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Abstract. We show that a Lie field structure is incompatible with a scalar
relativistic quantum field theory if the dimension of space-time is greater than
two. Our main argument is based on the Jacobi identity and the spectrum
condition.

I. Introduction

In 1961 Greenberg [1] suggested to consider fields, for which the commutator
in addition to a C-number term is linear in the field. Because of this property they
were called Lie fields. In the neutral scalar case this would mean

[AR), A=4(x, y)+ [ dzC(x, y, 2) A(2) (1.1)

where 4 and C are generalized functions.

Fopuszanski [2] remarked that a Lie field theory is soluble in the sense that
the Wightman functions are determined by the specification of 4 and C (see also
[3]). Lehmann (see [3]) gave a simple example of a Lie field in two dimensions,
namely

A(x)=(x)+ A:0%:(x) (1.2)
where ¢(x) is a free field of mass m. This is not true in three or more dimensions.
Robinson [4] claimed that Lie fields are not possible in more than two dimensions.
But his argument was not entirely valid as has been shown by Lowenstein [5].
Lowenstein gave some examples of nonvanishing C(x, y,z) which satisfy the
Jacobi identity and are Poincaré invariant. In Section III we shall show that these
examples cannot arise from a Wightman theory. Glaser (see [3]) and Greenberg
[6] considered more general commutators

[A(x), A ] =A%, )+ Y [dzCulx, y, 2) A(2) (1.3)
k=1

with N either finite of infinite and proved that even under these circumstances
Lie fields cannot lead to any scattering.

In Section IT we list some algebraic properties of Lie fields. Section I1I contains
a reduction of the proof to a simple statement about the Fourier transform of the
four-point function. Our main theorem about nonexistence of Lie fields in three
or more dimensions will be proved in Section IV. Finally we explain why in two
dimensions Lie fields are possible.
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II. Algebraic Properties of Lie Fields

For simplicity we restrict ourselves to a single, neutral field 4(x), which we assume
to fulfill Wightman’s axioms [7]. It is no restriction to require (£2, A(x)Q)=0.
For our purpose it is convenient to rewrite (1.1) in momentum space ([4], [5])

[Ap). A@)=4(p, )+ [ drC(p, ¢, NA(=). 1)
Because of Poincaré invariance and locality we have
A(p. q)=5(p+9)4'(q)
Cp, . 1)=06(p+q+1)C(p, q) 22
where 4" and C depend only on the Lorentz invariants
A(q)=¢lq°)- A(¢°)
Cp,a)=Cp* ¢* (p+9)) (2.3)

where i is an abbreviation for three indices (i, i, i,+,). The index i, assumes
the value +, s, or — according to whether p is a positive time-like, space-like,
or a negative time-like vector. (In two dimensions s has to be subdivided in [ and r
because we can distinguish between space-like vectors lying in the left or right
cone!) Therefore the commutation relation looks like

[A(p). A@)]=6(p+ @) 4'(@)+ C'(p, ) Alp+ )
=3(p+9)eq")4(@*)+ Cv*, ¢ (0 + ) Ap+9). (24)
In addition we have some discrete symmetry properties as

C’(p: ‘1)= - C/(q5 p)

Cp,9*=C(—q, —p). (2.5)
A'(g) and C(p, g) are further restricted by the Jacobi identity
[[A(p), A(@)], AT+ [[A), A(p)], A(g)] + [[A(q), A1, AP)]=0 (2.6)

which implies
p+q+n{Cw, 94 (—p—q)+C(r,p)4(—=r—p)+ C(g, 1A (-q—1)}=0
(2.7a)
and
(Cp.q)Cp+q, N+ C(r,p)Cr+p, 9+ Clgr)C(g+r,p)}Ap+q+1r=0.
(2.7b)

III. Reduction of the Proof

In Section IV we shall show that the spectrum condition and the Jacobi identity
imply that in three or more dimensions
(2 A9 Ap) A A Q)=0 (3.1)

for all space-like momenta p and gq.
We want to explain here why C'(p, ¢)=0 is a consequence of Eq. (3.1).
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Lemma. A scalar relativistic field A(xX) for which (2, A(s)A(p)A(q)A(r)Q)=0
if p*<0 and q*<0 is a generalized free field [1], i.e.
[A(x), A= 4(y—x). 3.2)
Proof. (2, A(s)A(p)A(q)A(r)2)=0 for all p><0 and ¢><0 yields immediately
A(QA(HQ=0 forall ¢2<0. 3.3)
The Jost-Lehmann-Dyson representation then implies that
[A(x), A()]Q=(2, [A(x), A(y)]Q) - Q
=A(y—x)- Q. (34)

(For a proof see Greenberg [8] and Robinson [9].) The Reeh-Schlieder theorem

[7] proves our lemma.
Remark. The examples for nontrivial C'(p, q) given by Lowenstein [5] are such

that
[A(p), A(q)]=0 if p*<0 (3.5

and therefore cannot be used to construct relativistic scalar Lie fields.

IV. The Main Result

In the following we restrict ourselves to three of more dimensional space-time.

Theorem. If A(x) is a scalar, relativistic Lie field then (Q, A(s)A(p)A(q)A(r)Q2)=0
for all space-like momenta p and q.

Proof.

a) Jacobi identity:

We want to use the Jacobi identity (2.7) for the special case p*<0, g*<0,
and re V,

0=(2, A(9){[[A(p), A@]A()]+[[Ar). A(p)]A(q)]
+[[A(g), AP A(P)]}Q)
=0p+q+r+s)d,(p+q+r
{C(p,Cp+4.7)+C(r,p)Cr+p,9)+ Cg.7)Clg+7,p)}
=dp+q+r+s)4,.(p+q+7)
HACP% 4% P+ ) Cp+ 9% % (p+g+7)Y)
+ 0, p% (r+ ) C(r+p)% 4% (p+q+1)?)
+Clg* % (g+nH) C(a+1)% p% (p+q+1)} (4.1)

Here 4. (p+q+r) means the positive frequency part of 4'(p+g+7).
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b) Spectrum condition:
The second and the third term in (4.1) are restricted by the spectrum condition

(@, A(S[AM), A(p)]A(g)]Q)

=C(r,p) (2 AGS)[A(r+p), A(9)]Q)=0 if (r+p)?<0 (4.2a)
(@, A(s)[[A(q). A" A(p)]Q)
=Cl(q, 1) (Q, AGS)[A(g+7), Ap)]Q) =0 if (g+7)?<0. (4.2b)

¢) The geometrically allowed region:
Following Robinson [4] we introduce the variables

u=p2, v=q2, u/=r2, p’:(p+q+r)2

w=(p+q)?% W=+ t=p+r’=utv+u+v'—w—w. (4.3)

Now we consider Eq. (4.1) for fixed u,v<0 and «/, v'=0. Then w and w' can only
vary in a certain region of the w, w'-plane — the geometrically allowed region. We
refer to Lowenstein [5] for a detailed analysis.

For our special choice of u, v, ', and v the geometrically allowed region can be
described quite easily. The w-axis is divided by four critical points

Wi =u+oF2) uv,  ws,=u+0 F2) U (4.4)
W <w,S0SwySwy,.
Define
wo(w)=v+u —2w) {w—u+v) (w+u —1)
W) (w—wy) (w—wy) (w—w3) (w—wy). (4.5)

The geometrically allowed region has the following form:
o) w=w,
w lies between w', (w)
B wi<w<wy,
geometrically impossible
7) 0=SwW=w,
w’ lies between w'y (w)
) w,=w=0
w' lies outside w'y (w)
g) Wi SWEw,
every value of w' is possible
) w=swy
w’ lies outside w’. (w).
d) Implication of Jacobi identity and spectrum condition:
In the new variables Eq. (4.1) gives

Sp+q+r+s)AW){Clu, v, w)Cw, u', V)
+CW, u, ) C(t, v, 0) + Clo, o, w)CW', u, ')} =0 (4.6)
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allowed region for
u<v<O<u' <v' t t=0

For fixed u, v, v/, and v (we neglect the overall J-function) we get
AW){f W)+ () +h(w)} =0 4.7

where w, w and t=u+v+u' +v' —w—w can vary in the geometrically allowed
region. The spectrum condition (4.2) reads

AW)g(t)=0 for t<O0

AW)h(w)=0 for w<0. (4.8)
Differentiating (4.7) with respect to w and w' gives ﬁ(v’)g”(t)-—_—O and (4.8) implies

AW)g(t)=0. (4.9a)
In a similar way we get

AW)h(w)=0 (4.90)
and finally

AW) f(w)=0. (4.9¢)

But this means
— (2, A(9)[[A(g), AN A(P)1Q) = (2, A(s) A(p) [A(9) A(r)] Q)
=(Q, A(s)A(p) A(q) A(r) Q) =0
for all space-like momenta p and g and all momenta reV,. This proves our
theorem.

We see that the Jacobi-identity and the spectrum condition together are too
restrictive to allow Lie fields in three or more dimensions.

V. Remark about Two Dimensional Lie Fields

We know that there are Lie fields in two dimensions. The reason for this is
purely geometrical. For fixed p?,¢*><0 and 2, (p+q+r)>=0 the geometrically
allowed region consists only of the lines I, II and IIT and has no open interior region
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whatever. This means w=(p+q)* determines w' =(q+7)* and t=(p+r)% It is
perhaps interesting what relative configurations of the four hyperbolas the
different lines correspond to. We fix r*=const. in the forward cone and p*=
const. in the left space-like cone. Then we have for line I:

q* =const. in the left space-like cone
(p+ g+ r)*=const. in the forward cone (5.1a)
for line II:
g*=const. in the right space-like cone
(p+q+r)?=const. in the forward cone (5.1b)
for line III:
q* =const. in the right space-like cone
(p+q+r)*>=const. in the backward cone. (5.1¢)

Whereas in three or more dimensions we have two configurations, namely r*=
const. and (p+q+r)*>=const. lie either in the same or in the opposite time-like
cones.
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