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Based upon Feynman’s over-all-space-time point of view, a general method for dealing with bound-
state problems is presented. In this paper we are mainly interested in the properties of Green’s functions
that should be satisfied in the field theories with bound states. First the Chew-Low or Lehmann-Symanzik-
Zimmermann equations are generalized so as to include composite particles. Then we examine the possi-
bility of distinguishing between elementary and composite particles. Finally, an investigation is made of
how the S matrix elements for processes involving composite particles are related to those involving no com-
posite particles. This problem is illustrated by the relation between p+4p — n+p+4=+and p+p — d-+=+.

1. INTRODUCTION

HE scattering problems of composite particles in
quantum field theory involve serious complica-

tions as compared.with those in' particle mechanics.
Even the scattering problems of elementary particles
already bare essentially these same complications. In
particle mechanics the asymptotic form of the scatter-
ing amplitude is governed by the free part of the Hamil-
tonian which is obtained from the total Hamiltonian
by dropping the potential acting between particles
separated in distance in the remote future. In field
theory the interaction between a particle and its self-
field should be retained even when the particle is sepa-
rated far from other particles, and when composite
particles are involved in the final state the nuclear
forces responsible for the formation of the composite
particles should also be retained, whereas the inter-
action between two separated particles should be
switched off in the asymptotic form. Thus the question
is raised as to whether it is possible or not to decompose
the whole interaction into two parts, one to be retained
and the other to be switched off in the asymptotic
form. In field theory, however, this is in general not
possible in contradistinction to the case of particle
mechanics. Since a creation or a destruction operator
in the interaction Hamiltonian specifies only the
momentum, spin direction, and similar quantities of the
created or destroyed quantum but nothing about its
history, we do not know beforehand whether it con-
tributes to the self-interaction or to the nuclear force
acting between two separated particles. From this
standpoint the renormalization problem is essentially
of the same nature as the bound-state problem. To be
more precise, we shall illustrate this situation by
nucleon-nucleon scattering. Suppose that the nucleon
“1”” emitted a virtual meson. If this meson is absorbed
by the nucleon “2” it gives rise to the nuclear force
which is to be switched off in the asymptotic form. On
the other hand, if it is reabsorbed by the first nucleon
it contributes to the self-interaction and is to be re-
tained even when the two nucleons are separated far
from one another. When the two nucleons form a com-

* On leave of absence from Osaka City University, Osaka, Japan.

posite particle in the final state, then even the nuclear
force has to be retained in the asymptotic form. One
does not know beforehand which of these alternatives
will be realized, but quantum-mechanically all these
three modes can take place with certain probabilities.
For this reason the Hamiltonian formulation describ-
ing the temporal development of the system by means
of the Schrédinger equation cannot give a clear-cut
solution to this problem. It is clear that the time-inde-
pendent formulation is also not suitable for the present
purpose. In order to overcome this difficulty we shall
employ Feynman’s over-all-space-time point of view.!
In this description, one sums up the amplitudes over
all possible histories in order to calculate the transition
amplitude. Since in each history the role played by a
virtual meson is definite, it is clear whether one has to
switch on or off the corresponding interaction in the
asymptotic form. This is one of the possible reasons
why the Feynman method was so successful in dealing
with renormalization problems and we might hope that
this is also the case for bound-states problems.

There are, however, some exceptional cases in which
the time-independent description succeeds in consist-
ently renormalizing the theory, for example, in Chew’s
extended-source meson theory.? This example does not
contradict our general argument since it results from
the special assumption that there is only one nucleon
and hence all virtual mesons are self-field mesons.
Indeed when there is another nucleon or an additional
antinucleon, one has to refer to the over-all-space-time
point of view in order to give a clear-cut renormalization
procedure.?

Based on this viewpoint, we shall give an intuitive
derivation of the .S matrix in terms of Feynman ampli-
tudes in Sec. 2. Then in Sec. 3 we shall examine the self-
consistency of the formulas obtained in Sec. 2. In
Sec. 4 various possible forms of the S matrix are given
in connection with the description of composite par-
ticles. Finally in Sec. 4 the relation of the S-matrix
elements between the two reactions p+4p — n+p+a+

1R. P. Feynman, Phys. Rev. 76, 749, 769 (1949).

2 G. F. Chew, Phys. Rev. 94, 1748, 1755 (1954) ; 95, 1669 (1954).
( "’g() Nishijima, Suppl. Progr. Theoret. Phys. Japan No. 3, 138
1956).
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and p+p — d+=* is discussed as an application of the
results of Sec. 4.

2. FEYNMAN AMPLITUDES AND THE S MATRIX

Following the prescriptions given in the previous
section, we discuss an intuitive derivation of the scatter-
ing matrix elements for processes involving composite
particles. As for the mathematical consistency of this
method we refer to Sec. 3.

We first introduce two complete orthonormal sets of
state vectors {®,P} and {®,}. The superscripts
(4) and (—) refer to the outgoing-wave and incoming-
wave boundary conditions, respectively. Furthermore,
each element of the two sets can be written as

(I)a(i) =':ba1 KagX - Xan(i), or simply q)alag .. -an(i). (21)
By this notation is meant that the stationary scattering
state ®,) is formed by stable particles a1, as, < -+, ax
coming into collision, and ®, has a similar interpreta-
tion. Needless to say, they are physically meaningful
only when all individual particles ay, as, - - -, @, form
wave packets. '

The S matrix is defined as the transformation matrix
between these two sets:

Sﬁa:—_—<q>ﬂ(—-)’q>a(+)> or q’a(+):2ﬂsﬂa¢'ﬁ(_)- (2'2)

The Feynman amplitude of a given state ®, is defined by
(@, TLo(x1) - - o(2n) J2a), (2.3)

where T is Wick’s time-ordering symbol and @ is the
vacuum state. ¢(x) is the field operator of a neutral
spinless field in the Heisenberg representation.

By combining (2.2) and (2.3) we get

<Q: T[ﬁo(xl); o W(xn)jcba“-))
=Zﬁ<ﬂ: TI:‘P(xl) T ‘P(xn)](bﬂ(——»‘sﬁm

which serves as the basic formula in the derivation of
the S matrix. In order to derive the explicit form of the
S matrix, it is necessary to introduce the asymptotic
forms of both sides of the above equation. The asymp-
totic form of the Feynman amplitude is obtained by
letting the particles propagate to the remote future and
then bringing them back to the present after switching
off the interaction between dressed particles. In general,
there can occur various kinds of final states as a result
of the creation and destruction of particles in the course
of collision processes, and in order to derive the asymp-
totic form of a Feynman amplitude it is necessary to
specify the constituents in the final state. For example,
in neutron-deuteron collisions at low energies, there are
two possible final states, a state consisting of a neutron
and a deuteron and the other consisting of two neutrons
and a proton, and we have to evaluate the asymptotic
forms separately for these two components.

We denote the asymptotic form of the Feynman
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amplitude corresponding to a component vy by
m(Q, TLe(%1) - - - o(x,) ] H).

When the momenta and spin directions of the constitu-
ents are not specified, but only the species of the con-
stituents are specified, we shall denote the component
by (y). Since we know the boundary condition at
t{— o for an incoming state ®s), we can readily
evaluate the expression

Im™{(Q, TL e (1) - - - o(x,) JBp ).

Namely, this state turns out in the remote future to be
a component which consists of freely propagating wave
packets by, s, + -+, by (B=01bs- - -b,), and the above
expression survives only when y=_4. Hence we get from
(2.4), (2.5), and (2.6) the formula

limA(Q, TLo(x1) - - - @ (%) 1Pa®)
=Hm&Q, TLe(%1) - - - ¢ () ]85 )S e

Since # is arbitrary we shall choose the most convenient
n for the derivation of the S matrix.

(1) When B consists only of m elementary particles
we shall choose n=m; then we get

Hmf(Q, T (%1) -« + @(Xm) 1Pb1- - by )
= 2 (@ o(x)Po1)- - (Q, @(n)Poy).

perm.

(2.5)

(2.6)

2.7)

(2.8)

Since &, =&, for a stable single-particle state b,
we need not write the superscript (4) or (—).

(2) When 8 consists of m elementary particles and of
a composite particle B satisfying

©, o(®)5)=0, (@, T[o(x1) p(x2) JP5)>=0,
then we choose n=m--2. In this case we get
limf(Q, TLe(x1) - - - @(%mi2) J)
= gﬂ (Q, o(@)Po1) -+ (2, (%) Pom)
T X TCotni) i) J05)

The generalization of the above formulas to more
general cases is clear.

If we choose # smaller than those given above, both
sides of Eq. (2.7) vanish. If on the contrary we choose
n greater than those given above, both sides survive
but it leads to an unnecessary complication. For the
details on this point we refer to the discussions in Sec. 4.

It is worthwhile to notice that the asymptotic forms
satisfy the Klein-Gordon equation with respect to the
elementary-particle coordinates and the Bethe-Salpeter
equation with respect to the composite-particle co-
ordinates. This property shows that the self-inter-
actions, like the nuclear force holding a composite
particle together, are not switched off in the asymptotic
form.

(2.9)
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Our next task is to find out the procedure for evaluat-
ing the asymptotic form of the Feynman amplitude for
an outgoing wave state ®,"). To begin with, we shall
first rewrite (2.7) in the following form:

Em®(Q, T p(x1) - - - 0 (2a) 1BaP)
=2 (g HmA(Q, T o(%1) - - * 0 (2n) ]B5)Sgar.

In order to evaluate the left-hand side of the above
equation, we may use the graphical method. The ex-
pression on the left-hand side represents in terms of
Feynman graphs the amplitude for a class of histories
in which the wave packets ay, @3, <+, @1 (@=ay---a;)
collide and then the collision products are annihilated
at points xy, - * *, %n.

Let us first consider the case in which the component
(B) consists of elementary particles alone and choose
n=m. Choose arbitrarily one point from x;, * - -, %5, say
%1, and trace back the graph starting from x;. Then
there are three possible cases.

In the first case, the line ending at x; will begin at
one of the incident particles, say at @;, without being
connected with any other of the «’s and a’s. Then the
line connecting x; with @; clearly represents a self-
energy type graph and the Feynman amplitude corre-
sponding to this graph can be factored to give

(2.10)

(Q, ¢ (x1)®ar) X function of xs, - - -, .

Since one can factor the operation lim® as
n
lim® =]T lim®,
=1 xi~

we have only to establish the operation im® for an
elementary-particle component b. In the present case
one may write

Hm®(Q, o(x)®a)=(Q, ¢(2)%a).

X~

(2.11)

Since the interaction of an elementary particle with its
self-field should be retained, there is no difference be-
tween the true Feynman amplitude and its asymptotic
form.

In the second case the line originating from x; will be
connected to more than one of the a’s and at least one
other of the x’s, and this graph generally involves a
self-energy part starting from x; and ending at x.'.
Therefore the corresponding Feynman amplitude will
involve a factor (@, T[ ¢(x1) ¢(:") JQ) representing free
propagation from x,’ to x; after suffering a true inter-
action with other particles. In order to get the asymp-
totic form in this case we shall refer to the following
formula:

Lim®(Q, T ¢(21) o (21")]2)
=2 6(Q, o(x)Pp)(Ps, 0(21)Q).

This formula is derived as follows. First, letting ¢ tend

(2.12)
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to 4+ we may drop the T symbol, and because of the
destructive interference among continuous states we
have to retain only the discrete levels in the summation
appearing in the right-hand side of (2.12). This drop-
ping of continuum intermediate states is also justified
by the requirement that the asymptotic form should
satisfy the Klein-Gordon equation with respect to the
coordinates ;.

In the third case, the x; may be connected in different
ways from what we gave above. Generally they do not
contribute to the asymptotic forms because of the con-
servation of energy and momentum.

(2) Next let us consider a case in which a composite
particle B participates in the final state. By an argument
similar to that given in the previous case, one can derive
the following relations:

Im® (Q, T o(x1) ¢(x2) 10s)

e =@ TLe() ()]0, (213)
(xl,i,il)(f)» @, TLo(®1) o(22) o(21") (22") J2)
=2 @@, TLe(x1) ¢ (x2) 1®5)
X{(®p, TLo(x1) p(x2)]0). (2.14)

These relations have already been derived and utilized
in previous papers.* The generalization of the above
method to other cases is clear.

The above rules are general enough to calculate the
asymptotic form of an arbitrary Feynman amplitude.
However, there is one thing about which one has to be
careful. The operation lim® is expressed by the product
of lim® operations, and in order to get a unique result
the latter operations should be commutative with each
other. This is, however, not the case in general, and a
simple example is given by

lim® Hm®(Q, T ¢ (x1) ¢ (22) J2)

e =Z(b)<9, ¢(x2)<1>b)<<l>b, ¢(xl)ﬂ>;
lim® lim®(Q, T ¢(x1) ¢ (x2) 12)

Xz~ 0 X1~ © = Z ® (9’ ¢(xl)<1)b><q>b, ‘P(x2)9>.

In order to overcome this difficulty, one has to define
the Feynman amplitude after subtracting such dis-
connected parts from the 7" product of field operators.t
For this purpose we redefine the Feynman amplitude
in terms of the normal product of field operators,
namely by

@, N[ o(@1)- - - o(x)]®). (2.15)

Then the operation lim® is unique when applied to the
new Feynman amplitude.
For the sake of later convenience we shall give the

4 K. Nishijima, Progr. Theoret. Phys. Japan 10, 549 (1953);
12, 279 (1954); 13, 305 (1955).
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definition of the normal product.® Let Q(x) be a -
number source and define the functional U by

U=Texp[—ifw(dx)go(x)Q(x)], (2.16)

where (dx)=d*s. Then the T product of field operators
is given by

Loy w(xn)]=i"[

on ]
80 (x) - 50 () lazo’
Next put W=U/{Q, UQ); then the N product is given by
oW
—-——~————~] . (2.18)
8Q (1) - - -8Q (%) J oo

(2.17)

N[o(x1)- - <P(xn)]=i"[

Thus the S matrix is uniquely determined by
Hm®(Q, N[ (21)- - - ¢(n) ™)
=2 ImAQ, N[ o(x1) - - - o(%s) JPs)Ssa.

In previous papers! the applications of the above rules
to the Bethe-Salpeter equations were discussed in de-
tail and in this paper we do not enter into this question.

In the case of the Bethe-Salpeter approach the above
rules were quite useful, but this is no longer the case for
the general description of field theories. In order to
apply formulas like (2.12) and (2.14), one has to factor
the Green’s functions from the Feynman amplitude,
but this is generally not an easy task. Therefore in
what follows we shall improve the rules so that one can
apply them without factorization of the Feynman
amplitudes. For this purpose the following formulas®
are quite useful:

(2.19)

f (o)A (3 : m) K@, TLo(x) 0(3)12)
=2 (@, ¢(x)s){Ps, ©(3)2),

f (@) A® (5= M)

(2.20a)

X KM(Q, TLo(x'+38) o (' —38) o(y1) 0 (y2) 1)
=2 &(Q, TLo(x438) o(x—38) J®5)
X (@5, TLe(y1) ¢(y2)12),

where the normalization of the Feynman amplitudes for
single particle states is given by

2 (2, o(®)P) (s, 0(¥)Q)=1AD) (x—7y: m)

(2.20b)

= (mys [ apreir =003 (4.

5 E. Freese, Nuovo cimento 11, 312 (1954) ; P. Kristensen, Kgl.
Danske Videnskab. Selskab, Mat.-fys. Medd. 28, No. 12 (1954);
Z. Maki, Progr. Theoret. Phys. Japan 15, 237 (1956).

6 K. Nishijima, Progr. Theoret. Phys. Japan 17, 765 (1957).
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Hence we get from (2.12) and (2.14)

Hm®(Q, TLo(x) o(3)12)= [ (d&x")a® (x—2": m)

X~

XK@, TLo(x) o(5)12), (2.21a)
lim®Q, TLe(r+38) e(@—38) o (1) 0 (32) 12)
=ftdx’)A(+)(x~x’:M)Ker

X(Q, TLe(¥'+38) o(2'— 38 0(y) 0(32) ]2).  (2.21Db)

By making use of these formulas, one can express the
asymptotic operation in a compact form. However, the
above operation is not a complete substitute for the
lim® operation, since we get

f (@x)AD) (x—2' : m) K., o(2')By)=0,

as a result of the Klein-Gordon equation for single-
particle states, whereas the ‘‘lim”’ operation gives, when
applied to single-particle Feynman amplitudes,

m®(Q, o(2)®s)=(Q, ¢(x)®s).

X~

Hence one can substitute the above operation for lim
only for contributions from such Feynman graphs that
do not involve freely propagating particles. It is also
worth noticing that the new operation always gives a
unique result when applied to 7-product Feynman
amplitudes in contradistinction to the “lim”’ operations,
since the nonunique parts vanish by this operation.

In this way we get the following expression for the .S
matrix:

f(dxl’) (dx)) - - AP (w1—x1" : M)AD (xg— a0’ 1 1m) - - -
X Ko1K oy - (@, TLo(27) o(xs') - - - J0a)

=2 358 Fa(w, @, - ), (2.22a)
where

F(xy,2, - +)
= 3 (2, p(x)Po1)(Q, @(x2)Pba)- - -.

perm.

(2.22b)

In the above formula we considered only elementary
particles in the final state, but composite particles can
also be included without difficulty. Sg,’ is obtained from
Sge by dropping the contributions from graphs involv-
ing freely propagating particles, either elementary or
composite. The relation between .S and S’ is given by

Sga’ =2 0= Spp,en or Spa=22Ssn, an’.  (2.23)

The division of a state by a single-particle state is
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defined generally by

n
Pa, - - -an/b(i) =Z 5(a;b)¢‘a1- © Q510541 " ~an(i),

i=1
and
Sen, an={(Bsn, Pap ).

As an example, for the process p-+p — d-+=*, one has
f(dx') (dz)AD (x—a': M)AD) (53— 1)

XK oMK HQ, T[Ya(x' +3¥5(2" —38) 0(2') ] )
= (d)Z( N (Q, TYn(a+3H)¥p(x—3£) 10a)
' X(Q, ¢(2)2:)S(p+p— d+7t). (2.24)

The formula (2.22a) refers to a special class of matrix
elements, but one can readily generalize this formula to
a wider class of matrix elements. For instance, we get
f (d2NAD (3—5" : m)K (D), T(%1- + - %02 )P P)

=2 {2, ¢(@DP){(Per ™, T(@1- - - 2)Pa®)
—(@ ), T(a1- - - 2)Papt)},  (2.252)

where b is an elementary particle and T (xy,: - -,%,) is
the abbreviation of T[ ¢(%1)- - - ¢(x,)]. This formula
was first derived by LSZ7 using the asymptotic condi-
tion. When B is a composite particle, we get

f (d5)AD) (5—5 : MYK M

X{Bg), T (%1 + *%my 2 +3£, 8 —38)PaH)
=2 &{Q, T(z+3¢, 2—38)®5)
X (@57, T(m1- - - £n)BaP)

~_<q>ﬂ(—), T(xl- . 'xn)<I)a/B(+)>}, (2.25b)

where M is the rest mass of B. The proof of these
formulas will be given in Appendix A.

When some of the factor states a, @s, - - - are identi-
cal, ®ajas---/b is generally not properly normalized, but
the formula (2.25) holds for the unnormalized state
vector. Now making use of the formula

IAD) (z—3" 1 m) =3 (D ¢()Pe) s, (),
one can simplify (2.25a) by division to obtain
@), T(@1- - 2n)Ba ) — (B, T (@1 - - 2)Paps )

=i [ @@, o)

Xsz<®ﬂ(—)’ T(xl. . -xnz)q)a(‘f'))'

(2.26)

(2.27a)

7 Lehmann, Symanzik, and Zimmermann, Nuovo cimento 1,
205 (1955); G. F. Chew and F. E. Low, Phys. Rev. 101, 1570,
1579 (1956).
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For (2.25b) one cannot apply such a simple division,
but instead one needs a special device. Inserting the
relation

A (z: M)
—1 dp
—eiP 2=

- 2 (27[‘)3 ﬁo
into (2.25b), we get

—1

202r)} ®

ipg-2
er'B 2

(p32=0)

-3
2(2r)?
X{®e), T (21" + * %ny 3 +3E, 2 —2E) D, D)
=(Q, T (43¢, 2—30)Pa){(Pe ), T(21° -  %a)PaP)
— (B, T(#1- - %n)Pays )} (2.25b")

eip3~2f (dz)e ire-? K, M

From the translational invariance of the theory, the
z-dependence of the Feynman amplitude for the bound
state B is given by

(Q: T(Z‘I"%E, 32— %E)Q)B): eiPBZFB(E)'
Now choose a function f3(z,£) of the form
Je(z,8) =755 (9),

which is quite arbitrary except for the normalization
condition

f (D25 (O F5(8)=1/2(2),

then integrate (2.25b’) with respect to £ after multiply-
ing by fs(z,£) on both sides. Then one finds

(@), T(21- - - 2n)Ba)— (B, T(x1- - 20)Bayp™)
=i [ @) @9ar>

X (@5, T(#1 %y 558, 2— 36)2D),  (2.27b)

for an arbitrary function fz(z,£) which satisfies
[T Ttz == s0a @9 =120 (229)

The recursion formula of the form (2.27b) has already
been discussed before,® and it is has been proved that
the normalization condition (2.28) is an inevitable con-
sequence of Eq. (2.27b). What is essentially new in'the
present paper is the recognition that the function
JB(3,£) can be quite arbitrary except for the normaliza-
tion condition. g o

Corresponding to (2.28) we introduce another func-
tion fg(z,¢) satisfying

[ 0@ TG+ - p0m@= 1200y, 229)
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If the CPT theorem holds, we get for spinless composite
particle B the relation

fB(Z:E)':fB(—Z,S)'

3. SOME THEOREMS ON THE
RECURSION FORMULAS

(2.30)

The main results obtained in the previous section
are the recursion formulas (2.27a) and (2.27b) which
correspond to the asymptotic conditions in the LSZ
theory.” In connection with the -problem of meson-
nucleon scattering, these formulas were also utilized
by Chew and Low.” In the previous section these for-
mulas were derived in an intuitive manner, and it
seems to be worth while to examine their self-consist-
ency. Without loss of generality we consider only a
neutral spinless field. We shall give here some basic
assumptions which form the basis of the following
discussions. _

Assumption I.—The theory is invariant under the
proper inhomogeneous Lorentz transformations.

Hence we may introduce the energy-momentum
four-vector P,. The vacuum state @ satisfies the
equation

P,Q=0. (3.1)

Let a single particle state @, either elementary or com-
posite, satisfy the eigenvalue equation

Po,= (ﬁa)u‘l’a; (3.2)
then a general state ®ay---a, & satisfies
P®a;---an P = (par+- - - +pan)@Pai--a, . (3.3)

From the completeness of the set {®™)} or {®}, the
positive energy condition is always satisfied.
Assumption II.—The local commutativity condition

Le(x), o(9)]=0 for (34)

is satisfied.

Assumption III.—The asymptotic conditions are
satisfied. By asymptotic conditions we mean the re-
cursion formulas (2.27).

Assumption IV.—If an operator O satisfies

[07 ¢(x)]=0

at any space-time point #, then O is a ¢-number. We
shall call this property the irreducibility condition.

For later convenience we shall recapitulate the
asymptotic conditions.

(x—)*>0

3.5)

(@, T(x1+ - 0) Pt )= (Ppsp ™, T(21- + - )P P)
=—if @) o)m
XKII<¢5(“)7 T(xl v 'xny)QaH‘)), (3.6&)
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(¢'ﬂb(—)7 T(xl . 'xn)(Pa(+)>—<q)ﬂ(_), T(x1' . -xn)fba/b(*'))
=i [ @)@, o0)
XK=<CD5(—): T(xl' ‘ 'xnz)cpa(+)>- (36b)

Equation (3.6b) is the same as (2.27a), and (3.6a) is
derived in a similar way to (3.6b) but by making use
of the rules for obtaining the asymptotic forms for
t— — . For a composite particle B, we get similar
formulas. In the formula corresponding to (3.6a) one
has to use fp, whereas in the one corresponding to
(3:6b) one needs fp. In the latter case the precise form
has been given by (2.27b), and so we do not explicitly
write them down.

Next, applying complex conjugation to (3.6a), one
finds

(@™, T(xl- 2) D)) — (B, ), T(xl- - 2n)Ppp )

= f (@)@, 0(3))

XK@, T(1- - -2,2)8), (3.7
and a similar one from (3.6b). 7"is the antichronological
ordering operator. We shall call (3.6) and (3.7) the
recursion formulas for 7" products. In what follows we
introduce recursion formulas for retarded products and
for advanced products. The retarded or R-product is

defined by?

R(w: w1 -wa)=R[o(x): sa(xl) “o(24)]
= > (—9)"0(x—x1)0(x1—x2) + +0(Xn_1—%n)
X[ [Lo®), o(@)Je(x)] - o(x,)], (3.8)

where 8(x)=1 for x,>0, §(x)=1% for x0=0 and 6(x)=0
for x£9<0, and the summation should be taken over all
possible permutations of %1, %, - - -, .. We introduce a
functional ¢r(x) by

er(*)=UT[Up(x)], 3.9
where U is the functional defined by (2.16). Then
¢r(x) is the generating functional of R-products as
given by

0" ¢or (%)

Rx:izy -2p)=| ———mmm . .
(i o5 [5Q(x1)"‘5Q(xn)L=o (310

From (2.17), (3.9), and (3.10) one can readily derive
Rx:w---xa)= X (—)»(—1)*

comb. (z3)
XT (%1 - 2x) T @pgy- - -20).  (3.11)
8 See reference 6. Also see Lehmann, Symanzik, and Zimmer-
mann, Nuovo cimento 6, 319 (1957) Glaser, Lehmann, and
Zlmmermann, Nuovo cimento 6, 1122 (1957)
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Hence one gets

@), R(x: 21+ - %,))PaP)=F T (=) (—1)*
X (@D, T(xr - 2)®, ) Tt
X (@, T (80141 *  20y)Pa®)
— (@D, T'(xy - - 1y) B, )
X{By O, T (w11 -+ %n)BHY].

Now, applying the operation S (dy){Q, ¢(y)®s)-K, on
both sides of the above equation and making use of
(3.6) and (3.7), one finds

[ @)@, c)BIE, Rz - 2)a)
:<<I)5(+)7 R(x: X1t 'xn)‘bab(+)>
— By, R(x: 21+ - - 2,) PP, (3.12a)

and similarly

f (d2) (s, @(DQK LB, R(x: 21 - - 2,8) D)
:<¢'8b(+), R(x: Xy 'xn)¢0(+)>
— (™), R(x: w1 - - 2,)Papp ™). (3.12b)

We call these the recursion formulas for R-products.
One can also easily derive similar formulas for com-
posite particles.

The advanced or 4-product is defined by

AL o(®): o(21)- - - o(xn)]
= 2 (=)0 (21— x)0(xz—2x1) - - 0(®n—Xn—1)

X[ [Lox), ox)Jo@2) ] - - o(xa)].

In an analogous way to the case of R-products, one can
derive the recursion formulas for 4-products.

(3.13)

(@), A(x: 21+ - 20)Pep )

— (D, A(x: 21 - - 2,) P )
-~ [ @)@ o)

XK Ps ), A(x: 21+ %) P D),  (3.14a)

gHm

r(x: yxy- - xn)—r(y: 21 - %) +4
comb. (z5) I,m l'm' i

X[Kul . 'KulKXl' . -mer(x: X1+ XpUy: * U, X1+%El, Xl"'%&, i
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(®gp), A2 21+ - - 20)Pa )
- <q>ﬂ(_)7 4 (x: X1 xn)éa/b(_»

—_ f (@2)(®s, (2)2)

XK B, A(x: %1+ - - 2,2)P.).  (3.14b)
It must be noticed that (3.12b) and (3.14b) are ob-
tained by applying complex conjugation to (3.12a) and
(3.14a). This is in general the case even when composite
particles participate in the theory, but this property
in turn imposes a restriction on the possible choice of
the function fz(z,¢). Indeed the recursion formulas
(3.12) and (3.14) cannot be proved for an arbitrary
choice of the function f5(z,£), but one has to choose a
function fg(z,£) such that it satisfies

T5(5,8)=f5*(2,).

Because of the local commutativity condition the above
relation can be satisfied if we assume a function of the
following type:

fB(2,£)=0 for #<0.

Hence we arrive at the following theorem:

Theorem 1.—The recursion formulas for R- and A4-
products follow from those for 7-products if one chooses
a function fz(z,£) such that it vanishes for time-like £.

The theorem that states the inverse of Theorem I is
as follows:

Theorem II.—The recursion formulas for the 7-
products follow from those for R- and A-products
provided that the irreducibility condition is satisfied.
In this case too, the function fz(z,£) should be chosen
under the condition given in Theorem I.

The proof of this theorem is elementary but rather
tedious, and is given in Appendix B.

Whenever we are concerned with the relations be-
tween different kinds of products, we have to choose a
special type of fp(z,£). We shall call this special choice
the space-like gauge, since the function f5(z,£) does not
vanish only for space-like &.

Next we shall examine the self-consistency of the
recursion formulas, and we begin with the following
theorem:

Theorem IIL—If the recursion formulas for R-
products hold, then the vacuum expectation values of
the R-products of field operators should satisfy the
following set of integral equations:

> % 1 [ @)@ [ @x)ar)ae) an

“ Xm+%$my Xm""%fm)

XA (u1—v1) ce e AMD (ul—vl)A(+) (Xl'— Vi 3;'1"71) < AMD (Xm_ Vi Em"lm)

XKul' . ‘szKYl' . -KY,,.T()’: X1 *Xnl1 0y, Y1+%171, yl"‘%ﬂl; .

Ty Ym'i'%nmn Yo— %ﬂm) - (x‘:_)y)] =0, (315)
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where 7(x:%;- - - £,) ={(Q, R(%:%:- - - £,)Q), and the Klein-
Gordon operators K, and K, refer to the elementary
particle and Kx and Ky refer to the composite particle.
The function A (»—9) also refers to the elementary
particle, and A (X —V: £) is defined by

A (X— Y: fy,) =§) fB<X,E)fB*(Y;77)'

The boundary conditions to be imposed upon the
above equations are

(1) 7(x:2;: - -x,) is symmetric in %1, - - -, .
(2) 7(x:%:- - -x,) is a real Lorentz-invariant function.
3) 7(x:21- - -xa)=0, if x<x; for any x,.

If there are no bound states, the equations are reduced
into much simpler ones.?

r(x: yxre k) —7(y: X1+ Xn)
+i Zb Z H (du;) (dv;)
X[Kul' . ’Kuzf(x: X1°° Xpthye e 'ul)

XA (’”1—'01) el AGD) (ul—'l)l)Kﬂl’ .

v — (x?—"y)] =0.

'szf

X (Y2 Xppr - - 2n01- - (3.16)
Since this theorem has been proved for the simpler case
(3.16), we shall briefly sketch the proof We start from

the recursion formula:

R(x:yx1  +%n)—R(y: x21- * - %)
+i > [R(x:x: - -21), R(y: @ppa- - -2,) =0, (3.17a)
comb. .
R(x:yxy - x,)=0 if x<y. (3.17b)

This is equivalent to the definition of the R-product
provided that it is symmetric in the variables standing
to the right of the colon. Take the vacuum-vacuum
matrix element of (3.17a); then the second term
involves a summation over all possible outgoing-
wave stationary states {®,}. By the repeated use of
the recursion formulas, one can express the matrix
element of an R-product between vacuum and an out-
going wave state ., in terms of the vacuum expecta-
tion value of the R-product.

(@, R(x: 2,

. xn)(PQI .. 'ame—))

= f(dyl) e (dym)Kyl' «Kym

X{Q, R(x: 21~ - V) 2)

X<9: <P(y1)‘1’a1>' : '(Qz ‘P(ym)‘pﬁn}p

“XnY1

(3.18a)
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(Pay---am™, R(x: 21- - - 20) Q)

[ G i B

X{Q, R(x: %1 - “Zm)2)
X{(®Pa1, ¢(21)Q)-

*XnZ1°

@an, ¢(5)0).  (3.18b)

Inserting the above expressionsinto the vacuum-vacuum
matrix element of (3.17a), one arrives at (3.15). The
extension of (3.18) to composite particles is clear.

What is important in the present formulation is the
inverse of Theorem III.

Theorem IV.—If a set of functions {r(x: - --%,)}
satisfying Eqs. (3.15) as well as the three boundary
conditions be given, then one can construct a field
operator ¢(x) so as to satisfy the recursion formulas
for R-products. We shall again only briefly_sketch the
proof. Introduce the following notations:

D= f (@@, ¢(5)®)K., D= f (@)@, 9K,
D, = f (@) (@) f5 (5, K.

Do~ [ (@) fa* KM

and further

Df=Dpb1...Dbm Db=Db1.. -Dom,
when B=10;- - - b,. Unless there might be some confusion
we shall spare the subscript z or z, £. Then with this

notation, Eq. (3.18) assumes the form

(@, R(x: 21+ 20) P P)=D*Q, R(x: 21~ %y - - - )Q).
By the repeated use of the recursion formula, we get
(B, o(2)P,P)y=D"\D**DBNQ, R(x: ---)Q). (3.19)
Now when Egs. (3.15) are satisfied by {#(x: ;- - - %)},
we shall define the field operator ¢(x) through

(@), o(x)BP)=D"\D*DE Ny (x: ---); (3.20)

then with the help of mathematical induction one can
prove in a straightforward manner that the recursion
formulas for R-products are satisfied. In this connection
we shall notice that the theorem is true independently
of the form of the function f5(z,£) provided that the
normalization condition is satisfied. As for the details
on this point we shall refer to Sec. 4.

Thus the self-consistency of the recursion formulas is
reduced to the existence of the solution of the integral
equations (3.15).

Theorem V.—The recursion formulas for A-products
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are equivalent to those for R-products provided that
the CPT theorem holds.

Proof: As has been proved in the previous two theo-
rems, the recursion formulas for R-products are equiva-
lent to the integral equations (3.15). Similarly one can
prove the equivalence between the recursion formulas
for A-products and corresponding integral equations for
the functions {a(x: %1 -2.)}={(Q, 4 (x: %1 - - 2)D)}.
It is important that the functions ¢ satisfy exactly the
same equations and boundary conditions (1) and (2).

The third boundary condition turns out to be
a(x:x1- - %,)=0 if x>ux, for any x;.

Now the CPT theorem in Jost form is given by

@ o(®) - p(@)D=(Q, p(—2n) - o(—2)), (3.21)
from which the following relation is derived:
a(®:®y - xn)=(—D"(—x: —%, -+, —%,). (3.22)

One can directly check that if the functions
{r(x:%:---x,)} satisfy the integral equations (3.15),
then so do the functions {(—1)"7(—x: —x1 - —xa)}.
It is necessary, however, to choose the space-like gauge
for fp(x,£) so that one can utilize

AR(X =V f)=AD (X =T : 99),

which results from the choice that ggp(£)=f5(0,£)
=¢8'2fp(z,£) is a real even function of £ As has
been proved by Jost,? (3.21) follows from the assump-
tions I, IT, and the positive energy condition.

Hence, combining Theorems I, IT, and V, we get:

Theorem VI.—Under the assumptions I, II, and IV
all three kinds of recursion formulas for 7-, R-, and
A- products are equivalent to each other, so that Egs.
(3.15) guarantee the existence of two sets {®7} and
{®} and consequently the existence of a unitary S
matrix.

4. DEVIATION OF THE S MATRIX

The explicit form of the .S matrix follows from the
recursion formulas for T-products. Before entering into
the question how one can express the S matrix we shall
first discuss related problems. We shall first discuss the
arbitrariness of the function fz(2,£), and for this pur-
pose we generalize Egs. (2.20).

Let a be a stable particle either elementary or com-
posite; then generally we get

f (@2)AD (z—2': M)K,*

X<Qr T(ZI+517 T ZI+Em) Y1 yn)9>
=Z(a)<9, T(Z+$1, . 'Z+Em)q>a>
X(‘I)a, T(yl . ')’n)9>7

Z E.,"‘—‘ 0.
9 R. Jost, Helv. Phys. Acta 30, 40 (1957).

(4.1)
where
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Or, taking a special Fourier component, one can derive
—1
2(2m)?

X(Q, T(&' 41, -2+ by 317 yn) D)
=(Q, T(z+£, « 2 Em)Pa)(Pa, T(y1- - yn)D)
for the upper sign,
=(Q, T(y1 - y)a)®a, T (3441, - -2+ £n)Q)

for the lower sign.

eiipa.zf (dzl) eTiva-e' K0

(4.1)
The recursion formula for the composite particle B is
given by

(@57, T(x1- %) Pan®)— (D57, T (1- - %0)De )

- f (d2) (8) f (5, ) Ko™

X<¢5(~): T(xl * X,y Z+%E: Z'—%E)(I)a(+)>'

Now we shall prove the arbitrariness of the function
fB, and without loss of generality we shall show this
arbitrariness in the case @) =Q.

Take arbitrarily an fp’ that satisfies the normaliza-
tion condition

(4.2)

[ @01 @o@s, T+ 16 - 109)=1/20m
then what we have to prove is the relation

~i [ @@ oK
X(Q, T(%1°  * %, 2+ 3£, 2—3£)2, )
=(9’ T(xl' . ‘xn)q)aB(+)>.

With the help of the recursion formula and the
notation D< introduced in Sec. 3, we have

(Q) T(xl © Xy Z+%E; Z—%E)q)a>
=(—1)eDQ, T(%1° * * Tn, 2+3£, 53— &, y1° - Y2)D),

where the y’s are the arguments upon which D= oper-
ates. Now applying /" (dz) (d%)f 5 (2,£) K .M to the above
equation, we have with the help of (4.1")

(—i)eDe- (—i) f (d2) (@2) [ (5 KM
X<Q7 T(xl © X,y Z—I—%E, Z—%Ey Vi 'ya)SZ)

= (—iyepe- (200 [ @or1s' 0

X @z, (e3¢, z——;—sm)) @ T wayr- - 92)P5)

=(—9)*DHQ, T(21° - " %uY1* " ¥a)P5)
=(Q, T(%1- - - 2n)Pap™).
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Thus the arbitrariness of the function fp is proved.
Eventually f5 can also be an operator as we shall discuss
in the next section. The arbitrariness of fp can also be
proved in the case of R- and A-products with the aid of
relations like

f(dz’)AW (z—%': M)Kz®

X{Q, R(x: 2" +£1, + v+, &'y 310 y2)Q)
=qm Z(a)(ﬂy T(Z+£1, Tty Z"I"Em)q)a)
X{®@a, R(x: y1° + - 32) ),
or

f(dz’)A(+>(z'—z: M)Kz*

X, R(w: 5"+ &1, -y 2+ oy 310 90)D)
= (-—-’[:)m Z(a)<ﬂ, R(x: Vi 'yn)q)a>
X(cba) T(Z"{"El, T Z+Em)9>

Next let us consider two interacting neutral spinless
fields ¢ and ¢. Suppose that we have

(@, T[¥ (@)¥ (v) J2a) =0,

where ®, represents a one g-quantum state. The usual
recursion formula for the ¢-field is given by

(@B, T(+ - )Poa™P)—(Bgya™, T(+ - - )BoP)
——i f (@52, o()Ba)Kse

X(@s, TL- - - (2) 1@ P),
but in this case one can also derive

(Qﬁ(_)’ T(' . ')‘I)aa(_*-))__(q)ﬁ/a(_); T(' . ‘)‘ba(—H)

(4.3)

——i[ @@ sk

X(@D, TL: - ¢ (z+3¥ (53— 38) 1aP),

provided that the normalization condition is satisfied,
ie.,

(4.4)

f (@0 fulz,8)
X (0, T (- 3000 (s— 38 10) = 1/2(2m).

Equation (4.4) can be proved using exactly the same
technique as that used in the proof of the arbitrariness
of fp. The recursion formula (4.4) shows that within
the framework of our formulation the e-field quantum
can be treated also as a composite particle consisting of
y-field quanta. Therefore the integral equations (3.16)

(4.5)
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for two fields without bound states can be transformed
into the integral equations (3.15) for a single field with
bound states. What is interesting is the fact that the
inverse is also true, namely a composite particle can
always be described as the quantum of a new field. The
problem is to prove (4.3) starting from (4.4), and since
we have to prove it also for other products we shall
choose the space-like gauge for the function f. Hence

we have )
fa(5,8) =€+ 7ga(8),

where g,(£) is a real even function of ¢ and survives
only for space-like £ Now in order to carry out this
program we take a special form of g,(£):

ga(s)‘_“&(g)Ga(E)’

where G,(¢) is a Lorentz-invariant function of ¢ and
Pa. Then the normalization condition turns out to be

f (d8)6(DGa(E)(@er TLH(OW(—30)T)
= HmGa(8)(Eo, THH(GOW(~10)10)=1/2(20)"

The function G,(£) should be so chosen as to cancel the
singularity of (@, T[¥ (3¢ (—1£)]Q) at £=0, and the
limit should be taken for space-like £ in conformity
with the space-like gauge. A possible choice of G,(£) is

Ga(§)=0(8)[2(2m)¥Pa, TIH GEW(—3)IDT.  (4.6)

If we insert this function G,(£) into (4.4), we get (4.3)
again with the help of (4.1), provided that o(x) is
defined by

_ b NG 19)]
(2(2m)) £0 (B, TY (AW (—3)10)

where again the vector ¢ whould approach to zero from
a space-like direction. We took here the normal product
of field operators in accordance with the relation
(2, ¢(*)2)=0 required from the recursion formula. The
independence of the field operator ¢(x) on the direction
po is guaranteed if the limiting value (4.7) is inde-
pendent of the direction in which ¢ approaches to zero.
Since we choose the space-like gauge, the same argu-
ment applies to R- and A-products. Similar results have
been obtained also by Zimmermann!® and by Haag.!®

o(x) (4.7)

Irreducible Set of Fields

As shown above, there is no essential difference be-
tween elementary and composite particles, and it is to
some extent a matter of convention to call a particle
elementary or composite.!! Therefore we shall look for
a substitute for the concept of elementary particles.

10 W. Zimmermann (private communication); R. Haag (private
communication).

11 The author is indebted to Professor W. Heisenberg for valu-
able discussions on this point.
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Let us consider a set of fields (¢1,¢2 - -,¢x), then
some of them might be treated as composite in the
sense mentioned above. Now choose a subset (¢q, s, * +)
from the whole set, and if the equation

[0, ¢u(2)]1=[0, es(x)]="--=0

which holds at any space-time point « requires that O
be a ¢-number, we shall call this subset an irreducible
set. In general there are many ways to select an irre-
ducible set. For instance, a set consisting of an irre-
ducible set and some other fields is also an irreducible
set. If the whole set is divided into two subsets .Sy and
Ss, one can regard the quanta belonging to S; as ele-
mentary and those belonging to .S, as composite only
when .S} is an irreducible set, since otherwise Assump-
tion IV of our formulation is violated. For example,
take the pion field ¢ and the nucleon field y. If there is
no interaction between them, the only irreducible set is
(¢,¥), while if there is an interaction of the Yukawa
type the possible irreducible sets are (¢,¢) and (¢). In
the former case both the pion and the nucleon should
be regarded as elementary, while in the latter case the
pion might be regarded as composite.

(4.8)

Field Equations

In our formulation the equation of motion is given by
(3.15), and once the field operators are decided on, one
might hope to obtain the field equations of the usual
type. It is, however, not clear if it is always possible,
since local field equations involve products of field
operators at the same space-time point and hence
bring about divergent constants in the equations. In
this respect our equations involving no divergent con-
stant seem to have a great advantage over the field
equations. The defect of our approach consists in the
lack of knowledge of the detailed nature of interactions,
but the author hopes that it might be overcome to
some extent. Indeed it might be possible, at least in
special cases, to determine the theory almost uniquely
by imposing some additional restrictions upon the
integral equations. For instance, in quantum electro-
dynamics it might suffice to assume the nonexistence
of bound states and gauge invariance, as suggested by
perturbation theory.®

Quantization

Finally it must be noticed that our theory is quantized
through the recursion formulas which give relations
between fields and particles. It is not yet clear if our
quantization procedure leads to the usual one, namely

Le(x), ¢(¥)]=c-number 4.9)

for equal time.
Now we are in a position to write down the explicit
form of the .S matrix. By the repeated use of the re-
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cursion formulas for T-products we get
Spa=2A(—0)*(—0)PDMDANQ, T(---)Q), (4.10)
S SpmTA(—iRDING, T(- an®)  (4.11)
= SA(—i)PDN@ O, T(-+ )8, (4.11D)

In (4.11a) and (4.11b) the T-products can be replaced
by the normal products to achieve the same results as
shown in Appendix B. The arguments in the T-product
upon which D and D operate are spared for the sake of
simplicity. The operator D is defined in the proof of
Theorem IV in Sec. 3, and the operator D is not the
same as D but the former is obtained from the latter by
substituting fp for fg*.

In order to prove the unitarity of the S-matrix we
start from the functional equation UtU=1. By dif-
ferentiating this relation with respect to the external
field Q(x), we get

> (=i (=D

comb. (z;) 5

Apply D=D# on the vacuum-vacuum matrix element of
the above equation, then we get with the help of the
recursion formulas for T products the desired relation
StS=1. The conjugate equation SST=1 follows from
UUT=1.

5. RELATION TO THE S-MATRIX THEORY
OF BOUND STATES

As we have seen in the previous section the function
or eventually an operator fp for bound states can be
arbitrary except for the normalization condition. Mak-
ing use of this property it seems to be possible to relate
the S-matrix elements for reactions involving composite
particles to those involving no composite particles. To
illustrate the problem, we discuss the relation between
the following two reactions:

ptp—ntptat,
p+p—> dtrt.

The answer to this question is that if one knows the
analytic forms of the S-matrix elements of (5.1) and
of the scattering process

(5.1)
(5.2)

ntp— ptn, ($.3)

one can derive the S-matrix element for (5.2), pro-
vided that these S-matrix elements satisfy certain
analytic properties. Generalizing this statement one
may infer that the S-matrix elements for reactions in-

- volving only the quanta of an irreducible set would

determine the entire .S matrix.
For the sake of simplicity we shall consider that all
particles participating in (5.1) and (5.2) are spinless.
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The S-matrix elements for these reactions are given by
S+~ ntprbrt) = (=i [ (@) @) (@)

X{(Pa, 0™ (30)QNPp, 05" (22)UPx, o™ (9)Q)
X Ke1"K2oPK ™, TLon(21) 05(22) 02 (3) 1@pp ™), (5.4)

S(ptp— dbat)= (=i f (@) (@) (@)

X Fa(2,£)(@x, ox* () QKK

X{Q, TLon(3+38) 0p(3—38) or (y)]q)pp“_))- (5.5)
Now choose such a f; as
f~d (Z,E) = gd(Z’E)KzanZZP) (5'6)

where z;=2+43£, 2e=2—1%£, namely

19 9\? 19 9\?
K= (— —-+-—') —-m,?, KzoP= (— —_—— -—m,,z,
29z 9¢ 20z 09¢

and g, is a suitable function, then (5.5) turns out to be

(dz1) (dz2) (@y)Za(51,22)
X{(®r, ¢* (VWK 4 Ko1"K20P K )™
X(Q, TLen(21) 00(22) 02 () 12 P).
This expression is very similar to (5.4) and if we had put
Ba(21,52) = (P, 00" (2) 2Dy, 0% (22)2),  (5.8)

the similarity would have been complete. In order to
interpret (5.8) let us denote the momenta of neutron
and proton by p, and p,, respectively ; then they satisfy

(—ir [

(5.7

pa*tmP=p+m*=0, (5.9
where m is the nucleon rest mass. Put
P=putp, k= (?n_Pp)/Z; (5.10)

then P has to satisfy P24 M2=0, M being the rest mass
of the deuteron. Equation (5.9) is expressed in terms
of P and % by

1Pk H-m*=0, k-P=0. (5.11)

The second equation shows that % is a space-like vector
and the first equation implies

k*=(M/2)*—m?<0.

Hence % cannot be a real vector. Assume that the
S-matrix element for (5.4), denoted by S,,(P,k), can
be analytically continued to such a complex value of k&
and has a pole at the value of % given by (5.11), then
the relation between (5.4) and (5.7) is given by

Sa=—ic lim (P*+M?)S,,(P,k),

P—Pg

(5.12)
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where Sq is the .S matrix element for (5.5). Of course P
and % are not independent of one another but related
through (5.11). With the help of (5.11) one also writes
(5.12) as

Sa=4ic lim (B2 +4v2)Ss,(P,k), (5.13)

where v?= (m—3M)(m+3M)~mB, B being the bind-
ing energy of the deuteron. This formula shows the
possibility of relating (5.5) to (5.4), and the problem is
reduced to the determination of the normalization con-
stant ¢ in Eq. (5.8). This problem is answered in the
following way : we start from the equation

—1
2(2x)3

X on(®'+38) 0n* (y+31) 00" (y—31)12)

= (@ TLes(e— 1) pale+30)T067)

spin
X@p?, TLen*(y+3m) 00" (y—3m) 19),

where ®p¢ represents a deuteron state with momentum
P. Next we introduce fz and f, satisfying the normaliza-
tion condition

[ @eir ek mg, 10,0019

(5.14)

f (@9 Fa(x,2)
X(@, TLep(r—38) (w38 Jopt)=1/2(2m)’, (5.15)
f (dn)falyin)

X(@a, TLon™ (y+3m) 05" (y—30) J2)=1/2(2m)%

Multiplying (5.14) by fa(x,£) and fa(y,n) and integrat-
ing over £ and 5, we get from (5.15)

f (da!)P- = K f (d8) (dn) a,8)

X (Qy T[¢p(xl_ %E) San(x,'*'%g)
X ea*(y+3m) 00" (y—31) I falym) =1/2(2m)?,

where we have interchanged the order of integration
between x’ and &, 1.

If f; and f; are of the form (5.6) and (5.8), one
arrives at
—(2r)~t lim (P*4M?)S(P,k)=1/2(2x)3,

P—Pg

(5.16)

where S(n+4p — p+n)=6(P;—P;)S(P,k). In the cen-
ter-of-mass system S(P,k) is the function of k alone
and we denote it by S(k), then (5.16) is rewritten as

—4irt lim (R++2)S(k)=1, (5.17)

| k|—iy

from which the normalization constant ¢ is determined.
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Equation (5.17) shows, in agreement with the S-matrix
theory of bound states, that S(k) has a pole at | k| =4y.

Thus the problem is formally answered. In the S-
matrix theory'®® the levels of bound states could be
obtained as the poles of the S matrix, but in the present
theory not only the levels of bound states but also the
S-matrix elements of reactions involving composite
particles can be derived. In this sense the present
theory exhibits a possible generalization of the S-matrix
theory of bound states.

In what follows we shall illustrate this method by
assuming the possible form of S.p(P,k) phenomeno-
logically. From now on, we go over to spinor nucleons;
then we have to replace the Klein-Gordon operators
for nucleons by Dirac operators.® So far as only non-
relativistic nucleons are concerned, however, the for-
mulas given above are still useful and we shall deter-
mine the normalization constant ¢ in the nonrelativistic
approximation. In the normalization employed in this
paper the S matrix in the 35 state is given by

210

S(k) =S (k) =
(k)=S5( )——;2—,

™

(5.18)

where & is the phase shift in the 35 state. For simplicity
we dropped the 2D state and retained only the 35 state
to describe the deuteron state. In the effective-range
theory,! the phase shift é is given by

11
k cotd= ————rok.

(5.19)
a 2
Combining (5.17) and (5.19), we get
w2 1—rey
fm—— (5.20)
8 my

The cross sections for (5.1) and (5.2) are given by

- 4x* rdqdp.dp
orpm [ o PY|Sl?, (5.20)
B o Pno Do
472 prdq dP
cme (B wp, Py 1Salr, (5.22)
B Y gy Po

where ¢ is the four-momentum of the produced pion and
B is given in terms of the four-momenta p® and p®
of the incident protons by

B=[— (pu0p, D — p,2p,W)2/4T8
= WE@) —p@FEMD)2— (p®) ()27,
LPWE®—p 2= (X p®)?]

From (5.22) the differential cross section for pion

12 W, Heisenberg, Z. Physik 120, 513, 673 (1943); Z. Natur-
forsch. 1, 608 (1946).

13 C, Mgller, Kgl. Danske Videnskab. Selskab, Mat.-fys. Medd.
23, No. 1 (1945); 24, No. 19 (1946).

14 J' M. Blatt and J. D. Jackson, Phys. Rev. 76, 18 (1949).
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production is given by

do‘d 44r2 q
—=—|Sal?,

(5.23
& B E )

where E is the total energy of the system in the center-
of-mass reference, and ¢ denotes the absolute value of
the three-vector q. Then in order to simplify (5.21) let
us study the kinematics of the system. Let M be the
rest mass of the n+p system; then the total four-
momentum of this system is given by

P= [’_ q, (M2+q2)§].
Since % is orthogonal to P, we get
ko=—k-q/ (M*+q?)*.
Upon inserting this result into the first equation of
(5.11), it follows that
— (/) +m*+ k= (k- )%/ (M*+¢*) =0.

Since the final nucleons are assumed to be nonrela-
tivistic, we make an approximation ko=~0. Then we have
M2=4(m?*+k?), Po=[4(m*+k?)+q>]t
In this approximation the differential cross section is

given by

Bonp  4An? drrkg

qudQ B Po

|Snsl?, (5.24)

where k= | k|. & and ¢o are not independent, but they
are related to one another by

Qo= (B*— M)/ 2E,

which follows from the conservation of energy. M is a
function of %, and we have

(qo)max— go= (M2—

To—T=2F/E,

min?)/2E=2k/E,
or
(5.25)

where T is the kinetic energy of the produced pion and
Ty is the maximum value of 7.

In order to compare the present theory with Watson’s
theory,'® we make a nonrelativistic approximation for
the produced pion to get :

q= (2uT)%.
To simplify the formula, we may roughly put
Py=E—qo=E=2m.

We shall further assume that this reaction takes place
mainly in the following states:

p+p— ntpt+t, (5.26)
1S 3S ?
15 K. M. Watson, Phys. Rev. 88, 1163 (1952). For the compari-

son of Watson’s theory with experiments, we refer to A. H. Rosen-
feld, Phys. Rev. 96, 139 (1954).
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at least at low energies. Then we may take the ¢-
dependence of S, as linear:

Snp=¢R. (5.27)
Thus we finally get
Loy An? ArV2uiTH(Toy—T)?
- IR[Z  (5.28)

iQdT B m}

We do not know the precise form of R, but Watson’s
theory on the final-state interactions yields the basis

for assuming

A
- S— (5.29)
k(cotd—1)

where A is a constant for a fixed angle. Thus for a
fixed angle one obtains

onp V2 fm\? sin2
=— —) T%(TO—T)*( )G, (5.30)
dQdT = \u k2

where

B m?

An? fAn2 A28
), (5.31)

and G is generally a function of the angle between the
momenta of the incident proton and the produced pion.
Sq is now readily obtained as

Sa=—8cy ;}l,m, (B—17)Sny

7 (5.32)
=—8cyqd 2
1—rgy
Inserting the expression for ¢2, (5.20), into this relation
we have
8ry f ¢*4?
1Sq|2= ( ), (5.33)
m \1—ryy
doa  (v(q/u)?
—f=( : )G. (5.34)
aQ 1—r oY

Watson’s formula for dos/dQ agrees completely with
(5.34), and although in both theories (5.28) and
(5.29) were assumed for the reaction (5.1), this agree-
ment still seems to be very interesting. In his derivation
Watson utilized Heisenberg’s method of normalizing a
bound-state wave function. Namely, let the asymptotic
form of a bound state wave function be

e
Yy~C ; (5.35)
27rvV2
then the normalization constant C is given by
|C|2= fdk S (k). (5.36)
7 iy

K. NISHIJIMA

One readily notices that (5.36) corresponds to (5.17)
in the present formulation. In (5.17), ¢® was inversely
proportional to the residue of the .§ matrix, but this
does not contradict (5.36) since what really corresponds
to the wave function ¢ is not f; but the Feynman
amplitude (Q, T(Y¥,)®s) which is inversely propor-
tional to fg.

Rigorously speaking, the results obtained in this
section are just conjectures, since it still remains to be
justified that the analytic continuation of the S-matrix
elements to the complex values of % is really possible.
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APPENDIX A. DERIVATION OF THE
RECURSION FORMULAS

In this appendix we shall derive the recursion for-
mulas (2.25) by generalizing the relation between the
Feynman amplitudes and the S matrix.

Let D be a finite space-time domain, and we introduce
an external source Q(x) in this domain. Since D is
finite, we may assume that the asymptotic conditions
at £— oo are not invalidated. The S matrix is then
a functional of the external source and is given by

Spa[ Q]=(@sL0], .P[Q]). (A1)

The state vectors ®@ cannot be time-independent
because of the interaction with the external source; so,
choosing a definite space-like surface o, we) shall fix
them by

(I)'I(-H[Q:I: U(ay - w)cl)a(+)7

D OLQ]=U(,0)*0p7, (A.2)

where
U(oyo)=T exp(-—-i [n(dx)Hext(x)), (A3)
. o

and &, and $5) are the state vectors in the absence
of the external source.
Hence we obtain
Spa[Q]=(@p 7, U(0, — 0)d,D). (A9)

The occurrence of U (o, — ) does not damage the
asymptotic condition, since

U, — w):Texp(—iLHext(x)(dx)),

where D is a finite domain.
In what follows we assume Hexi(x) to be of the form

Hexi(x) = 0(2)Q () ; (A.5)
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then, expanding (A.4) in powers of Q(x), one obtains

Sﬁa[Q:l = @)ﬂ(_) ’ (I’a(+)>
— f (@0 @), (@) Pat)

(—iy

21

+

f (d2) (@29 Q(2)Q(x2)

X(®s7, TLo(x1) p(22) [Pa®)+- - -

Corresponding to (2.22), we get in this case the equation

(A.6)

f (da) (dacs') - - - A (1— 2 Y A (spg— 7)) - -

X Koy’ K+ -(Q@9[Q], TLeq(x1) po(#e) - - - 12aPLOT)
= (Z‘) Sﬂa’[Q]Fﬁ(xhxzy o ')a (A7)

where ¢q(x) is defined by
0e(®)=U(050)o(®)U(040) if o:>0
=U(0,02)o(x)U(o,0)t I 0:<0,

and as for QO[Q], ®.P[Q], SLO] we refer to (A.2)
and (A.4). Inserting (A.8) into (A.7), one finds

(A.8)

[ @@ -2 @ =sa® @) -

XKy Kag' -+ {Q, TLU (0, — 0) o(x1) p(x2) - + - J®oH)
=2 ®Ssa' [Q1F (1,2, - +), (A.9)

where S'[Q] is related to S[Q] by (2.23).
Expanding both sides of (A.9) in powers of Q(x), we
arrive at

[ @y

XA (21— 1 )AD (33— ") + - - Koy Ky -
X, TLe(1) - - - o(zm) o (1) p(x2) - - - J1BaP)
=22 (= DXPen D, TLe(21) - - - 0 (2m) 1apn )

X Fg(x1,%2,- ), (A.10)

from which we immediately get (2.25a). In a similar
way we can derive (2.25b) from the rules for evaluating
the asymptotic forms for {— — o,

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF THEOREM II

Let the slice of Minkowsky space [#1,ts] be called D,
and let N be the ring generated from field operators
whose arguments belong to the domain D. For an
operator O of R we define the Rp product by
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Rp[O: o(x1)- - - o(x,)]
= > (=) (ti—x)0(x1—x2) " -0(Xn_1—%n)

perm. (zs)
X[+ +[LO, e(@)Je(x2)]- - - o(xn) 1.

For this new kind of product, we have the following
lemma:

Lemma.—If the recursion formulas for R-products
hold, then the following relation holds for an arbitrary
element O of N :

(B.1)

f (@)@, o(DDK.

X (@), Rp[0: o(x1) - - - 0(20) 0(5) JBa )
=(@a P, Rp[0: (1) - - o(%0) J0a ™)
— (@, Ro[0: o(w) - o(22) Joup®).  (B.2)

(Proof) If Eq. (B.2) is true for Oy and O, then it is
also true for ¢;01-+¢202. Then making use of the relation

Rp[010s: 21+ %4 ]
= Z RD[Oll X1 ~xk]RD|:02: X1 * -xn], (BS)

comb. (z;)
one can prove that it is also true for the product 0:0;.
Therefore if (B.2) is true for ¢(x), where x belongs to
D, then (B.2) is true for an arbitrary operator O of
the form

O=cot f 1(3) (&) (da) + f 2(a,22)
D D

X o (1) ¢ (w2) (1) (dwg)+- - -,

and hence for an arbitrary element of . So we shall
prove (B.2) for O= ¢(x), % being an element of D. Let
us assume #;>x3, « * +, &, in (B.2), since otherwise both
sides of (B.2) vanish and the statement becomes trivial.
Then, for O= ¢(x), xeD, the right-hand side is rewritten
by the ordinary R-product,

[right-hand side of (B.2)]
= (@5, R(x: 21 - - 22)Pa)

—-(fbp("‘), R(x: X1 .xn)q>alb(+)>,

(B.4)

(B.5)

while the left-hand side is also equal to the usual
R-product except for the case x9>2>%, and can
generally be written

(left-hand side) = f (d2)(Ds, ¢ (2))
X KB, R(x: 21 - 2n2)Ba D)

- f (d2)(@s, 0@DDKALO(—2)—0(h—2)]
x<q>ﬁ(+)’ R(x: X1 .xnz)qya&))}_
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Since the first term is equal to (B.5), one has to prove

f (d)(@s, o(@DKA[D(x—2)—0(—2)]

X{(Bg®), R(x: 21- « - 202)PoP)}=0. (B.6)

This expression remains only for x> 20> #1, and in this
case z>%1, **,%n holds. Hence the R-product in
(B.6) is given by

> 0(z—x1) - 0(xp_1—%n)
perm. (z3)
X[ -[Le®), e(2)Je®)]- - - o(xa)].

Therefore it suffices to prove the lemma if one can show
that the Fourier transform of [6(x—2)—0(t—2)]
X[e(x), ¢(2)] with regard to z has no pole at p?+m?
=0. However, this is easily proved since z can move
only in the finite time interval (xo>20>¢1). This argu-
ment is also true for composite particles. It is clear
that a similar lemma holds for 4-products.

Next we shall introduce the generating functionals
of R- and 4-products by

er(x:Q)=UT[Up(x)],

ea(x:Q)=T[Ue)JU, (B.7)

from which we have
pa(x:QQU=Upr(x: Q). (B.8)

In a similar way one can introduce Og(Q) and 04(Q),
for an operator O of R, satisfying

04(Q)U=UO0%(Q), (B.9)

with the understanding that under the time-ordering
operation O is regarded to have the time coordinate 4.
By differentiating (B.9) with respect to Q, we get

2 (=)(=o)

comb.

X<Qy AD[O: X1° 'xm]T(xm+1) Ty x")”)
= X (—)XQ,T(x:- - -#)Rp[O: 2111 - -2, ]2). (B.10)

comb.
We apply D8=]] D% on this equation, then due to the
positive energy condition only the term n#=m survives
on the left-hand side, which is given by

<q)ﬂ (—)r OQ)

as a result of the lemma. The right-hand side is given
again with the help of the lemma by
S5 (—)nDRQ, T(+ )8, )
B1XBa=B v
X DB(®, P, Rp[0: -+ - Q)

= X X (=)D, T(-- )P ) (Dvs™, 00)
B1XBz=B8 ¥

=3 ¥ (_i)axﬁm(g’ T(+ - ) By/8, P )@, ), 0Q)
B1XBe=B v

=Z‘1Tﬂ7<q)7(+)y OQ>1 (B'll)

K. NISHIJIMA

where T}, is defined by

Togr= 20 (_i)ﬂlbm«l; T(--)Py/82P). (B.12)
B1XB2=p
By comparing (B.11) with
(B, 0Q) =2_+(2s7, 2,/ )2, ), 0Q)
(B.13)
=Z7S57<‘1)7(+), OQ))
we get '

(S—=T)0Q=0. (B.14)

In the limit ¢ — — o0, f,— o, state vectors of the
form OQ span the whole Hilbert space, i.e.,

NA=9.

This follows from assumption IV. To prove (B.15) let
us first assume its inverse. Namely we assume that
NQ is a true subspace of  ; then the projection operator
to this subspace commutes with ¢(x) at every space-
time point x. Hence it must be a ¢-number, and this
contradicts the fact that RQ is a true subspace of P.
From (B.14) and (B.15) there follows the relation

S=T. (B.16)

(B.15)

The explicit form of the S matrix is given by (B.12), i.e.,
Spa=2ADINQ, (- - - )Pap D), (B.17)

where T(x1,- - -, 20)= (—2)"T (%1, -+ ,x,). If we start
from

ea(x:QW=Wer(x:Q),

instead of (B.8), one can prove that the T-product in
(B.17) can be replaced by the normal product.

From (B.7), or more explicitly from Uegr(x:Q)
=T[U¢(x)], one can derive

FT(wxr- - xn)= 2, T(w1*+ X)) R(X: X1 - -%n). (B.18)
comb.

Therefore, one has
DB, T(x- - ) H)

=¥ D‘ﬂ/x@’ T(-- .)@7(+>>.1’jx<¢7(+)’R(x: < )DL,
Ay

= Y DENG, T(- )P, P)(—1)*

A=pv,y
X2y, D, (1) Py ™)
= Y Do (Q T(-+ )y, H)(—1)H

A=pv,y
X (q)‘Y (+): go(x)CI)a/,‘ (+)>

= X Sous o@D, 0(@)PauPY(— 1

A=pv,y

=2 u(=D¥2a O, () Payt),
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where for the sake of simplicity the arguments upon
which D# operates are omitted. By mathematical in-
duction this result can be generalized to yield

DBQ, T (21+ - +tbp - - )P, )

=2u(= D2, L1 - ) Par ),  (B.19)
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and similarly
Da<¢)ﬁ(—‘), T (wye e Xpe - Q)
=ZII(— 1)”<¢ﬂ/ﬂ(—)7 z(xl' ° 'xn)(ba/p(+)>~

The recursion formulas for T-products are the direct
consequences of (B.19) and (B.20).

(B.20)
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The Dirac Hamiltonian for a particle in a nonexplicitly time-dependent field is converted to an even
Dirac matrix by means of a single canonical transformation. When the interaction term is an odd Dirac
matrix, the transformed Hamiltonian is expressed in a very simple form. An exact transformation is also
found for two-particle wave equations of Breit’s type. The transformed Hamiltonian is then a #U-separating

matrix, in Chraplyvy’s sense.

In the nonrelativistic limit expansions in powers of 1/7 or 1/¢ are made. The approximate wave equations,

are in agreement with previous transformation results.

INTRODUCTION

SPIN # particle in interaction with various types

of external fields is described by a spinor ¢
satisfying an equation of the Dirac type.!—® For different
purposes it is of interest to have this equation converted
to a two-component equation of the Pauli type. This
was earlier achieved by an elimination method that
gives an equation for the large components of ¥. In
this equation, however, there are terms nonlinear in
9/dt and non-Hermitian interaction terms like the
imaginary electric moment term. Furthermore, the
exact interpretation remains in terms of the four-
component wave function.

A different treatment is due to Foldy and Wouthuy-
sen.* By means of a canonical transformation of the
wave equation, a representation is found where the
Hamiltonian is an even Dirac matrix. Then the Dirac
equation splits into two uncoupled equations of the
Pauli type, describing particles in positive- and nega-
tive-energy states, respectively. When the particle is
free, the transformation is exhibited in a simple, closed
form. In the presence of interactions, however, a
transformation in closed form has not been found, but
an infinite sequence of transformations can be made,
each of which makes the Hamiltonian even to one
higher order in the expansion parameter 1/.

1'W. Pauli, Revs. Modern Phys. 13, 203 (1941).

2 L. L. Foldy, Phys. Rev. 87, 688 (1952).

3 W. A. Barker and Z. V. Chraplyvy, Phys. Rev. 89, 446 (1953).
4L. L. Foldy and S. A. Wouthuysen, Phys. Rev. 78, 29 (1950).

Progress on this point has been made by Case® who
found the transformation in closed form for spin %
particles and spin O particles in time-independent
magnetic fields.

The Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation method has
been extended to two-particle wave equations by
Chraplyvy,®” who found that in the case of equal
masses, the postulate of an even-ever transformed
Hamiltonian is too far-reaching. When the less stringent
requirement of a uU-separating (or an IL-separating)
Hamiltonian was introduced, a whole class of usable
transformations could be found, but none of them is
given explicitly.

In the present paper it is found that the exact
transformation of the Dirac equation for one particle,
can easily be generalized to two-particle wave equations
when Chraplyvy’s less stringent requirement is used.

SUMMARY OF THE FOLDY-WOUTHUYSEN
TRANSFORMATION

The wave function in the Dirac theory is a column
matrix with four components ¢,, where ¥; and ¢, are
called upper components and ¢35 and ¢, lower compo-
nents. ¥ satisfies the wave equation,

h(9/ ) =Hy, 1
the Hamiltonian being a Hermitian four-by-four matrix,
H=Bmc+ca- p-+interaction terms.

—51—(._L:I—.Ease, Phys. Rev. 95, 1323 (1954).

6Z. V. Chraplyvy, Phys. Rev. 91, 388 (1953).
7Z. V. Chraplyvy, Phys. Rev. 92, 1310 (1953).



