —i{¢, Qab} = —le 6'7/)7

spp = —1{¢, Qp} = +ie O,

3ab¢ = —i{¢7 Qab} = +ie va (14)
where we have used only the basic concepts of the con-
tinuous symmetries (and their generators) as well as the
spin-statistics theorem. We can, at this stage, take the

following mode expansions for the Dirac fields in the mo-
mentum phase spacel*?

— L (e ’U,a e ik-x
wat) = [ s S b et
HE) e ), (19

.’,13 a\T uaT efik-z
t /W () (k) ™)' (k)
T d (k)W) (k) e k7Y (16)

where (b)T(k), (d*)T (k) are the creation operators and the
corresponding operators without dagger (i.e. b*(k),d“(k))
are the annihilation operators. All these operators are
fermionic in nature. The bosonic variables u®(k) and
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v¥(k) are the plane wave solutions of the Dirac equation
for the positive and negative energies, respectively. We
shall be exploiting some of the key properties associated
with these operators. A few of these (that are useful to
our current endeavor) are listed below (see, e.g. [13])

Do 0T R) = (4 ),

Z v®
(uﬁ)T(k)ua(k):z 2ko6*?
(07T (k)o® (k) = 2kod*”
where @ (k) = (u®) ()10, 5°(k) = (v°)1 (k).
It will be worthwhile to mention that, in the case of

2D free U(1) gauge theory (ie. ¢ = ¢ = 0), it was
quite easy to express all the conserved charges in terms

= (V'ku —m),

(17)

of the creation and annihilation operators in a compact
form without any exponentials because, in these expres-
sions, the field variables turned out to be quadratic (bi-
linear) only (see, e.g. [3] for details).
not the case as far as the interacting 2D QED is con-
cerned. It can be seen that, in the expressions for

This is, however,

/ dkdE Z
27T \/ 2]€o2k/

+ (k)b (kK u (k’) exp[+i(k — k)z] + ¢f

(k") exp[—i(k + k")z] +

(k) (d*)T (k)

and Qup [cf. (4)], we have terms (e.g. [ dxeCiTe ete.),
that are not quadratic. Thus, to obtain the canonical
brackets between the fermionic annihilation and creation
operators (e.g. b*(k), (b*)T(k), etc.), we have to adopt a
different technique because non-quadratic terms can not
be expressed in a compact form in terms of the creation
and annihilation operators without any exponentials. To
elucidate this point, we do the following explicit exercise
which conveys the main ideology of our approach.

Let us try to obtain the canonical anticommutators
from the following principle of the continuous symmetry
transformation [cf. (13)]:

Slﬂ/f = _iecw = _1{1/}16'211} = 601/1 = {dj?Qb} )

where the BRST charge @) is the generator of the trans-
Since the nilpotent (anti-)BRST charges
are conserved quantities, it is simpler to perform all the
computations with ¢ = 0 (see, e.g. [13] for details). The
results, thus obtained, would be same as the ones obtained
in all their generality (i.e. without taking the limit ¢ = 0
(see, e.g., Appendix A below)). Exploiting the mode ex-
pansions of the basic fields given in (12) and (15), in this
limit (i.e. ¢t = 0), the Lh.s. is

(18)

formation sy.

+e(k)(d) ()

v (k') exp[+i(k + K)z]),

(k") exp[—i(k — k)]

(19)

where, in the exponentials, we have only the space part of the 2D dot products and k and k&’ correspond to the space
part of the momenta for the fields C(x) and ¢ (z) in the phase space. The powers of exponential play a very important

role when we compare the l.h.s. with r.h.s.
continuous symmetries and their generators).

(while exploiting the basic equation (18) related to the key tenets of

As far as the computation of the r.h.s. is concerned, it should be noted that the following portions of the BRST

and anti-BRST charges, namely;

R _ e/dxC(x)¢T($)¢($)a

QY = ¢ [ 4@t @)iie),

(20)

contribute in the computations of s,),1 and s(a)bzﬂ. Here the superscript (R) on the charges (i.e. ng))b) denotes the
relevant portion of the conserved and nilpotent charges Q(q), [cf. (4)]. Furthermore, it should be emphasized that the
rest of the quadratic parts of the (anti-)BRST charges (Q(4),) can be expressed in terms of the creation and annihilation
operators and they appear in a compact form as is the case in Ref. [3]. The explicit form of the contributing factor (in
the case of sp1)), from the r.h.s., is

e [ ayivio)

The above expression can be written in terms of the mode expansions of the fields C(y), ¥(y), ¥'(y), and ¥(z) b
exploiting (12), (15), and (16). It is evident that the comparison of the Lh.s. with the r.h.s. leads to the cancellation
of the factor “e” present on both the sides [cf. (19), (21)].

The relevant @ part (i.e. f dyCly ’l/}T( )9 (y)) for our computation, in terms of the mode expansion, can be written
(for t = 0) as

C)v vy} (21)

dkydks dhy . .
Z Z/ / 7)3/2 Qko%o%o)( 1exp[—i(ky — ks + ka)y] + az exp[—i(ks — k3 — ka)y]

1(]62 + ]Cg — k4)y}
i(ko — k3 +ka)y])

(kQ + k3 + k4) ] + aq eXp[—
+ ag exp[+i(k2 + k3 + k4)y] + a7 exp[+

l(k‘g + k3 — k4)y] + as exp[+
i(ky — k3 — ka)y] + ag exp[+

+ azexp[—i
(22)
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where ks, k3, and k4 are the momenta associated with the mode expansions of C(y), % (y), and ¥ (y), respectively.
The operators a; (i =1,2,3,...,8) are

ay = (k) (b7)" (k3) (u?) ¥ (k3)b” (ka)u’ (ka), az = (ko))" (ks)(u?)T (ks)(d7)T (ka)v” (ka) ,

ag = c(ko)d" (k3)(v")  (ka)b7 (ka)u® (ka),  as = c(ko)d (ks)(v")  (ks)(d7)  (ka)v? (ka),

as = ¢l (ko) (07)" (ks) (u") T (k3)b” (ka)u” (ka), as = ¢ (ko) (b7)T (ks) ()T (k3)(d”)T (ka)v? (ka) ,

ag = ¢! (k)d (k3) (V") (k)b (ka)u? (ka),  ag = ¢ (ko)d" (k3)(07) T (k3)(d”)T (ka) " (Ka) . (23)

It will be noted that we have not written operators a; in the normal ordered form and maintained the order as they
have appeared (because the relevant part of @y is still not in the quadratic form). Ultimately, we have to compute the
anticommutator between the eight terms of the relevant part of @, and the two terms of the mode expansion of ¥ (z, t)
[cf. (15)] that are written in terms of operators b*(k) and (d)T (k).

It is clear, from the expansion of 1(x,t) and the above eight terms, that there would, in totality, be sixteen
anticommutators in the computation of {1, Qp}. At this stage, the fermionic (i.e. ©?(z,t) = 0, (¢7)?(x,t) = 0) nature
of the fields v (x,t) and (x,t) helps us immensely. For instance, it can be seen that the following relationships
amongst the creation and annihilation operators ensue from the first condition 1?(x,t) = 0, namely

U (@, t) = %{w(x,t),w(%t)} = 0= {0"(k),0°(k")} =0, {(d)(k), (") (K)} =0, {b7(k),(d")'(K)}=0. (24)
Similarly (¢01)2(z,t) = 0 implies the following

{0 k), O7) ()} =0, {(6™)(k),d°(K)} =0, {d*(k),d’(K)} = 0. (25)
Note that the relations (24) and (25) are also valid for ¥ = k' (because of the limiting case). The above canonical
brackets help us in evaluating sixteen anticommutators in a simple manner because many of them vanish.
It is straightforward to check that the first term of the mode expansion of ¢ (x,t) [cf. (15)] and the first term of
the expansion (22) lead to the following anticommutator (for ¢ = 0), namely;

dky dkydksdk . .
ZZZ/ / k202k§2k(;12k0){bﬁ(kl)uﬁ(kl)e_lklm>a1 e i kathauy (26)

where ky, ko, k3, ks are the momenta corresponding to the fields ¥(x),C(y), ¥'(y) and v (y), respectively, in the phase
space. It is clear from the expression for “a;” [cf. (23)] and the relevant anticommutator of (24) that we have

—ZZZ/ B d%%){bﬁ(m(b”)*<k3>}uﬁ<kl><m>*(k3>b0<k4>u0<k4>
) 243 4ky

X e lk1I —i(ka— k3+k4)u (27)

Here a couple of points are to be noted. First, since we are exploiting here the equal-time anticommutators, all
the field expansions have been written for ¢ = 0. Second, since the (anti-)ghost fields are decoupled from the rest
of the theory, the annihilation and creation operators c(kz) and cf(ks) anticommute with the rest of the fermionic
creation and annihilation operators. This can also be verified by the fact that, under the ghost transformations, the
Dirac field ¢ does not transform (sqt = i[th, Q4] = 0). Taking the help of @, from (10) and ¢(z,t) from (15), i
is clear that {b%(k1),c(ko)} = 0, {b%(k1),cf(k2)} = 0, {(d®)F(k1),c(k2)} = 0, {(d®)t(k1),ct(k2)} = 0, etc., where
we have used the expression for (), when it is expressed in terms of the creation and annihilation operators as:
Qg = — [ dk[eT (k) c(k) + cT(k) (k)] (see, e.g. [3]).

Comparing the above exponential with the exponential of the first term [cf. (19)] of the Lh.s. (i.e. C(z)¥(x)), it is
straightforward that if we choose

{07 (k1) (0) 1 (k3)} = —0776 (k1 — ks), (28)

we can match the exponential of the first term of the Lh.s. [cf. (19)] if k2 — k and ks — k' because we have the
following definition of the Dirac J-function in the space part of the 2D spacetime, manifold, namely;

AR —ikia—toy) =6z —y). (29)
(2m) ki=k
1=Fk3s
With input from (28), we obtain explicitly the following expression
dkidkodksdk : ;
Z Z Z / \/1 2k202k;32k042k0) c(k2)8%76 (k1 — ks )u (ky) (u?) T (ks)b7 (kg )u® (ky) e 117 @ 12 ks thaly
dler dka d ey () ik ) 0
= dy e k(=Y g ilkatha)y (k) uP (k1)@ (k1) )07 (kg )u® (ky) (30)
3 | ity (2 )
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where we have inserted (7°)? = I appropriately at a suitable place.
The above type of expression also emerges from the anticommutator of the second term of ¢(z,t) [cf. (15)] with
the third term of (22), namely

dkldkzgdkzgdk4 T
ZZZ/ Qkogko%o%o){(dﬁ)T(kl)Uﬁ(kﬂe’L o g =i (ke thathay)y

_ dkidkodksdky . B\t -
- ZZZ/ ek (4 1), k)
v (k1)(v ) (k3)b? (kq)u’ (k‘4)eik1me_i(k2+k3+k4)y, (31)

due to the fact that {(d®)(k;),b% (k4)} = 0 [cf. (24)] and c(k2) does anticommute with the operator (d°)T(k;).
Finally, we obtain the analogue of equation (30) as

Z/dy dk‘ldk‘QdkzL e+ik1(m_y)e_i(k2+k4)yc(k’2)(ZUﬁ(/ﬁ)ﬁﬁ(lﬁ))Voba(k4)u‘7(k4), (32>
= (27 3

220)/(2RG2R)

if we exploit the anticommutator {(d®)"(k;),d"(k3)} = —8°76(ky — k3). Exploiting the trick of our Appendix A and
using Eq. (11), it can be checked that the sum of (30) and (32) leads to

dkodky —i(katks)z (4 o

Z/ 27‘( \/Wko)e C(k2)b (k4)u (k4)7 (33)
which is the first term (modulo “e¢”) of the L.h.s. of (19) in the limit ks — k, k4 — &k’ and ¢ — «. In exactly similar
fashion, if we use (62) (see below), it can be checked that the sum of the anticommutators between

(i) The first term of ¢ (x,t) and the second term of (22) and that of the second term of ¢(x,t) with the fourth
term of (22) yields the second term of the Lh.s. [cf. Eq. (19)],

(ii) The first term of ¥ (x,t) and the fifth term of (22) and that of the second term of ¢ (z,t) with the seventh
term of (22) produces the third term of the Lh.s. [cf. Eq. (19)], and

(iii) The first term of v (z,t) and the sixth term of (22) and that of the second term of ¢ (x,t) with the eighth
term of (22) leads to the fourth term of the Lh.s. [cf. Eq. (19)].

We lay emphasis on the fact that it is the comparison of the exponentials from the l.h.s. and r.h.s. of (18) that
dictates the non-vanishing brackets to be (62) (see, Sec. 6 below). Rest of the anticommutators amongst the fermionic
creation and annihilation operators turn out to be zero. Exactly similar kind of computations, with the anti-BRST
charge Qqp, produces the basic canonical brackets to be (62) (see below). We conclude that symmetry transformations
(and their generators) of a Hodge theory can replace the mathematical definition of the canonical conjugate momenta.

4 (Anti-)co-BRST Symmetries: Basic Brackets

The Lagrangian density (2) also respects the nilpotent (anti-)co-BRST symmetry transformations s(,)q4 in the mass-
less (m = 0) limit of the Dirac fields. From the (anti-)co-BRST symmetry transformations (5) and the corresponding
charges (6), the canonical brackets amongst the creation and annihilation operators can be computed.

The non-vanishing brackets for the free theory (without matter field) has already been derived in our previous
work.[3] We shall focus, therefore, only on the derivation of the canonical brackets for the matter fields of 2D QED.
Once again, as has been done with (anti-)BRST charges, the decisive role is played by the definition of the generator
(Q(aya) of the continuous symmetries (s(qyq) (i-e. S@ya? = —i{¥, Qaya}). Let us take an example for the sake of
clarification, namely;

de = *1{1/’7 Qd} = 716675@[) = {1/)7 Qd} = 60’)/5’1)[} . (34)
The term that would contribute from Qg [cf. (6)] is
(0 —e [ dovtoncy = - [ davhsco, (35)

for the determination of the continuous symmetry transformation connected with s;. Here the superscript (R) on the
conserved charge Qg (i.e. Q&R)) denotes the relevant part of the exact expression for 4, which contributes in our
computation. Similarly, one can write all the rest of the fermionic transformations s(,)4 in terms of the corresponding
generators. Following the tricks developed in the case of the nilpotent (anti-)BRST symmetry transformations, it can
be checked that exactly the same non—vanishing [cf. (62)] anticommutators (amongst the creation and annihilation
operators) emerge from this exercise, too.

To corroborate the above statement, we provide some of the key steps that are needed in the determination
of the anticommutators (62) from the continuous symmetry transformations s(,)q generated by the (anti-)co-BRST
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charges Q(q)q- It is evident from Egs. (34) and (35) that we have, for the specific case of co-BRST transformation
(sq1p = —ieysC = —i{1),Q4}), the following expression:

eCrsh = +es / dy{(z), C)¥ W)}, (36)

where we have used Cy' + 4TC = 0. The above expression, finally, reduces to the following straightforward equality:

Cla)p(z) = / dy{(z), Oyl ()o(v)} (37)

which is similar in appearance as the corresponding nilpotent BRST transformations [cf. (18), (21)] with the replace-
ment C — C. In fact, the expression in (37) is exactly same as the one connected with the anti-BRST symmetry
transformations and their corresponding generator (i.e. anti-BRST charge).

The Lh.s. of (37) (for t = 0) can be written, analogous to (19), as

dkdk " exp[—i N KDY (k) exp—i(k — k)] + ¢ *(ENu (K
/QW\/WZ * (k') exp[—i(k + &')z] + e(k)(d*)" (K)o (k') exp[—i(k — k)] + ' (k)b* (K" )u” (')
x exp[+i(k — k' )x] + & (k) (d*)T (K)o (k') exp[+i(k + k')z]) . (38)

Similarly, the r.h.s. of (37) can be written, analogous to (22), as

dkodksdky . .

b —i(ko — k k b —i(ky — ks — k

ZZ/ / O 2k82k§2k2)( 1exp[—i(k — k3 + ka)y] + bz exp[—i(ke — ks — ka)y]
+ b3 exp[— (k’g + k3 + k4)y} + by exp[—i(kg + k3 — k}4)y] + by exp[+i(k2 + k3 — k‘4)y] + bg exp[—|—i(k’2 + k3 + k4)y}
+ b7 exp[+i(k2 — k3 - k4)y] + bg exp[+i(k:2 — ]{13 + ]{34)y]) y (39)

where we have taken ¢t = 0 for the relevant portion of the Q4 because it is a conserved quantity. Furthermore, we are
using here the equal-time anticommutators, which enforce us to take the mode expansion of ¢(x,t) at ¢ = 0, too. The
momenta ko, k3, and k4, in the above, are associated with the mode expansions of C(y), ¥ (y), and ¥(y), respectively.
The explicit form of the operators b; (i =1,2,3,...,8), in the above, are

b1 = &(k2) (b7)T (ka) ()T (k3)b” (ka)u” (ka), o = e(k2)(07)  (ks) (u”) ¥ (k3)(d)T (ka)v? (ka) ,

by = e(ka)d" (k3) (v7)" (k3)b” (ka)u (ka),  ba = e(ka)d” (ks) (") (k3)(d7) " (ka) v (ka)

bs = & (ka) (07) T (ks) (") (k3)b7 (ka)u” (ka), b = & (k2) () (ks)(u?)T (k3)(d7)T (ka)v (ka)

by = & (ka)d” (k3) (v7) T (k3)b7 (ka)u? (ka), b = &' (ka)d (k3)(07) ¥ (k3)(d7)T (ka) o7 () - (40)
It should be noted that we have not yet written the operators b; in the normal ordered form and we have maintained

the order as they appear in the expression for a portion of Q4 (where the local fields C(y), 1 (y), and ¥(y) are present).
Exploiting the inputs from (24) and the fact that the ghost transformation for the field ¥(z) is zero (i.e. sy =

+i[1), Q] = 0), it is clear, from the expression Q, = ifdx[CC' +CCl = — [ dk[et(k) e(k) + ¢t (k) &(k)] [cf. (10)] and
expansion in (15) (for the field ¢ (z)), that the following anticommutators are true, namely;

{bﬁ(kl)v C(kQ)} =0, {bﬁ(k1)7 CT(kQ)} =0, {bﬁ(kl)ﬂé(kQ)} =0, {bﬁ(kl)v ET(kQ)} =0,

{(@) k1), e(k2)} =0, {(@) (K1), ' (k2)} =0, {(@) (K1), e(k2)} =0, {(@)T(k1), €' (k2)} = 0.  (41)
We note that all the arguments of the BRST transformations (i.e. syt = —i{¢), Qp} = —ie Cv), discussed in the main
body of our previous section, would be applicable in our present discussion (connected with the continuous symmetry
transformation sqi) = —i{¢y, Q4} = —ie~ys Cv) as well. It is obvious now that we shall obtain, ultimately, the non—
vanishing brackets as (62) and the rest of the brackets would turn out to be zero. Similar kind of computations can
be performed with @Q,q which will, once again, lead to the derivation of the non-vanishing canonical brackets (62).

We would like to lay emphasis on the fact that the normal ordering in (40) would not affect the main results of our
analysis. In other words, the non—vanishing brackets (62) would remain unaffected by normal ordering in Eq. (40).

5 Unique Bosonic Symmetry: Basic Brackets
We have a unique bosonic symmetry (s, ) in our theory. The generator (Q,,) of the transformations has been quoted
in Sec. 2 [cf. (8)]. This bosonic charge @Q,, generates the bosonic transformations s,, on the fermionic fields as/®~*!

sotp = —ie[15(0- A) + EJY,  su¥ = +ied [E —y5(9 - A)], (42)

which constitute the symmetry invariance of the Lagrangian density (2). The key equation [consistent with (13)] that
leads to the determination of the canonical brackets amongst the creation and annihilation operators is the following
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relationship:
Swt = +i[¢7 Qw] = 7i6[75(a : A) + E}l/), Sw = +i[1/}, Qw] =+iey [E - 75(8 : A)} . (43)

It is evident that, finally, we have to compute [1, Q,,] = —e[y5(0 - A) + E|¢ and [, Q] = +e [E — v5(0 - A)] for the
determination of the canonical anticommutators amongst the creation and annihilation operators. For this purpose,
the portion of the bosonic charge (Q,,) that would contribute is: QE,R) = e [ dz[(0- A)YTys1p+ EpTe] (where (y0)? = 1,
75 = %! are used). Here the superscript (R) denotes the relevant part of @, that contribute in the computation of
5% and s, 1. It is to be emphasized that, for the free theory (without matter fields), the basic canonical brackets
have been determined in our previous work.! This is why, we have concentrated only on the determination of brackets
for the matter fields from their symmetry transformations.

Once again, applying the rules of the commutators and anticommutators, we end up with the non-vanishing anti-
commutators as (62) (see below) that have been derived by canonical method. Some of the key steps of our present
exercise are illustrated here for the readers’ convenience. It is evident from (43) that

—e[y(9- A) + El = [¢, Qul], (44)

where the term that contributes from Q,, is: e [ dy[(d - A) s YTy + Etap]. Thus, the factor “e” cancels from Lh.s.
and r.h.s. of Eq. (44). Plugging in the expansions from (12) (with - A = 9, A", E = —"¥0,A,) and (15), we obtain
the Lh.s. of (44) (for t = 0) as follows:

i / (Q)dk(;i:/%,)(s"”ky + k) Y laf, (k)yuc (K)o (k') e FHERDT 4o () () (' )ve (k) e F1 R+
0<hg
— a, (k)u (K)o (k') e )T — g (k) (d*) T (K)o (k') e 71 (=KD (45)

where k and k' are the momenta in the phase space corresponding to the field expansions in (12) (for A, (z) field) and

(15) (for 9 (x) field).
The relevant expression for @, on the r.h.s. is: [ dy([(8-A4)(y)vs + E(y)]¥ (y)¥(y)). Exploiting the expansions of
(12), (15), and (16) at t = 0, we obtain the following expression for the relevant @), operator, namely;

dkodksdk
—1 Z Z/ 2 3 1 (Euukgy + 75]435)[6&1) exp(+i(k2 + kg — k4)y) + Cf) exp(+i(k2 + kg + k4)y)

(2m)3/2\/ (2k§2K92KY)
+ c(?’) exp(+i(ke — ks — ka)y) + cl(fl) exp(+i(ke — ks + ka)y) + 0(5 exp(—i(ks — k3 + k4)y)
+ e exp(—i(ka — ks — ka)y) + 7 exp(—i(ks + ks + ka)y) + ¢ exp(—i(ka + ks — ka)y)] (46)

[e3

where ko, k3, and k4 are the momenta corresponding to the fields A4,(y), ¥'(y), and ¥(y), respectively. The operators
(z) (i=1,2,3,...,8) are

) = af, (ko) (7)1 (ka) (") (k)07 (ka)u (ka), ) = af, (ko) (07)" (k) ()T (ks)(d7)F (ka)v® (ka),

C,(f’) Z%(kz)d"’(k‘S)( N (k3)b? (ka)u” (ka), ) = al (k2)d” (k3)(v") " (ks)(d”) T (ka)v” (ka)

P = —a (ko) (07)! (ks) (W) (ka)b” (ka)u’ (ka), el = —a,(ka) (b)) (ks) (u?)" (ks)(d”) T (ka)v? (ka) ,

A\ = —ay (ko) d (ks) (V") (ks)b” (ka)u® (ka), ¥ = —ay,(ko)d" (ks)(v7) (ks)(d7) (ka)v? (ks), (47)

where the order of the creation and annihilation operators has been maintained (without any kind of implementation
of the normal ordering).

Now the stage is set for the explicit computation of the bracket [1, @Q,]. From expansion of ¢(x) in (15), it is
evident that there would be sixteen commutators but many of them would vanish due to our earlier arguments. It can
be checked that commutator of the first term of expansion of 9 (z) (in (15)) and the first term of the relevant part of
Q. in (46) (for t = 0) yields:

I € e ) a6 b )] ) )
) 14Rg 2Rz aly

x eXp(—lkw) exp(+i(k2 + ks — ka)y) - (48)

Exploiting the appropriate rules of the commutators we obtain, ultimately, the following existing bracket, namely;

dkydkydksdky y
—i " kgy + sk al (ko) {0° (K1), (07) (K
ZZZ/ o 9okl ) (52, (7))

% b7 (ka)u® (k) (u”) (ks)u” (ks) expl—ikia + (ks + ks — ka)y] (49)
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where we have already exploited (24) and the commutator [b%(k1),

aL(kg)] = 0 due to the fact that there is no explicit

mixing between the fields A, (x) and v (x) as far as our basic continuous symmetry transformations sy, and s(4)q are
concerned. Furthermore, under the ghost transformations, fermionic fields ¢ and " do not transform at all. Hence,

there is no mixing here as well.
The exponentials of the first term of the lLh.s.

of (44

) (which is explicitly expressed as (45)) and the above

commutator would match if we exploit the relevant canonical bracket of (62) i.e. {b°%(ky), (b7)T(k3)} = —0°76(ky — k3).
As a consequence, we obtain the following explicit expression:

dkydkodksdky

Lo

B

Similar kind of terms would be generated from the commutator of the second term of ¢ [cf. (1

)2/ (2k02k02k2KY)

%(@)Z(u (k1)@ (k1)) 7007 (ka)uC (k) e~ 1 @=y) o Filke—ka)y

(eMkoy + v5kb )0 (k1 — k3)

(50)

5)] and the third term

of the relevant portion of @, [cf. (46)]. This can be expressed as

/ dky dkydksdky
IZ £
(2m)2/(2k92k92k2kT)

af,(k2) Y (0 (k1)o? (k1))7 007 (kayu (ko) e 11 0m0) g Fihamhoy,

B

M koy + 5k )0 (k1 — k3)

(51)

The sum of (50) and (51) (with the help of (17), definition | a, (k) and af, (k) of the bosonic gauge field A,,. The above

and properties of the Dirac §-function) produces the first
term of the Lh.s. [cf. (45)], where one has to make the
replacements: ks — k, ks — k', and 0 — «.

It is now straightforward to check that the rest of the
terms of the Lh.s. [cf. (45)] can also be produced with
various combinations of commutators from the first and
second terms of ¢ in (15) and some appropriate terms
of (46). Tt is crucial to note that, in all these computa-
tions, the canonical brackets (62) play very decisive roles
as they are the root cause behind the emergence of the
correct powers of the exponentials on the r.h.s. In other
words, we conclude that an accurate comparison of the
exponentials from the Lh.s. and r.h.s. of (44) leads to the
derivation of the canonical brackets amongst the creation
and annihilations operators of (62). We would like to lay
emphasis on the fact that the form of (62) would remain
unaffected even if we perform the normal ordering in (47).

We also very briefly comment, in this section, on
the (anti)commutators generated by the continuous ghost
symmetry transformations. We note that, under the
ghost continuous symmetry transformations [cf. (9)],
all the physical fields (A,,v, 1)) remain unchanged
(le. sgd, = sgp = sgp = 0). Using Q, =
— [ dk[et (k) c(k)+cT (k) &(k)] and (13), it is elementary to
check that the (anti-)ghost creation and annihilation oper-
ators (c(k), c'(k),é(k),é'(k)) anticommute with such kind
of fermionic operators that appear in the mode expansions
of y and ¥ (i.e. b¥(k), (b%)T(k),d*(k), (d*)T(k)) and com-
mute with the bosonic operators (i.e. au(kj),a}:(kj)) that
appear in the normal mode expansion of the field A,. As
evident from our earlier discussions, we have taken into ac-
count the anticommutativity property of c(k), cf(k), é(k),
¢t (k) with the creation and annihilation operators of 1
and ¢ and commutativity property with the operators

properties are consistent with our argument.

6 Canonical Quantization Scheme: La-

grangian Formalism

For the sake of completeness of our present work, we
derive here the canonical brackets for all the creation
and annihilation operators of the interacting 2D model of
Hodge theory (i.e. 2D QED). It is evident that the canon-
ical conjugate momenta from the Lagrangian density (2),
for the basic fields of the free (i.e. 1 = 1) = 0) theory, are

(see, e.g. [3] for details)

aﬁ(b) 0 0
[N e A— LA .
W= @Ay = e,
_ 8£(b) o L=
Il = 3(800) =+iC,
oLy -
Il = = — . 2
c 8(600) ic (5 )

As a consequence, we have the following canonical commu-
tator and anti-commutators for the theory in 2D, namely;

[Ap (2, ), 1L (y, 1)) = 10w d(z = y),
{Cla,0),Te(y, )} = id(x —y) = {C(a,1),Cly,1)}

= —5(38 - y) ’ '
{C(z,1),c(y, 1)} = i0(z —y) = {C(2,1),C(y. 1)}
=d(x—y). (53)

All the rest of the brackets are zero. It is clear that
here two of the main ingredients of the canonical quan-
tization scheme have been exploited. These are the ele-
vation of the (graded) Poisson brackets to the canonical
(anti)commutators and the spin-statistics theorem. The
top entry, in the above, implies the following commutators
in terms of the components of the 2D gauge field A,, and
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the corresponding conjugate momenta:

[Ao(z,1), (0 A)(y,t)] = —id(z —y),
The above form of the commutators would turn out to be
useful later.

To simplify the rest of our computations, we re-express
the normal mode expansions of the basic fields [cf. (12)]

as?
(z,t) /dk‘ a,(k

C(z,t) /dkz

“(k, @) +af, (k) f(k, 2)],

“(kyz) + (k) f (k. )],

Clat) = [ aklei) (b, ) + (0 f k)], (55)
where the new functions
e—ik-r . _ eik~z
f(]f,l‘) = W’ f (kvx) = (27T2k0) ) (56)

form an orthonormal set because they satisfy the following
conditions

/da:f*(k;,x)ia‘_’of(k’,x)(x) =6k —Fk),
/dxf*(k,x)ig’of*(k’,x) =0,
[ dast iz iw.n =o.

We have taken into account, in the above, the following
standard definition

A5 B = A(8,B) — (30 A)B (58)

for the operator ;' between two arbitrary non-zero vari-
ables A and B. Using the above relations, it is straight-
forward to check that

au(k) = / dzA,(z,t)iy f(k,x),
aL(k) = /dxf*(k,x)ig’oAu(x,t),
(k) = / dxC(x, t)i5 f(k,2)

(57)

o(k) = /dxé(x,t)igof(k,x),
cf (k) :/dxf*(k,x)ig’oO(x,t),
t (k) :/dxf*(k,x)ig’oé(x,t).

Thus, we have expressed the creation and annihilation op-
erators in terms of the basic fields and the orthonormal
functions f(k,z) and f*(k,z).

At this stage, a few important comments are in order.
First and foremost, it is straightforward to check that only
the canonical brackets (11) survive in the explicit com-
putations. Second, there exist six anticommutators from
the four fermionic operators c(k), ¢ (k), é(k), &' (k). Out of

(59)

which, four turn out to be zero because of the orthonor-
mality relations (59) and due to the fact that C? = C? =
0, {C(z,t),Cy,t)} = 0, {C(x,t),C(y,t)} = 0. Finally,
there exist three basic commutators from the operators
a,(k) and aL(k). Out of which, two turn out to be zero
(ie. [au(k),a, (k)] = [af,(k),a}(K')] = 0). The proof for it
is simple because the commutation relations in (54) can be
recast in the form [A4,(z, 1), Ay (y,t)] = —inu0(z —y) due
to the fact that (i) Ay = (8-A)+0;4; and A; = E;+; Ao,
and (ii) the spatial derivative of the gauge field A, com-
mutes with itself (i.e. [A,(x,t),0;A,(y,t)] =0).

It is straightforward to check that the canonical brack-
ets of (53) and (54) lead to the derivation of exactly the
same brackets as are listed in (11). This can be checked
directly by exploiting the explicit expressions for the cre-
ation and annihilation operators quoted in (59) and using
the canonical brackets listed in (53) and (54
putation, the concept of normal ordering has not yet been

). In this com-

exploited because we have not dealt with any non-trivial
physical quantity (e.g. Hamiltonian, conserved charges,
etc.) for our analysis and computation.

The stage is now set to discuss the canonical quanti-
zation in terms of the fermionic creation and annihilation
operators of the Dirac fields present in the Lagrangian
density (2) for the 2D QED. As pointed out earlier, we
have only the conjugate momentum corresponding to the
¢ field (i.e. I, = —iyf(x)). Thus, the analogue of (53)
(for the case of Dirac fields) is

{z/;(:c,t),l‘[w(y,t)} = 16(13 - y) = {Q/J(l‘,t),
=—0(z—vy),
and rest of the relevant (anti)commutators are zero

amongst the fermionic variables (¢, ).
the Dirac fermionic fields ¥ and ! have the zero equal-

YTy, 1)}
(60)

Furthermore,

time (anti)commutators with the rest of the basic fields
(ie. A,,C,C) and their corresponding conjugate mo-
menta that are derived from (2). It can be checked that
the creation and annihilation operators in the expansions
of 1 and ¥ [cf. (15)—(16)], can be explicitly expressed in
terms of these fields itself (by exploiting the relationships
enumerated in (17)). In their gory details, these operators
can be written as

dkeflk T

\/ 27T2k‘0

dketike

\/ 27T2k(]

—ik-x
dke T

\/ 27T2]<50

dke+1k T

\/ 271’2]{0

where we have made use of the useful relations (17) (i.e.
(u) T (k)ub (k) = 2ko6™?, (v)T (k)P (k) = 2kod™?). Tt is

b (k) =

d*(k) = v (k)

(@) (k) = Jo(a,t),  (61)
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now straightforword to check that
{7 (k), 7)1 (K)} = =6°76(k — K),

{d*(k), (@)1 (K))} = =075 (k — k'), (62)

and rest of the (anti)commutators amongst b%(k),
(%) (k), d*(k), and (d®)T(k) are found to be zero where,
in these proofs, we have to make use of {¢(z,t),¥(y,t)} =
0, {f(x,t),%T(y,t)} = 0 and various relations that exist
amongst u®(k), (u*)I(k), v*(k), and (v°)T(k) (see, e.g.
[13] for details). Thus, we obtain the same canonical an-
ticommutators [cf. (28)] as derived earlier by exploiting
the continuous and nilpotent BRST symmetry transfor-
mations [cf. (18)].

Finally, we conclude that the basic canonical brack-
ets, amongst the creation and annihilation operators of
the bosonic and fermionic fields of the 2D QED with Dirac
fields, can be derived in a straightforward manner

(i) from the continuous symmetry considerations, and

(ii) by exploiting the definition of momenta from the
Lagrangian density.

From both the above methods, the basic brackets [cf. (11),
(62)] turn out to be exactly the same. Thus, the basic
brackets (11) and (62) are hidden, in a subtle way, in the
continuous symmetry transformations of our present in-
teracting Hodge theory itself.

7 Conclusions

The central result of our present investigation is the
derivation of the basic canonical brackets by exploiting
the continuous symmetry transformations that are present
in the interacting 2D Abelian 1-form gauge theory with
Dirac fields. These brackets exist amongst the creation
and annihilation operators that appear in the normal
mode expansions of the basic dynamical fields of the in-
teracting theory. In our present endeavor, the key ideas
that have been exploited are the spin-statistics theorem,
normal ordering (in the expressions for the charges) and
continuous symmetry transformations. The last of the
above ideas is a novel one and it differs from the stan-
dard method of canonical quantization scheme where the
classical (graded) Poisson-brackets (with the mathemati-
cal definition of the canonical momenta) are promoted to
the quantum (anti)commutators in addition to the spin-
statistics theorem and normal ordering.

It should be noted that, in some of the standard text
books (see, e.g. [14]), the canonical brackets amongst the
creation and annihilation operators have been obtained by
exploiting the Poincaré operators (like momenta and an-
gular momenta) which are generators of the global space-
time transformations (i.e. translations plus Lorentz ro-
tations). In our case, however, we have exploited only

the continuous internal symmetry transformations con-
nected with the BRST formalism. These continuous sym-
metry transformations are needed to prove that the 2D
QED with Dirac fields is a field-theoretic model for the
Hodge theory®—9! where the above symmetry transfor-
mations (and corresponding charges) provide the physical
realizations of the de Rham cohomological operators of
differential geometry (see, e.g. [4, 8-9]).

One of the most beautiful observations in our present
investigation is the emergence of one and the same non-
vanishing basic canonical brackets [cf. (11), (62)] from all
the continuous symmetry transformations that are present
in the theory. In fact, even though the continuous trans-
formations [cf. (3), (5), (7), (9)] (and their correspond-
ing generators) look drastically different, the hidden basic
brackets [cf. (11), (62)], that emerge from the application
of (13), are exactly the same. This key observation en-
sures that the symmetry principles encode in their folds
the canonical brackets, too. To the best of our knowl-
edge, our method of the derivation of (11) and (62) is a
novel result in the realm of quantization of the gauge field
theories.

We have purposely discussed, separately and indepen-
dently, the free 2D U(1) gauge theory!® and the interact-
ing 2D QED with Dirac fields. This is due to the fact
that all the conserved charges in the case of the former
turn out to be quadratic (bilinear) in fields.[®] As a conse-
quence, they can be expressed in terms of the creation and
annihilation operators in a neat and compact form with-
out any exponentials. This is not the situation with the
2D QED with Dirac fields. It can be seen that the con-
tinuous (anti-)BRST and (anti-)co-BRST transformations
of the Dirac fields ((x,t) and ¢ (z,t)) are generated by
the charges that contain trilinear terms which can not be
expressed in terms of the creation and annihilation opera-
tors in a compact and neat fashion. Thus, the derivation
of the basic canonical brackets, from the above trilinear
terms, becomes quite involved. However, we have been
able to get rid of this problem and accomplished our goal
in a clear fashion. To demonstrate that our method of
quantization is general in nature, we have applied it to
the BRST quantization of 4D free Abelian 2-form gauge
theory,® which also happens to be a tractable field theo-
retic model for the Hodge theory (see, e.g. [6]).

In our present endeavor, we have considered the
2D QED with a background spacetime manifold which
is flat, Minkowskian and commutative in nature. We
have demonstrated explicitly the equivalence between the
(anti)commutators at the field level and at the level of
creation and annihilation operators that appear in the
normal mode expansion of the dynamical fields. This
equivalence breaks down in the case of 2D Minkowskian
spacetime that is taken to be noncommutative. In fact,
in a very interesting piece of recent work,'®! it has been
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clearly demonstrated that the results are completely dif-
ferent when one exploits the coordinate coherent states ap-
proach for the discussion of the Unruh effect and Hawking
radiation by adopting two different kinds of quantization
procedures (because it is well-known that, in context of
the noncommutative field theories, the canonical and non-
canonical quantization procedures do exist). However, in
our present investigation on the 2D QED, we have not
adopted the coordinate coherent states approach and our
entire discussion is confined to the commutative space-
time only. Furthermore, our novel approach of quantiza-
tion procedure is valid only for the special class of gauge
field theoretic models which present tractable examples of
Hodge theory.

Symmetry principles, as is well-known, have already
played decisive roles in the developments of modern the-
oretical physics. We firmly believe that the key aspects
of symmetry principles, highlighted in our present inves-
tigation, can be generalized to the description of higher
p-form (p > 2) gauge fields that appear in the excitations
of the (super)strings. Thus, our present endeavor should

studying various aspects of the free 4D Abelian 2-form
(see, e.g.
within the framework of BRST formalism. In this context,

[3]) and higher p-form (p > 3) gauge theories

it is gratifying to point out that we have already applied
the idea of our present work to the free 4D Abelian 2-
form gauge theory and derived the correct basic canonical
brackets amongst the creations and annihilation operators
by exploiting the continuous symmetries of the theory.?!
We hope to pursue, some of the above mentioned issues
(especially related with the higher p-form (p > 3) gauge
theories), in the future, t00.[16]

Appendix

We establish here the consistency between the an-
ticommutators of various types amongst the creation
and annihilation operators of the Dirac fields and the
ones that exist between the field variables themselves
(e {0z 0,00} = 0, Wi ,0lye} = 0,
{p(x,t), 9t (y,t)} = —8(x — y)). To this end in mind,
it can be seen that the L.h.s. of the last anticommutator

be taken as our modest step towards our main goal of | can be expressed, using expansions (15) and (16), as

1 dkdF

(e, ), 01 (5,6)} = o sz{ba
+{(d®) (k). d° (K)o (k) (0

+ {67 (k) d” (k) bu (k) (v

(K) yu® (k) (u”) ! (K') expli(ko — ko)t — i(kz — K'y)]

)T (") exp[—i(ko — k)t + i(kz — K'y)]
+{( @) (k), O)T (k') Jo (k) (u?) T (K
V(K'Y expli(ko + ko)t — i(kx + K'y)]]

yexp|—i(ko + ko)t + i(kz + k'y))]
(A1)

where we have not taken ¢ = 0 for the sake of general- ! propriately and using (17), we obtain the following

ity and transparency. It is obvious, from this canonical
bracket, that the r.h.s. of the above equation is the Dirac
delta-function [cf. (29)]. A comparison with the definition
of the delta-function implies that the following anticom-
mutators are true

{7 (k). d°(K)} =0, {(b™)"(k), (a”)'(k)} = 0.

The above conclusion is drawn because of the exponen-
tials that are present in the Dirac delta-function (29) (i.e.
r.h.s) and (A1) (i.e. Lh.s.). It can be easily seen that the
exponentials in third and fourth terms of (A1) can not
produce §(z — y) for k and k' being positive definite.

Furthermore, if we assume the other remaining brack-
ets to be (62), we obtain the following expression for (A1),
namely;

(A2)

dkdk’ ( )
2 ) 2k02k0
x (u® (k) (u®) (K )exp[—lk(x —y)]
+u* (k) (v*) (k') exp[+ik(z — y)]),
where we have taken into account the fact that ky =

k{ because of the presence of the §(k — k') (implying
eiko—ko)t§(f — k') = 6(k — k')). Inserting (7°)2 = I ap-

(A3)

o= 2(1: [(kovo — ky1 + m)vyo exp[—ik(z — y)]
(kwo — ky1 — m)yo exp[+ik(z —y)]. (A4)

Changing k — —k in the second term, we obtain the fol-
lowing final expression

dk
-/ (@) (ko) 2F0) xPL

which is nothing other than the Dirac delta-function.

Similarly, it can be checked that there is an absolute
consistency between the canonical anticommutators that
emerge from the Lagrangian density (2):

{¥(a,0), 0y, 0} = {0 (2,0, 97 (y.)} =0, (A6)
and the following anticommutators amongst the creation

and annihilation operators that ensue due to the mode
expansions of the above fields, namely

{02(k),0°(K)} =0, {d*(k),d’(K")} =0,
{2(k), (@)1 (K)} =0, {0 (k), ) (K)} =0,
{(@)'(k), (@) ()} =0, {(0M)'(k),d°(K)} =0. (A7)

Thus, we have demonstrated an absolute consistency be-
tween the canonical brackets consisting of ¥ (z,t) and

ik(z—y)l, (A5)
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YT (z,t) and the corresponding canonical brackets (anti-
commutators) existing amongst the creation and annihi-
lation operators that appear in the mode expansions of the
above fields. In other words, we have established clearly
the equivalence between the canonical brackets at the field
level and the corresponding brackets at the level of the
fermionic creation and annihilation operators, which ap-

pear in the normal mode expansions of the fermionic Dirac
fields.
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