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A new method of renormalizing Abelian gauge theories without regulators is developed in this series
of papers. In the present part infrared problems are avoided by modifying the Lagrangian such that all
masses are nonvanishing. It is shown that conventional renormalization of the classical Lagrangian leads
to anomalies of the current. A modified renormalization scheme is proposed and shown to imply the
classical form of partial current conservation and the desired Ward identities. Differential vertex
operations are studied which will be used in paper Il of this series for carrying out the required

zero-mass limits.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the first paper of this series a new approach
was proposed for renormalizing gauge theories
with spontaneous or explicit symmetry breaking.’
The models considered were based on the clas-
sical Lagrangian

La=2,(D, @)*D¥ @ — . Fo*g — 2,82 (@* @)
- 32,F, ,F* 4 s mA, A"
1 2 5 N (1.1)
- 55 @A+ (9%,
D, =08, —ied, , F,,=0,4,-0,A, .

v/V2 denotes the vacuum expectation value (¢) of
the field ¢. Hermitian fields y and y with vanish-
ing expectation values are introduced by

9= 75 Wrorin), (1.2)
W=(0=0. (1.3)

Z, and z,; are normalization factors of the fields.
The nonlinear part of (1.1) is invariant under
gauge transformations

(p_.eie/\(p, Au"‘Au +auA, (C]+am02)/\=0 ’ (14)

up to a total divergence. It represents the mini-
mal gauge-invariant coupling of a neutral vector-
meson field to a complex scalar field with quartic
self-interaction. The gauge invariance is ex-
plicitly broken by the term proportional to ¢ +¢*
and remains spontaneously broken in the limit &
-0, provided v#0. 6 is determined by (1.3) for
other given parameters of the Lagrangian. In
particular, v=0 implies 6 =0. Thus v measures
the strength of the symmetry breaking, whether
spontaneous or explicit.

According to the discussion of paper I the models

described by the Lagrangian (1.1) may be classi-
fied as follows.

(A) Goldstone-type models, e =0, g+0.

(1) Symmetric case of complex scalar field with
quartic self-interaction, v=56=0.

(2) Goldstone model, v#0, 5=0.

(3) Explicitly broken Goldstone model, v#0,
6+#0.

(B) Higgs-type models, e+0, g+0.

(1) Electrodynamics of model (A1), v=06=m,
=0.

(2) Vector-meson dynamics of model (Al), v
=06=0, my#0.

(3) Higgs model, v#0, 6=0, m,=0.

(4) Pre-Higgs model, v#0, 6§=0, m,#0.

(5) Explicitly broken pre-Higgs model, v#0,
6#0, my#0.

All models listed are meaningful in perturbation
theory except for the explicitly broken pre-Higgs
model where the S matrix is not unitary.

In this paper the new renormalization method
will be presented in detail for the explicitly
broken models. These models do not involve
zero-mass particles. The formulation of the
spontaneously broken models, which require an
investigation of the infrared behavior, will be ob-
tained in paper III by taking the appropriate limits
6-0and m,~0.2°

Two alternative methods of renormalizing gauge
theories with symmetry breaking have been de-
veloped by Lee and Symanzik.*' In Symanzik’s
approach conventional renormalization techniques
are applied to a Lagrangian which is not manifest-
ly gauge-invariant, but with the coefficients cor-
related such that the desired Ward identities hold.
Without using a regularization this program has
been carried out by Becchi, Rouet, and Stora for
the Higgs model in the ’t Hooft gauge and by Piguet
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for the pre-Higgs model in the Stueckelberg
gauge.®®

Lee’s method is based on a gauge-invariant
Lagrangian like (1.1). The system is first regu-
larized and quantized in a gauge-invariant man-
ner. It is then shown that the regularization can
be removed for the renormalized Feynman ampli-
tudes. In the treatment that follows we use Lee’s
method of gauge-invariant quantization but without
introducing a regularization. Instead we will deal
directly with the unregularized, but properly re-
normalized Feynman amplitudes in momentum
space. To this end we modify the renormalization
scheme by including subtractions with respect to
a subtraction parameter s.° The connection to
Symanzik’s approach will be discussed in Sec. VI
using an equivalence theorem of the type first
considered by Rouet.'°

Though the symmetry may be badly broken in
the mass spectrum, the theory retains gauge-in-
variant features to a remarkable extent. The most
important examples are the Ward identities. As
was discussed in paper I these identities are re-
sponsible for the unitarity of the S matrix in the
Higgs and the pre-Higgs model. Other examples
are some gauge-invariant linear relations among
differential vertex operations which, for in-
stance, imply a gauge-invariant form of the
Callan-Symanzik equation. We will emphasize this
aspect of the theory by using a manifestly gauge-
invariant notation whenever possible.

Section II summarizes the free-field theory of
the explicitly broken pre-Higgs model. The
normal-product formalism in its conventional
form is reviewed in Sec. III and applied to the
Higgs-type models. It is seen that anomalies oc-
cur in the current conservation law which destroy
the unitarity of the S matrix for the pre-Higgs
and the Higgs model. This fact calls for a modi-
fied subtraction procedure which preserves the
current conservation laws of the classical theory.
The new method is briefly explained for the ex-
plicitly broken Goldstone model (Sec. IV) and then
applied to the explicitly broken pre-Higgs model
(Sec. V). The theory of differential vertex opera-
tions is developed in Sec. VI. Finally an equiva-
lence theorem is proved which provides the con-
nection to Symanzik’s approach.

II. FREE-FIELD THEORY OF THE EXPLICITLY BROKEN
PRE-HIGGS MODEL
The free Lagrangian of the explicitly broken
pre-Higgs model is given by
£.0= %(auzpa“ap +9,x38"x) - 3 M2 — 3u2x?
1
- 3F, ,F* + 3 mPA A" - o7 (3,A*Y —wA, 9%y,
(2.1)

with
w=ev, mi=my+w? . (2.2)

We briefly state the properties of the free fields
AP g9 (9 a5 described by (2.1). ¥? isa

free neutral scalar field of mass M which com-
mutes with A\” and x'”. The particles associated
with zp(") are called 0 mesons. The fields Aﬁj‘” and
x(") do not commute with each other, but may be
written as linear combinations of commuting fields
V., p+, and p_M

u Vo
A8 Sy A&7 « 8p,

1 da,,
“ToAEy 0P

(2.3)
(o) _ 1 K u

XA L P T P
V¥ is a free neutral vector-meson field of mass
m (in the Proca gauge). p. is a free neutral
scalar field describing particles of mass x which
are called 7 mesons. p_ is a free field of neutral
scalar ghosts of mass A. The masses «, A, and
the parameter « are given by

K2 = slamg’ +p?) = 3llam? + 1) —dapm? V2

A2 =%(am02 +H2)+%[(am02+#2)2 _ 4au2m2]1/2 , (2.4)
1
u= m{uz —am+[(ame? + 2P —dopm?V} .

The model is only meaningful if the mass squares
k%, A% are real and non-negative. The condition
for this is

(amy? - 22z dapw? . 2.5)

In the limit g4 - 0 the mass squares approach
the values

m?=ms +w? (vector meson),
k2=0 (Goldstone particle ) ,

A=amy (ghost particle) ,

M? (o particle) .

The propagators of Lagrangian (2.1) were given
explicitly in paper I, Eq. (30).

III. FAILURE OF CONVENTIONAL QUANTIZATION OF
THE PRE-HIGGS MODEL

We consider the explicitly broken pre-Higgs
model. As usual an indefinite-metric formulation
is employed in order to quantize the Lagrangian
(1.1). In general the S matrix will not be unitary
since the ghost particles of negative probabilities
participate in the interaction. No physical inter-
pretation of the model is possible then. In the
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limit 6 - 0, however, the ghost particles are ex-
pected to decouple from the rest of the system.
The argument proceeds as in electrodynamics.
The ghost particles are described by the diver-
gence BMA“ of the vector potential. In the classi-
cal theory the Lagrangian (1.1) implies the field
equation

-8, F"" + ;“11~~<'3“<'3,,A”+7’;1(,21“&“:--_1'5‘l 3.1)

of the vector-meson field with

74 :izze[w*D“(p - (P(D“(P)*] - (23~ I)BVF”" .

3.2)
The current j¥ is partially conserved,
.. Oe
8,j4=1 75 (¢* = @)=bex , (3.3)

as a consequence of the classical field equation of
¢. (3.1) and (3.3) yield

-(O+ amoz)auA“ = abdey (3.4)

as field equation of 8,A4". In the limit 6 —0 the
divergence auA” becomes a free field:

(O+amy?)s, A* =0 . (3.5)

If one can establish that in the quantized theory
the divergence 8,A" is also a free field the ghost
particles do not interact and the S matrix will be
unitary.

Due to possible anomalies it is not easy to sat-
isfy (3.3) and (3.4) in the quantized theory. In
this case the S matrix cannot be expected to be
unitary in the limit 6 - 0. For an acceptable for-
mulation of the model we therefore require that
the current be partially conserved and represent
the source of the vector-meson field. It will be
seen in this section that conventional quantization
fails to meet these requirements. This result will
motivate the modified quantization procedure to
be proposed in the following sections.

To simplify the notation we combine A4,, ¢, and
X by a six-component vector,

Ay A, Ay Ag A=y, Ag=X. (3.6)

For raising and lowering indices we use the metric
tensor

800=844=855=1, 811=822=833=~1,
(3.7)
gix=0if j#k.

Latin indices run from 0 to 5, while Greek indices
run from 0 to 3.

Let O,(x) denote monomials of dimension d; in
the fields and their derivatives at the point x.
Time-ordered functions involving fields and nor-

mal products are constructed by the renormalized
Gell -Mann-Low expansions

<’1‘H Na,[o,(x,)]>
- <'frexp.;f | mtx&;’}(zndzfl] N, [08 ()] )"

(3.8)

Some or all of the O; may be field components or
linear combinations thereof, in which case the
symbol N has no effect. For the nonlinear mono-
mials we take a; = d;. The superscript norm in-
dicates that vacuum diagrams (disconnected closed
loops) should be omitted. The interaction Lagran-
gian is given by

Lar=Lg = Lao (3.9)

with the free Lagrangian (2.1). The superscript
(0) indicates that free fields pertaining to £,
should be inserted.

The right-hand side of (3.8) only involves free-
field expressions and is defined in the following
way. The expansion of the exponential leads to
Green functions

(TN, [Q17 ()] *+ * N [Q W () ALY (v) + == A (v,

(3.10)

where the @, are nonlinear and ;= d;. (3.10)
represents a time-ordered Green function of the
Wick products

QO (w):, k=1,...,m (3.11)
and free-field components. While the Wightman
functions involving Wick products (3.11) are
unique, the time-ordered functions are only de-
fined up to contact terms. The symbols
Ns ***Ns, serve to specify a unique choice of
time-ordered functions, yet to be defined. As has
been emphasized by Bogoliubov the renormaliza-
tion of the Gell-Mann-Low formula rests upon a
proper definition of the time-ordered functions of
free fields and their Wick products. For defining
(3.10) one expands the formal expression with re-
spect to Feynman diagrams. To each diagram
the renormalized contribution is constructed. The
number of subtractions used is specified by the
degree

8(r)=4-Ny+D (6,-4), (3.12)

which is assigned to each proper subdiagram y of
I'. N is the number of external lines.

For formulating the equations of motion we in-
troduce the effective Lagrangian
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Lere = Legro + Lerrr
Lerro=N. [£c1 ()J , (3.13)

Lerrr :1V4[£c11J .

The equations of motion may be derived from the
following renormalized versions of Wick’s the-
orem:

<T Zi“go (x)X>=z' <r E%’G’)) (3.14)
[0) £elO — 0, GX(O)
\[‘A( ) ) { (X)X> i <TAS )(x)-ém> N (3.15)

with the functional derivative 6/6¢(x) and /3¢
denoting the Euler derivative

P 3 3

5 55 " Va9 (.10
Moreover, the shorthand notations

(Z)(X)N [M(y)] a+1[¢(x)M(y)] ,

ON,[M(y)] [Ml(yn (3.17)

6p(x) Tt Log(x) |

8 rlon [2M]

55 bl 3]

r oM 1 (3.18)
a(aU¢>)N dMI=No=z | 5555 |

were used in (3.14) and (3.15). Applying the iden-
tities (3.14) and (3.15) to the expansions (3.8) of

S‘Q‘cﬁ'o >
(r 25 wx

and

/ " 5"{:0'{ . \
(T e (x)X)

r

we obtain
< a;:cff( )X) /TGA A (3.19)
\’IA w2 — Lerr (x)A>—z <T“s( )X ﬁfj‘( )>, (3.20)
or, in operator form,
iﬁ‘“ -0, A, %ﬁ-f:o. (3.21)

These relations represent renormalized forms of

the equations of motion. For the field operators

¢ and A, the equations
@ :.&L =0 @* =< 5£L” =0 ._S:E"_‘r_

dg 7 34, =0 (3.22)

follow. Explicitly the field equation of the poten-
tial becomes

1 . 4 .
8, F*Y 4 = 8t ,AY +m2Ar = —j*,  j*=Ny[j4]

(3.23)

with the classical current given by (3.2). Accord-
ing to our requirements the current—defined as
the source of the vector field—should be partially
conserved. One finds

8,7 =8, N[ 4]

—N[ p]cl.]

=ieN,[¢p*D*D,¢ — ¢ D" *D*¢*|
. 5Ly 3£1

= T— - ¥ < -
ieN, (qo 50 17 }+z 7—((p Q).

(3.24)

The second term in the last line is of the desired
form, but the first term fails to vanish despite
the field equations (3.22). Instead we get

0Ly _ 0Ly U 0L | [—a"ecl_])
[cp aw]_tp io T2 (N“[WJ ~Ns\ 50 |

v 9L raegcl
75—(3/4{ ] | 5 7) (3.25)

Substituting this and the Hermitian-conjugate ex-
pression into (3.24) we find an anomaly for the
divergence of the current which destroys current
conservation in the limit 6 -0.

The quantization prescription (3.8) is not unique.
The interaction Lagrangian contains various terms
of dimension less than four. In (3.8) the degree
four was assigned to all vertices, thus causing
oversubtractions for many diagrams. However,
assigning minimal degree to each term of the in-
teraction Lagrangian would not resolve the dif-
ficulty. Experimenting with various possibilities,
we found the only remedy to be inclusion of terms
of the type

NP - N (87], NLIXP] - NPT (3.26)

with coefficients which do not vanish in zeroth or-
der in e. With suitable degree assignments for the
other terms it is indeed possible to meet all re-
quirements. Since the coefficients of (3.26) do not
vanish in zero order another problem appears,
however. In every order of ¢ one would have to
sum an infinite number of Feynman integrals. In
momentum space the sums involve geometric
series which have to be integrated over outside
their domain of convergence. This is certainly
not satisfactory. In Sec. V a modified procedure
will be proposed which specifies the subtractions in
closed form for every order of e.

An alternative method of renormalizing models
with spontaneously broken symmetry is known
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from Symanzik’s work on the 0 model, which has
been extended to the Higgs model by Lee.5'2 In
this approach one abandons the formal gauge sym-
metry and includes all possible interaction terms
of dimension less or equal to four permitted by
the true symmetries of the theory. The coefficients
of the interaction terms have to be correlated in
such a way that the current is partially conserved.
In Sec. VI such a formulation will be given and
shown to be equivalent to the manifestly gauge-in-
variant treatment.

IV. GAUGE INVARIANCE QUANTIZATION OF THE
EXPLICITLY BROKEN GOLDSTONE MODEL

We first explain the modified subtraction pro-
cedure for the simpler case of the Goldstone-type
models with the classical Lagrangian

£c1=228“(p*a”<p-po"’go*(p—zlgz((p*(p)z’
o)
+ — (@ +@*) . 4.1
ﬁ(qi @ (4.1)

We introduce a dependence on a new parameter s
by setting

2=1° - sw? 6=06(s), (4.2)

= 71-2-(¢+sv+ix), (4.3)
with

W=(x=0ats=1, (4.4)

6 is a polynomial in s with 6(0)=0, of which only
the value 6(1) at s=1 is relevant. Though even-
tually s will be set equal to one, we need the the-
ory in the full interval 0 < s <1 for formulating
the subtraction procedure. The parameter 7 is
restricted to a permissible range, but is other-
wise arbitrary. It can be proved that the Green
functions of the model do not depend on the value
of 7. Apart from s and 7 the independent param-
eters of the model will be the coupling constant g
and the masses M, p associated with the fields
or X, respectively. w, z,, and z, are chosen in-
dependent of s. Suitable renormalization condi-
tions at s=1 determine 6(1), w, 2,, and 2, as
power series in g with coefficients depending on
M, u, and 1, but independent of s.

The free Lagrangian £, is defined by the bi-
linear part of the full Lagrangian (4.1), with the
coefficients replaced by their zero-order values,

<TH N,,[0:(x)) > <T exp% fN4 £0(2)] %H N, [ [0} )(xz)J> v Lar=La-Lyo

i.e.,

"cclO: §3u¢3“¢+§3uxaux - %J’”(S)zd/z

—zu(sPx?, (4.5)
with
M(s)P=lim (? = s2w? +3g2%s%1?) , (4.6)
&0
p(s¥=1lim (n? - s*w? + g 2s%1?) . 4.7
& >0

Since 1, w, g, v are independent of s we may ex-

press M(s), w(s) by their values M, u at s=1:
1W(S)2 =7](0)2 + -52(M2 - 77(0)2)

(4.8)

w8V =n(of +5%(u? =nep?) .

1 (o denotes the zero-order value of 7. Since we
need the theory in the range 0 <s<1 we impose
the consistency condition

M(sP=0, p(s)3=0. (4.9)

As long as M >0, p >0 the model is not expected
to suffer from infrared problems. One should
therefore avoid vanishing mass values in the range
0 <s <1 by imposing the stronger condition

M(s?>0, u(s)?*>0if M>0, u>0. (4.10)
This restricts the permissible values of 7 by
Nep’ >0 . (4.11)
A possible choice of 7, consistent with this is
U (4.12)
With this the s dependence (4.8) becomes
p(sP=p?

Let O,;(x) denote monomials of the field compo-
nents

& =9, L=X

and their derivatives at the point x. The dimen-
sion of O, is denoted by d;. We will now set up a
perturbative expansion for the time-ordered func-

M(sP =p?+s2(M? - u?), (4.13)

(4.14)

tions
<TH [04(x) > (4.15)
of normal products N,,[0,(x;)] with @;> d;. Some

of the O; may be linear, in which case the normal-
product symbol has no effect. The time-ordered
functions (4.15) are constructed by

(4.16)

The symbol 7T indicates a special time ordering which we are going to define now. The expansion of (4.16)

leads to expressions of the form
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(1D (3 €00 DN, [ MO )] -+ N, [ M0 )],

where we have distinguished the single field com-
ponents from the nonlinear monomials M;. These
time-ordered functions of free fields and their
products are defined by making subtractions not
only for the external momenta, but also with re-
spect to the parameter s.'* For each diagram con-
tributing to (4.17) the unrenormalized Feynman
integral is written in the usual way, but with the
s-dependent masses M(s), u(s)used in the propa-
gators. In the case of a primitive divergent dia-
gram (with external lines amputated) the integrand
R, of the corresponding renormalized integral

[k, Re(pp gy B k) (4.18)

is obtained from the unrenormalized integrand /
by

Rp=(1 -t , (4.19)

The degree d(T') of T is given by (3.12). t4&D is
the operation of taking the Taylor series to order
d(T') in p; and s. In general, Rr is given by the
forest formula

Rp=Sr 2 2 (=40 S)Mr(U),
U ylu

where the sum is over all forests (families of non-
trivial nonoverlapping, proper subdiagrams of T').
I(U) is the unsubtracted integrand of the Feyn-
man integral in which for each line of y<U, not be-
longing to a subdiagram y%< Uof y, the external
momenta and the variable s are inserted as dummy
variables p;, and s,, respectively. S, is the sub-
stitution operator which transforms from variables
Dyry Sy of a subdiagram ¥’ of ¥ to the variables ap-
propriate to y.

It can be shown that the renormalized integrals
(4.18) constructed according to these rules are
absolutely convergent for € >0 and approach tem-
pered distributions in the limit € -~ 0,'*

For s-dependent normal products we will use
the convention

(4.20)

N(P(s, 2)]= 08N, [P (e)] (4.21)
if
Pls,2)= Y. s'P,(2) . (4.22)

No change of notation is made for s-independent
normal products. (4.21) satisfies the general rules

N,[aP]=aN,[P] (a s independent) , (4.23)
NP, +P,]=N,[P,]+N,[P,] , (4.24)
3,N,[P]=N,.,[0,P] , (4.25)
SN,[P]=N,.,[sP] . (4.26)

(4.17)

We will also use the shorthand notations (3.17) for
the fields ¢ and x. With (4.23)-(4.26) similar re-
lations follow for ¢ and ¢*, in particular

dN,[P] _ 5P
¢V"Na [@'S—(ZJ ’

The equations of motion following from (4.16)
will be found to be associated with the effective
Lagrangian

£crr(s’z):N4[£c|(S,Z)] . (4.28)

The analog of (3.14) also holds for the modified
time-ordered functions,

5££?f)0 (o)> — < GX(O)
<T‘ s (& 0XT) =i (T, 6d“’(x)> ’

X= H Naj[Oj(s, EA
3

(4.27)

(4.29)

This implies the identity

ol (0)>"°"" . 6X
<TSEN3[5—-(-,-§ 5 (x)} X = <Ts R (x)> ,
(4.30)

with the abbreviation

(
- (4.31)

E=exp{z’ [ Nlats, )1z

On the left-hand side of (4.30) some terms occur
with a power of s assigned to the vertex with co-
ordinate x. For such terms the new subtraction
rules imply

(T, EN,[s"M @ (x)] x (@)™
= ST EN, _o[M? (x)] X (D)™
=SXTN,_,[M(x)]X) .
(4.32)
Using definition (4.21) we find
(T EN,[$"M O (x)] XY™™ =(TN,[s’M(x)]X) .

(4.33)
With this Eq. (4.30) becomes
/8 Leit >:. ( 86X
(P WX)=i (T573) (4.34)
Similarly,
8L 0X
—eff =4 —_
<T§k(x) 5C, (x)X> i <Ti;,,(x) 6§,(x)> . (4.35)

In operator form the equations of motion become
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§£ ff sde‘ef( (
= =0, =0. 4,36
32, $y T ( )
For the original field ¢ we obtain
5£‘ef( - §£cff _
%5 =0, o* Tor =0. (4.37)

With these results a partial conservation law may
easily be derived for the current

J* =iz, N[ @*a* @ - pat p*] . (4.38)
The divergence of the current becomes

8,j* =12,N,[¢*0e - ¢Tp*]

T 5L, 8L, |
=iN, L‘P—s——w - p* 0% +0x . (4.39)
(4.27) and (4.37) imply
’,- i‘g‘i * g;f’tlﬁ‘l — 59(-)%!‘1‘ 5£cﬂ
ARSI T s PR P
=0. (4.40)

Hence the current is partially conserved,
Buj“ =6y ,

in agreement with the classical result. The cor-
responding Ward identities are

X Tj* (%) X) = 8(Tx (%) X)

/o b
= <T Lga*(x) (")WG(MX> . (4.41)
With the modified subtraction procedure it is thus
possible to reproduce the classical conservation
laws. In the following section the method will be
extended to the explicitly broken pre-Higgs model.

We finally discuss two equivalence theorems.
For the proof we refer to Sec. VI, where the cor-
responding theorems will be treated for the ex-
plicitly broken pre-Higgs model.

According to the first theorem the Green func-
tions do not depend on 7, provided the same nor-
malization conditions are imposed. Therefore, a
special value of n may be used, without loss of
generality. A convenient choice consistent with
(4.12) isn=u.

The second theorem states that there exists an
equivalent Lagrangian of the form

o
sor(x) ~ ¢

£y= i M, (4.42)

J =1
where the M; denote the monomials
G 9 X0 Xt X3 aupety, a,xatx .
(4.43)

This Lagrangian does not involve a subtraction
parameter s. The time-ordered functions are
constructed in the conventional way by taking the

N, product of the interaction Lagrangian in the
Gell-Mann-Low expansion. This formulation rep-
resents Symanzik’s method of renormalizing the
explicitly broken Goldstone model.® While the La-
grangian is not manifestly gauge-invariant, the coef-
ficients are correlated in such a way that the Ward
identities hold in the desired form.

V. GAUGE-INVARIANT QUANTIZATION OF THE
EXPLICITLY BROKEN PRE-HIGGS MODEL

In this section the modified subtraction procedure
will be extended to the explicitly broken pre-Higgs
model. As for the Goldstone model, we introduce
an s dependence of the Lagrangian (1.1) by making
the substitutions

Bl =n® - s?w?, 5=06(s), (5.1)
Q= 715 (@+sv+ix), (5.2)
with

@=(x=0ats=1.

Instead of g, v, and w we introduce parameters
h, w, and c through

v=w/e, g¥=e*h, w?=zhw*+ce . (5.3)

5(s) is a polynomial in s with 6(0)=0, of which only
the value 6(1) is relevant. The parameter 7 is
arbitrary within a certain range which will be
determined by consistency requirements. It will
be proved in Sec. VI that the Green functions do
not depend on 7.

The symmetry breaking parameters s and w
vary within

0<s<1, Osw?<wo, (5.4)

The dependence on s is needed only for the formu-
lation of the subtraction procedure. Eventually
s is set equal to one.

The charge e will be used as an expansion pa-
rameter of perturbation theory. The unperturbed
Lagrangian is given by the bilinear part of the
Lagrangian with the coefficients taken in zero or-
der. At s=1 we obtain the free Lagrangian (2.1),
with

m®=lim (m,?+z,w%) ,
e—>0

pw?=limMm? - w? +z fuw?) | (5.5)

e—>0

M?=1im(n? - w? + 32, 0®) .
e >0
Apart from the coupling constant ¢ we choose 72,
w2 m? p, w, h, and « as independent parameters.
The vector-meson mass m and the 0 mass M then
become



10 FORMULATION OF ABELIAN GAUGE THEORIES WITHOUT...II

m2=m+w? M?=p®+2hw? (5.6)

using lim, .42, =1 which will be implied by the
normalization conditions.

The theory is still strictly invariant under the
substitution

Ay ~-Ay X=X . (5.7)

Accordingly, Green functions involving an odd
number of A, and y fields vanish identically.

We now state five normalization conditions which
are imposed at s=1:

(1) m,4(0)=0,

(2) Rell ,w?)=0,

(3) Rell, (M®)=0, (5.8)
4) W=

(5) I,(0)=0,

where the functions II are related to the corre-
sponding vertex functions by (see paper I, Sec.
II C)

F£A=—i(02 -"?z-HA) s
r‘; ¥ :i(pz -M? - Ha) s (5-9)
Ty =i(p? —p?=1,) .

These normalization conditions uniquely determine
the parameters ¢, 2,, Z,, 23 and 6(1) as power
series in e with finite coefficients, independent

of s. An exact value of 6(1) will be derived from
the normalization conditions (4) and (5) making
use of the Ward identities.

Our normalization conditions provide the correct
mass adjustments for the stable particles of the
Higgs and the pre-Higgs model. There is no rea-
son to adjust the mass parameters for u #0 since
the model lacks a reasonable physical interpreta-

J

x,)l> (T exp? f [£9(2)] dz(H

/\THN

As for the Goldstone model the free-tield Green
functions with the time ordering T are defined by
making additional subtractions with respect to the
parameter s which occurs in the Feynman denomi-
nators, as well as some interaction terms. The
Feynman propagators and the interaction Lagran-
gian will be given explicitly at the end of this
section.

As in the case of the Goldstone model equations
of motion foliow from the expansion (5.13). For
the time-ordered functions we have

0X 1\

< aSAm (x)X>-—z \T 5 \c)/ , (5.14)

2507

tion. Condition (5) guarantees that the x propa-
gator has a pole at the vanishing 7 mass for u -0,
my#0. Apart from the free ghost particle there
are no other stable particles in the pre-Higgs
model. In the limit p =0, m,—~0 the transverse
photon mass is adjusted by (2), and the o mass is
adjusted by (3), provided the stability condition
M < 2w holds.

We next determine the s-dependent free Lagran-
gian £,,. Taking zero order coefficients in the
bilinear part of £, we find (2.1) with the s-depen-
dent parameters

m(sP =mZ+sw?, w(s)=sw , (5.10)
and M(s), u(s) given by (4.5) and (4.6). The masses
M(s) and u(s) may be expressed by (4.7) and (4.8)
in terms of their values M and y at s=1. We de-
mand that for M, m, 1 >0 the s-dependent masses
M(s), m(s), n(s), r(s) be positive in the entire
interval 0 < s <1, This requirement can be met by
choosing an 1 with

(5.11)

and making p sufficiently small such that (2.5) is
valid in 0 < s <1 for the s-dependent parameters.
With (5.11) the s dependence of M(s) and 1 (s) be-
comes

Moy = K

M(sP=p?+s2(M? = pn?) = 2 + 282w®
(5.12)
p(s)=p?

A possible choice for 7 is
n=g .

Let O, denote monomials of dimension d; in the
field components and their derivatives. Time-
ordered functions involving normal products
N, [0,] of degree a, > d, are constructed by

ay

ynorim

O<0)(-"1)|/ ’ £c}l :£C|—£C10' (5'13)

—
IY

<TA (x) °“(x),x> =i (TA (x) A )>

(5.15)

where [, j=0,...,5, and for the field operators
55{?’0,:'!’ — s‘seﬂ' —
%A—j—o, A, 54, =0. (5.16)

Here the effective Lagrangian is
£eff (S, X)=A'V4[£d(s, x)} . (5.17)

The equation of motion for the potential A, be-
comes

_BUF“”+§8“8,,A“+m02A“=—j“ (5.18)
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with the current
j* =iz,eNy[@*D* ¢ — p(D* @)*]
—(2;=1)3,F¥" | (5.19)

The derivation (3.24) of the partial conservation
law now goes through since

[ 6¢Bcl - 5N4[£cl} - 5£ eff
N, L(p —57} =g o =e =0 (5.20)
Therefore,
8,5" =ebx . (5.21)

The current thus satisfies the two basic require-
ments that it is partially conserved and represents
the source of the potential (with the uncorrected
mass m,). The divergence of (5.18) yields

2 O+ amg?)a, 4% + ey =0 . (5.22)

Hence B“A“ becomes a free field in the limit 6 - 0.

We next discuss the corresponding Ward iden-
tities. For the potential the explicit form of
(5.14) is

<T [_a JFEY(x) + ;1 840, AY (x) + m2A* (%) + j“(x)}X>

./ 60X
=1 <Tm> . (5.23)

For the current follow the Ward identities
3, (Tj* (%) X) = e&(Tx(x)X) +e{TS(x)X) , (5.24)

where

§(x)= w*(x)s—(;% - (x) g(% . (5.25)

Taking the divergence of (5.23) we find the Ward
identities

(TF(x)X) =KTF(x)X) , (5.26)
with

F= % (O+am)d, A +eby , (5.27)
and

& . 6 . 6
iF(x):Bf m +ze(p*(x) 6<p*(x) - e 6<p(x) .

The special case where X contains only one field
A, or x has important consequences. Then the

Ward identities (5.26) are
(TF(x)A,(y) =i8,6(x-y), (5=1) (5.28)
(TF(x)x(y N = ~awb(x ~y) °= |

using condition (4) of (5.8). This implies

L 3 Eoon 2
I‘AA+m)l“Ax=—E(p -am,’),

(s=1) (5.29)
—p*T 4+l = ed(1)

for the vertex functions. Atp =0 the second
equation implies

5(1)=i efrxx(o). (5.30)
Therefore,
6(1)=u2;£ . (5.31)

Since the s dependence of 6 does not enter the sub-
traction rules we may arbitrarily set

c(s)=,fs§’ ) (5.32)

Substituting this, (5.1)-(5.3), and (5.12) into (1.1)
we obtain the explicit form of the Lagrangian which
was given in paper I, Eq. (26).

VI. DIFFERENTIAL VERTEX OPERATIONS AND
EQUIVALENCE THEOREMS

The Lagrangian of the explicitly broken pre-
Higgs model can further be generalized by sub-
stituting

3my" A, AF =~ 3[$Pm? + (1 - s?)12] A A¥ 6.1)

for the mass term of the vector-meson field. For
7>0 the consistency condition

s2my? + (1 - s2)12 + s22>0

is satisfied in the interval 0<s<1. At s=1 the
value m of the free vector mesons remains

m = (m? +w)’2,

With this generalization the Lagrangian depends
on two arbitrary parameters n and 7. In this sec-
tion the Green functions will be shown to be in-
dependent of 7 or 7 using the method of differential
vertex operations.’® For the purpose of studying
the differential vertex operations we write the
effective Lagrangian, generalized by (6.1), in the
form

Lot = (M2 = T2)N[@ o) + ceN[@,] - 1N, (@, ]
+72N,[@,] - z,N,[@,] - ¢"'N[@,]
+2,N,[@,] -z,hN,[@,) - e" u2swi, (6.2)
where
Qoo =35°A, A%, Qo=5%0"0, @, =09, G,=3A A",
G,=3F, F", @,=3(8,A")?, @,=D,¢)* D"y, (6.3)
Qg =e%(p*p)? - s2w2p*o.
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Let £ be a parameter on which the coefficients
of the Lagrangian depend. The time-ordered func-
tions G =(TX) may be differentiated with respect
to £ by

Jd 8£e“(x G, L4 =N[Lal. (6.4)

The notation on the right-hand side is symbolic,
indicating that the integral

i | d"<T = a(x) X>

should be formed with the differentiations 8/8¢
acting on the coefficients of the monomials in A,
Y, and X.

Other useful relations are the counting identities
which follow from the equations of motion (5.15)
with j =k,

<TA,(x)—"§‘%f (x)X>= z; 5(x -y, XTX)  (6.5)
for

5 Nj
x=TITIA; ). (6.6)
150 RE1

Integration over x yields the counting identity

6.7)

Vertex functions may be obtained by Symanzik’s
functional methods. The vertex functions I'=(TX "
of the field products (6.5) are determined from a

generating functional T{K,, . ..,K,} which is re-
J

INUEE Y [de[A AM)(x), A0=~éifde2[w2+le(x),

Il

-;fdxzv ¥+ 32 (x), A2=%ifde4[AuA“](x),

-};deN F, F*)(x), A4=§ifde4[(auA“)2](x),

lated to the generating functional G*™J,, ... ,J,}
of the connected time-ordered functlons by the
Legendre transform

i j‘dzf_:z/b(zmb( )

1 Oomnn{J}
8, (x)

M{K}=G""{J}-

K (x)=

Moreover, the relation
T{N[M(x)], K}=G"{N[M(x)], I} (6.9)

holds between the generating functional
T{N;[M(x)],K} of (TNy[M(x)]X)"" and the gener-
ating functional G*™{N;[M(x)],J} of the connected
functions (TN;[M(x)]X)®". For the vertex func-
tions the differentiation formulas (6.4) and the
counting identities (6.5) take the form

s o) \a,ﬁm(x)( r, (6.10)
,NL
. .£'r:‘ ‘Bel
NjF:zJ‘dx«:Aj(x) ZAJ_“(xha,JA,-(x) Z,,Af)( )(NL
(6.11)

The subscript NL indicates that the nonlinear part
of the expression should be taken by dropping all
terms linear in the fields A, ¢, and x.

The differential vertex operations are defined by

AT =i jde4[aj(x)]NLr, (6.12)

with a symbolic notation on the right-hand side,
as in (6.3). Explicitly we have (at s =1)

(6.13)

=% jdx{N 8,081 +3,X0" X + 2¢ A¥ (B, ¥)+ %A, A* (1 +X*)](x)
+2wN,[e A, AMY A 0" x](x) + w3N[A, A*](x)},

fdx{ezN [0 + X2 1 (x) + dew N[ (2 + X2 (x) + 402N, [2 ] (x)} .

We next derive a gauge-invariant relation be-
tween the normal products N,[¢*¢]| and N,[¢*o].
Relations between normal products of different
degrees may easily be generalized to Lagrangians
involving a subtraction parameter s. For a mono-
mial M in the basic fields of dimension d<b and
any integer a>b we have

r

(TN[M(2)]X)=(TN[M(2)] X)
+ 2 CATN[M,(s,2)1X), (6.14)

N[M(2)]=N,[M(2)]+ Y ¢;NIM,(s,2)]. (6.15)

The sum extends over all monomials M; of s and
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the basic fields with dimension d satisfying
b<d<a.

d is defined by assigning the dimension one to each
factor s, A;, and 3,. Moreover, due to the dis-

crete symmetries of L£err, we need consider only
R |

those monomials M;(s, z) satisfying
(-1)"1 M9 = (=1)"1 40,
(=1)2Mi = (=1)"20

where

v (M,) =number of x factors +number of A, factors in M;,

vz(Mj) =number of ¢ factors +number of s factors in M;,

with v;(M), i=1,2, defined analogously. Through-
out this section the factors of X are required to be
linear in the basic fields.

Let @ be a polynomial in s and the basic fields
with each term of dimension d<b. As a conse-
quence of (6.13) N,[Q] may be expressed by the
normal products of degree a>b. Thus there exists
a polynomial P of s and the basic fields with

(TN,[Q(s,2)]X)=(TN,[P(s,2)]X) (6.16)

and
NJQ]=N,[P]. (6.17)
Each term of P has a dimension d<a. Combining
(6.16) with the Ward identities (5.34) we obtain
0=(TF(x){N,JQ(s,2)] - N,[P(s,2)]} X)
=(T{NJ[F(x)Q(s,2)] = N[F(x)P(s,2)]} X).
(6.18)
If @ is such that F(x)Q(s,z)=0, then by (6.17)
(TN[F(x)P(s,2z)]X) =0 (6.19)

for any product X of basic fields. Due to the linear
independence of the Green functions of N,[M] for
the various field monomials, we obtain

F(x)P(s,z)=0. 6.20)

The equation F(x)R(s,z)=0 is a necessary and
sufficient condition for the invariance of a field
polynomial R under the gauge transformations
(1.4). Therefore, to any gauge-invariant normal
product N,[Q] there is a normal product N,[P] of
degree a>b which is identical in the sense of (6.16)
and (6.17). Applying this result to the case

Q =¢>*¢, a=4, b=2,

we find

]
P=)b,@,+b0R, 6.21)
i=o

<TN2[A“A“(z)]x>=Zs:c,<TN4[a,(s,z)]X) +cO,(TN,[@Q,(s,2)]X) (c,=1, ¢,=0).
i=o0

r

[for the definition of the @; see (6.2)] with vanishing

coefficients
b,=b,=0 (6.22)

for the noninvariant terms @, and @,. Thus

(TN,[o*¢(s,2)]X)= ij(TN4[(1j(s, 2)1x)

+b0,(TN,[@,(s,2)]X).
(6.23)

Integrating over z and passing to the vertex func-
tions we obtain the linear relation

8
AL =) 7;A,T, (6.24)
=1
with 7, =7, =0 for the differential vertex operations
(6.12).
We next consider the expression
Q=3A, A", (6.25)
which is not gauge-invariant. Nevertheless an
identity similar to (6.22) can be found, since the
linearity of

FQ=0,A" (6.26)
allows one to write (6.17) in the form

0=(TF(x){zN,[A, A% (2)] - N,[P(s,2)]} X)

=(TN[F(x){zA,A"(2)-P(s,2)}X).  (6.27)

This implies

F(x){P(s,2)-3A,A"(2)}=0. (6.28)
Hence P is of the form

P=3A,A" 4R, (6.29)

with R being a gauge-invariant polynomial. We
thus arrive at the linear relation

(6.30)
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For the differential vertex operation A , we obtain
the identity
8
BgT =D t,AT (t,=1, t,=0). (6.31)
i1
We now discuss two equivalence theorems. The
first theorem states that Lagrangians with differ-
ent values of n? and 72 are equivalent, provided
the same normalization conditions (5.8) are im-
posed. Condition (5) is satisfied by (5.31). The
parameters z,=c, 2,, Z,, 2, are uniquely deter-
mined as functions of n?, 72 by the first four nor-
malization conditions

- ) 2 2 2 2
C,-'r ’ (30,21,22,23,71 , T2 e, W5, my™,w, k, @)

(s=1), (6.32)
where
' =T7,(0), TV =Reil'T, (w?),
I'® =Reil,,(2hw?), T™ =(y), (6.33)

Cco==m?, ¢, =-my?, c,=c,=0.
It suffices to show that the vertex functions of the
fields do not depend on n?, 72, To this end we form
T _z“: 8'T 9z, T
om? &g 8z, oM
ar o'l oz 'l
at? 8

(s=1). (6.34)

Here 0/0 ¢ denotes the derivative with respect to
one of the independent variables n?, 72, e, p?,

my?, w, h, a. 2'/df is the derivative with respect
to one of the variables z,, z,, z,, 2,4, 1%, T2, u%,
my, w, h, a, if considered as independent pa-
rameters of the Lagrangian. Using

'l
I =-a,T
'l
aTZ —(Az AOO)F’
P /r‘
0 =ea, T,
8z,

- (s=1) (6.35)
9

=-hAa T

9z, haeT,
ol
é r =A5r,
0z,
9'T
9z :_Af!ry

3

and (6.23), we can eliminate 8'T' /67 in (6.34).
Therefore

ol & o'T
ER —azk :

k=0
(s=1). (6.36)
o N,
aT? =g R azk
The normalization conditions (6.32) imply
ar(i) 3 a’l"(i)
0= an’ ngk 9z, '
. ( (s=1). (6.37)
I"(I) 'l i)
372 ZB"

0

Since the functional determinant of (6.32) does not
vanish we have A,=B,=0 and 8T /an?=8T/672=0
identically. This completes the proof.

The second theorem concerns the equivalence
of the gauge-invariant quantization to Symanzik’s
approach, which was used in Lee’s work on the
Higgs model. For the purpose of this discussion
we denote the Lagrangian (1.1), (5.1)-(5.3) of the
explicitly broken pre-Higgs model by £/,. The
theorem states that a Lagrangian

" _ "
el = clo ‘f'cll

(6.38)

equivalent to £/ exists which does not involve a
subtraction parameter s. The Green functions are
constructed as usual with the N, product applied to
the interaction Lagrangian £;. For the proof we
construct a family of Lagrangians

3
La= Y u,M; +:‘: sk 2 Ly @ s
i =1

where M, denotes the monomials in the fields A4 ,
¥, x and derivatives of dimension less or equal to
four. Q,; denotes the field monomials of dimen-
sion less or equal to 4 — k. All monomials are
supposed to be even in A, x. Moreover, mono-
mials are omitted which can linearly be expressed
by others up to a total divergence. The rules of
the preceding sections for constructing time-
ordered functions are generalized to the s-depen-
dent Lagrangians (6.39) accordingly. It will be
shown that the coefficients of (6.39) can be chosen
such that the family consists of equivalent Lagran-
gians including the original Lagrangian £/, of ex-
plicitly broken pre-Higgs model and a Lagrangian,

n=yulM,,

where all ¢,, =0. The effective Lagrangian corre-
sponding to (6.39) is

Lesr = Zuj Nq[

(6.39)

(6.40)

+Z Ztu

_al@ul.  (6.41)
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We extend (5.17) to a complete and independent set

C; =T, ,t,) (6.42)

of normalization conditions which uniquely deter-
mine the coefficients u; as power series in the
coupling constants for any Lagrangian (6.39) with
given t,,. We restrict the family (6.39) by imposing

c;=TP @, t,) (s=1), 6.43)

where the cj denote the values of c; for the original
Lagrangian £/, . Differentiating the vertex func-
tions I" with respect to £,, we obtain

al 3'T du; a'T

oty S ou, oty T oty

(6.44)

Primed derivatives refer to u,, ,, as sets of in-
dependent variables. With the identities (6.13) we
get

al’ a'T
o " jZA,z,,, o, (6.45)

and

AT 3'T
0= = Z Ay,

TaD: ™ (6.46)

from (6.43). Since the functional determinant of
(6.42) does not vanish, we have A,;, ;=0 and 8T/
at,, =0 identically. This completes the proof of
the theorem.

We finally give formulas for the derivatives of
vertex functions with respect to the independent
variables e, u?, mz, w, h, @, setting n=u,
T=m,, and s =1. These relations, along with the
identities (6.23) and (6.31), will be used in paper
1. Since the terms N,[@,] of the effective Lagran-
gian (6.1) only involve coefficients depending on
e, s, and w we have

J

N, e——8 2 e(c e-——ac w
- = - +
de w ow + de ow

9 ac
Ny +Ny W =e<20+w——LT)AO—2u2A1+222A5

ow
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[ a
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1 ae |
-

(s=1) (6.48)
al’

w— =

ac
2 —_— )
o [( hw?z, +ew au>A0+LA \F

where
N _dex[a"c’“ (x)+ —‘Mﬁ ()jl

INL

s= 1

(6.49)
"=z, fde4[Au<p(D“¢)* - A, 0" 4ol

A’ and A” may be eliminated by combining these
relations with the counting identities for N,
=23-0N,;, Ny+N, =N, +N,. From (6.11) we get

N,T =(2mzA,-22,0,-2/a A, +eA”)T,

s=1

(6.50)
(Ny +N,)T =[(2ce - 2hw?z,) 8y - 2114, +22, 4,

—-2hz, Ay - va']T.

Combining these equations with (6.48) we find

09z, 2 9z [ 0z
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de
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Parametric differential equations are derived which allow one to study the pre-Higgs and Higgs limits
of the explicitly broken pre-Higgs model, as well as its short-distance behavior and gauge dependence.
It is shown that all physical scattering amplitudes in the pre-Higgs and Higgs models can be expressed
in terms of the Green functions of the conserved current. A gauge-invariant composite field is defined
which serves as interpolating field for the heayy spin-one particles in the Higgs model. Reduction
formulas are obtained which make transparent the principal features of the Higgs phenomenon.

I. INTRODUCTION

In papers I and II (Ref. 1) of the present study, an explicitly broken (Abelian) Higgs model was discussed
using a modified Bogoliubov-Parasiuk-Hepp-Zimmermann (BPHZ) subtraction prescription in renormal-
ized perturbation theory. Green functions were defined on the basis of an effective Lagrangian,
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Here the parameter s plays a special role in the
subtraction scheme which is described at length in
papers I and II. After the subtractions have been
made in a given Feynman integral, however, s is
always set equal to unity. The finite renormaliza-
tion constants z,, z,, z,, and ¢ in (1.1) are formal
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and the normalization conditions,
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power series in the perturbation parameter e, and
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dition, where



