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The phenomenological Lagrangian approach to the current-field algebra, and its advantages and defects,
are discussed. The computational rules are stated, and justification is offered. Based on the phenomeno-
logical field-algebra Lagrangian, we consider the electromagnetic effects on the pion mass (for finite pion

mass), the p-meson mass, and the pion g8 decay.

I. INTRODUCTION

ECENTLY there have been several paperst— deal-
ing with the phenomenological Lagrangian ap-
proach to current® (or field®) algebra. In view of this,
we must offer a raison d’étre for still another paper on
the subject.’ The purpose of this paper is to spell out,
in a manner as precise as possible, what phenomeno-
logical Lagrangians are intended to be used for, and
what the computational rules are. It is our feeling that
these points are treated inadequately in the extant
literature. We shall offer a justification for the computa-
tion rules, which are designed to fulfill a limited set of
requirements consistent with the viewpoints of the field
algebra, and of the hypothesis of partially conserved
axial-vector current (PCAC).12 For the sake of lucidity
we shall consider a particularly simple model, in which
the world is made of pions, p mesons and 41 mesons;
but many results of this paper (particularly of Sec. IV)
are of greater generality than the presentation in the
context of this model might indicate. We shall not
discuss functional transformations on the fields and
their ramifications—a subject discussed exhaustively
elsewhere.?

Broadly speaking, a phenomenological Lagrangian,
which incorporates the current algebra and PCAC, is
a device for reproducing the current-algebra results
within the framework of the conventional perturbative
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Lagrangian field theory. The Lagrangian one writes
down in this context is in no sense to be understood as
the basis of a complete field theory of the subparticle
world; rather the machinery of the Lagrangian field
theory is utilized only to the extent of constructing
“smooth” off-shell amplitudes that satisfy constraints
imposed on them by the current-field algebra and
PCAC.

At this point, a question arises inevitably as to
whether the Lagrangian approach is anything more
than an algorithm for reproducing current-field algebra
results. As developed so far, it is nothing but that,
although it is a useful device not only as a computa-
tional short cut but also, as has been emphasized
elsewhere, as a means of eliciting ambiguities and short-
comings of the usual analyses based on current algebra.
It is however hoped, perhaps too optimistically, that
the phenomenological Lagrangian method might pro-
vide us with a formalism for a more satisfactory
description of particle phenomena; by this we mean,
particularly, the possibility of implementing unitarity
together with low-energy theorems derived from cur-
rent-field algebra. Although we do not expect that the
present approach will lead to a fundamental under-
standing of the laws that govern the subparticle world,
we may, and do, hope to achieve a limited goal of
unraveling and exploiting regularities that are manifest
in low-energy particle phenomena.

The plan of this article is as follows. We shall con-
centrate on the dynamics of pions and the chiral
SU2)®SU(2) symmetry. In Sec. II, discussion is
made of the construction of a phenomenological
Lagrangian that consists of the pion fields only and
satisfies the SU(2)®SU(2) algebra and the PCAC
condition. This is preliminary to ensuing discussions.
Applications of this Lagrangian have already been re-
ported elsewhere.® In Sec. ITI, a Lagrangian is con-
structed, which includes pions, p mesons, and iso-
triplet axial-vector mesons (4; mesons), and satisfies
the field algebra and PCAC. Computation rules for
matrix elements are presented in Sec. IV, which ensure
that the resulting amplitudes satisfy the generalized
Ward identities of the kind discussed by Schnitzer and
Weinberg,'® and other constraints of the field algebra

BH. J. Schnitzer and S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. 164, 1828
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and PCAC. The justification for our rules follows from
lemmas 1 and 2 in this section. Section V is devoted
to the discussion of electromagnetic effects. Electro-
magnetism is superimposed upon the strong dynamics
in such a way that both gauge invariance and the field-
current identity are satisfied. Electromagnetic effects
on the pion mass, p-meson mass and the pion 8 decay
are considered and discussed. Section VI contains
further discussions on the phenomenological Lagrangian
approach.

II. CHIRAL DYNAMICS

We shall briefly review the ingredients that go into
the usual current algebra analyses.

(1) One assumes the existence of vector and axial-
vector currents, V,*(x) and 4,%(x), whose time com-
ponents satisfy the local chiral algebra [e.g., SU(2)
®SU(2)] at equal times. For SU(2)®@SU (2), one has
(g, B8 being isospin indices)

[Voa (X)O): VOﬂ (X’,O)] =1e*hY .VO’y (X’O) o8 (X'—' X') )
[V (x,0), 468(x',0) J=1e*$74,47(x,0)8*(x—x"), (1)
[42(x,0), A#(x,0) ]=1e287V7(x,0)83(x—x').

(2) One notes that
(0]944,2(0) [7#(g))= —id*F fuis?,

where f is the pion decay constant. The fact that fnu?
is nonzero allows one to use the divergence 9#4,% as an
interpolating field for the pion ¢=(x):

914 ,%(x) = fepp(x) . 2

PCAC is an assumption that the off-shell amplitudes,
in which the pion fields are defined by Eq. (2), has a
smooth extrapolation from the pion momentum ¢— 0
[at which the current commutation relations (1) make
definite predictions about the amplitude] to the physical
value of ¢, ¢?=p2

It was Weinberg’s! observation that a Lagrangian in
which Eq. (1) is true and in which the pion field satisfies
Eq. (2) must necessarily reproduce the results of cur-
rent algebra in the lowest-order calculation. We now
turn to an example.

Let us construct a theory® in which Eqs. (1) and (2)
are true using only the pion field ¢*(x). Such a theory
may not be a bad approximation to the real world if
higher mass excitations do not influence low-energy
behaviors of the pionic system in an essential way. We
must assign a transformation property of ¢*(x) under
the chiral SU(2)®SU(2). The simplest possibility is
that ¢*(x) transform like the three /=1 components of
(3,%). This means that

o2+ ¢?=invariant under SUQQ)®SU(2), (3)

where o(x) is an object which is isoscalar and scalar
under the (improper) Poincaré group. Since there is no
other field than ¢* in the theory, the right-hand side
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of Eq. (3) must be a ¢c-number constant:

o+ ¢*=f, @
which gives
o(x)=[f<— ¢* ()]
=fr— (1/2fn) ¢ —(1/8fH) (24 --. (5)
In Egs. (4) and (5), f- is to be understood as some
constant, which, as we will later see, is actually the
pion decay constant. The unique Lagrangian density

that is chirally symmetric and no more than quadratic
in the first derivative of the pion field is

Linv=3[(948)*+ (9:0)"]. (6)

To implement the PCAC condition, Eq. (2), we add a
term to Eq. (6), which breaks the chiral symmetry:

£=3[(0,9)*+ (8,0)* ]+ fru?e’; (7
o fum— (1/2£) = (1/81) (.

The coefficient of ¢’ in Eq. (7) is chosen so that the
mass of the pion is u?:

=H0udP— g 0.
The vector and axial-vector currents are identified by

considering the infinitesimal local SU((2)®SU(2)
gauge transformations:

Sud(@)=0(x)X ¢(x), (8)
Ho(@)=—2@)o(x), &Ho@)=%0®) ¢(x).

In particular, the axial-vector current is given by
A (%) =08L/50"\*(x) =[—00,9*+¢0u0](x) (9)
and its divergence by

0kA y==08L/0N(x) = fru*e*(x) , (10)

where
L= / d*x £(x).

We note firstly that the charges (vector as well as
axial vector), being the generators of the SU(2) @ SU (2)
gauge transformations, Eq. (8), certainly satisfy the
SU((2)®@SU(2) algebra, Eq. (1), and, secondly, the
PCAC condition is satisfied. Equation (10) justifies
calling the constant on the right-hand side of Eq. (3)
the pion decay constant f.
The term quartic in the pion field in Eq. (7) is

Loo= (1/81)[(3.0°)*—u*(¢%)7].

Here, one recognizes the structure of the 7'matrix for the
pion-pion scattering [ (g1,0)+(g2:8) = (g5,7)+(g4,0)]
given by Weinberg!4:
Trr=— (l/frz)

X[ 8apdys (s—u2)+8apdps (t—1?)+ 8250y (u—u?) ],
where

s=(@ta), u=(n—gs)*, i=(a—gs)
14 S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 616 (1966).
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The reason for the lowest-order calculation (in f,™%)
yielding precisely the current-algebra result will be
discussed in a slightly different context in the next
section.

For the ensuing discussion it is convenient to intro-
duce tensor notation appropriate to SU(2)@SU (2), at
this juncture. The upper index a(=1,2) denotes a
cogredient spinor, and the lower index a contragredient
spinor. While the unbarred indices transform under
Q*+(Qs>, the barred ones transform under Q*—Q;?,
where

Qo= [d‘*x Vor(x,t),
(11)
Q= /d%c Ag(x,0).

Under this convention,

Meg(x)=[o(x)+ix ¢(x)Jas,
M?(x)=[o(x)—ix- ¢(x)]as.
Under the parity operation Q*4-Q3z* <> Q*—Qs?,
M“E(x;t) «> Mab(_x)t) .

With the definition of the M fields given by Eq. (11),
Eq. (6) may be written as

Liny=210*M5(x)d, M8, (). (6")

[The model presented here is essentially the nonlinear
model of Gell-Mann and Lévy, Ref. 11; ramifications of
this model are discussed in Ref. 5.]

III. PHENOMENOLOGICAL LAGRANGIAN

The notion of the algebra of fields® is motivated by
(1) the empirical observation that the vector mesons
dominate the form factors associated with the cur-
rents,’517 and (2) the desirability of having well-defined
Schwinger terms!® in, e.g., the equal-time commutators
between the time and the space components of the
currents. A precise formulation of this notation is the
statement that the currents are proportional to the
vector (or axial-vector) fields, as discussed by Lee,
Weinberg, and Zumino.? The only Lagrangian model so
far devised to implement the field-current identity is
that of the massive Yang-Mills fields.''®* We caution
here that since the notion of field algebra involves the
extrapolation of certain empirical low-energy features
into the high-energy domain, field algebra may run into
difficulty for processes that depend upon the high-
energy behavior of the system in an essential way. As
we shall see in Sec. V, this is indeed the case.

Under the infinitesimal SU(2)®SU (2) local gauge

1Y, Nambu, Phys. Rev. 106, 1366 (1957).

16 J.'J. Sakurai, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 11, 1 (1960).

17 M. Gell-Mann and F. Zachariasen, Phys. Rev. 134 953 (1961).

18 J, Schwinger, Phys. Rev. Letters 3, 296 (1959); T. Goto

and T. Imamura, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) 14, 396 (1955).
¥ C. N. Yang and R. L. Mills, Phys. Rev. 96, 191 (1954).
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transformations, the Yang-Mills fields (V.),* cor-
responding to Q.*=(Q*+-Q;* undergo the change
OVir=0x,+2gx:e X V¥, (12)
and the M fields defined by Eq. (11) undergo the change
M 5= —ig[ (x4 %) %M 5—M:(x—-7)%],
M3 =1ig[ (- %)%M%— M% (- %)%,

where

(13)

X+=wkd.

With the covariant derivatives ®*, which act on the
M fields, defined by

(DEM) %5=0, .M %5+ ig[ V4 - eM — MV_*- %%,
(D*M)%=0,M%—ig[V *-aM — MV_* 2%,
the Lagarangian density which formally satisfies the

field algebra and PCAC can be immediately written
down:

(14)

1
L=— Z —(aﬂviv— avviu—gviuxviv)2"’mQ(Viﬂ)2
=t (2

11
S o5 (DM, Pt (15
LA M b’ (19)

The reason for introducing the factor (1—pg2)Y2 will
become clear shortly; it has to do with the requirement
that the kinetic-energy term of the physical pion field
in the Lagrangian density be of the standard form
3(0.0)%.. We define the vector and axial-vector fields
o* and a* by
=3 (Vi)
ar=3(V, r—V_#),
Making use of Egs. (11), (14), and (16), we may write
Eq. (14) as
£=—%(8,0—9,0.— g0, X 0,—ga, X a,)?
—1(Duay,—D,a, ) +3m* (o +a,?)
+5(1-8)H{(9u0'— g4+ a,)*
+[Dug+g(frto a3+ fulo’,
D,=0,—go.X.

The vector and axial-vector currents are obtained from
the gauge principle®:

(16)

¢y

where

2

Ve (x)= =—p2(%),
0w (x) g
(18)
3V 2 (x)= =0
8e(x)
2 The generalized Gell-Mann-Lévy equation is of the form
L L, 3L _
@ a“sa,.x @) +76“a"aa,.a,x @) =0,
which can be easily proved by using Schwinger’s action principle.
In our case,
SL 3L a0

30,0A (%) 80,0,9 A (x)



i510
and
oL m?
Ao (1) =———=—0a,"(x),
80"\ (x) g
(19)
04,2 (x)= = fru’(x).
e (x)
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The axial-vector field a, is not entirely associated with
the 1% particle (41?) in perturbation theory, since the
Lagrangian density (17) contains the bilinear coupling
term gfra,-9*¢. The diagonalization of the a, and 9,¢
fields leads to

a,(x)=a, (x)— (8/m)Du¢ (20)

and

L= —1[d.0,— d,0,—gouX 0s—ga, X a,4g (8/m) (a,' X D, ¢—a,' X Du§)—g(8/m)*Du$ X D, ¢

1/ m
Fintoi— iD= Dt (5/m) (D.D,~DDYT+

2

)(am%wmz
62

11 8 1 g 8 2
- @o)=o ea=m9D9) [+ —or(a1-=0,5)
m 21-—-p2 m

21—p

The requirement that the pion field ¢*(x) satisfies the
canonical commutation relation demands that

B=gf«/m, (22)

the use of which has been made in writing down Egs.
(20) and (21). The mass of the axial-vector meson a,!
is given by

md =m;’/ (16, (23)

which may be written in the more suggestive form

me2\2/ 1 1
CIEE

g m2 mg?
This is precisely the first sum rule of Weinberg? in

the single-particle approximation. From Egs. (19) and
(20), it follows that

Au(x)= (m?/g)a'y— (m,B8/g) Dy,

which is equivalent to the second sum rule of Wein-
berg.?! The celebrated Fayyazuddin-Riazuddin-Kawa-
rabayashi-Suzuki (FRKS) sum rule?? is

'3=gf7r/'mp= 1/\/2

In our consideration, this relation cannot follow, since
g, f=, and m, are independent parameters of the theory.
Indeed, we do not know of a derivation of Eq. (22)
based entirely on current algebra and PCAC, without
additional assumptions.* However, we note that the
FRXKS relation is empirically well satisfied.

(mp = m) ’

(237

(207

(22)

2 S, Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Letters 18, 507 (1967).

22 Riazuddin and Fayyazuddin, Phys. Rev. 147, 1071 (1966).

% K, Kawarabayashi and M. Suzuki, Phys. Rev. Letters 16,
225 (1966).

2 J, J. Sakurai, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 552 (1966).

Bm

1—p

Bm
a,,1>+u2—— . (21)

+g‘7’(a#1— ED” ¢> (Du o+
m 4

IV. ALGORITHM

We shall now state the rules of obtaining current-
field algebra (for hard pions, in the sense of Schnitzer
and Weinberg®) from the Lagrangian (21).

Recipe: To compule n-point functions of the particle
fields, apply the Feynman-Dyson rules to the Lagrangian
in Eq. (21) and sum over only the tree diagrams with
appropriate external lines. We call a diagram a tree if
every point in the diagram is not self-connected: It
is impossible to start from a point and traverse along
lines to return to the same point without retracing any
path. In short, a tree is a diagram without loops; or a
diagram which requires no integrations after four-
momentum conservation at each vertex is taken into
account.

To prove that this recipe gives amplitudes which
satisfy all constraints imposed upon them by the field
algebra and PCAC, we give two lemmas. Let us begin
with some definitions and conventions. We write the
Lagrangian density (21) in the form

L&=—1 (an&)v— aVQu)2+%mp2 9#2
- % (auaﬂl— avanl)2+%ma2 (au1)2

+3(0,6)’— 302 ¢+ Lins (8,85 6, 00241).

We have written £t as a function of g and B, since
the constant f, may be eliminated by using the relation

f1r=6mp/g~

Denoting by ¢ any of the fields (¢,0,,a,"), we have the
following lemmas.

(24)

Lemma 1: The n-point vertex (Y)™ in Liny s of order
g2, B being fived. This is obvious when £in(g,8) is
explicitly written out. Note that in the covariant de-
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rivative D,, the combination gp,* appears, and that the
field ¢’ is now written as

o' == 38(Bm,) " §' R Bm) (¢ -

The reason for keeping B fixed is clear from Eq. (20).
By doing this, a,! and d,¢ are, so far as the power
counting of the parameter g is concerned, on the same
footing.

Lemma 2: Tree diagrams of any N-point function for the
particle fields are all of order g2, and conversely, dia-
grams of order g% of an N-point function are all trees.
Lemma 2 follows from the definition of a tree diagram,
Feynman rules and Lemma 1, by induction. To prove
our main contention, namely that the sum of all tree
diagrams for a given process satisfies field-algebraic
and PCAC constraints, we begin with the following
observation. Constraints imposed by the field algebra
and PCAC upon an N-point function for the particle
fields can be formulated as precise mathematical
statements® (such as generalized Ward identities, to
borrow a phrase), which relate an N-point function to an
(V—1)-point function with a proportionality constant
linear in g. Symbolically, we shall write

(N-point function) « g{(V —1)-point function). (25)

There are also relations of the form
1
lin{) (N p.f.) oc;(N— 1 pf)y=gBm,)(N—1pi.)
qu~> .

when g, refers to the momentum of a pion, and of the
form

. 4
!lzirzlo (N pi.)« ;n?(N—l p.L.)

when ¢, refers to the momentum of a vector (or an
axial-vector) meson. Equations of the form of Eq. (25)
are true order by order in g, and, in particular, in the
lowest nonvanishing order (g¥—2 for an N-point func-
tion) in g. This concludes the proof.

In comparing our procedure to that of, e.g., Schnitzer
and Weinberg,’® and Gerstein and Schnitzer,?® we note
that tree diagrams with branches [examples of which
are shown in Fig. 1(a)] correspond to pole terms in
theirs ; contact terms [‘examples in Fig. 1(b) ] correspond
to their polynomial terms in momenta. For hard pions,
we need only to retain derivative terms in the La-
grangian which would otherwise vanish in the soft-pion
limit.

Some of the 3- and 4-point vertices, which we will

2 T, Gerstein and H. J. Schnitzer (to be published). To be more
precise, the scheme of Gerstein, Schnitzer, and Weinberg is more
general than ours, in that the field-algebra constraints, such as
Egs. (20) and (23), need not be imposed, and the ‘“anomalous
magnetic moment” type couplings have been included.
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(a) (b)

F1c. 1. Examples of tree diagrams. (a) Trees with branches; (b)
trees corresponding to contact interactions.

need in subsequent applications, are as follows:

g7 Cpmr=—gu* (X 9"4)

+3(8/my)*(3u0,—0,04) - 044X 3”6, (26a)
g_l"BAvpﬂ: _%(ﬁ/mp) (6M9V_ 9, 9#)
“(a'X 3, 6—2,'X 9, 9)
_%(ﬁ/mp) (auavl_ d,a,t)- (an!)v_ av@u)x 9, (26b)
g_2£p21r2=%(9u>< 4’)2
- (B/m,,)z(a,,g,,—a,,g,,) (e"X ¢)X 9" ¢
-%(,3/mp)2[(0“9r*3y9”)x ¢
—5(8/m,)*(0uX 05)- (3" X p"g), (26c)
£L,=3(0u0,— dr04) 0" X 07, (26d)
g2 =—%(0uX 0,)% (26e)

V. ELECTROMAGNETISM AND RADIATIVE
CORRECTIONS

To ensure the field-current identity and electro-
magnetic gauge invariance in the presence of electro-
magnetic field, we write the Lagrangian £gv in the
presence of electromagnetism as

LEM= _%(Fuv)2+£
—3mp* (pu°)*— (pu"+e®,/8)*],

where £ is given by (21), ®, is the electromagnetic
potential, and

@27

Fouy=03,8,— 9,%,.

As emphasized by Schwinger,? and Kroll, Lee, and
Zumino,?¢ Eq. (27) is completely gauge invariant and
is canonically equivalent to the formulation of Lee and
Zumino.?

Neither p,0 nor ®, can be identified with the physical
p° particle and photon, but rather some combinations
of them. For the purpose of lowest-order radiative
corrections, however, it suffices to take the additional
interaction Lagrangian to be

(Lum)ine= (em,/g)p, /P =V 5P . (28)

26 N. Kroll, T. D. Lee, and B. Zumino, Phys. Rev. 157, 1376
(1967).
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Thus the radiative correction to the hadronic process
a—f may be visualized as a+ (virtual p°% — 8
~+ (virtual p°) wherein two virtual p° lines are joined by
a photon propagator. The process a+ (virtual p%) — 8
+ (virtual p° is to be described by the algorithm
developed in the last section. In all radiative correction
calculation, the line representing the sequence: (virtual
0% — (virtual ) — (virtual p°) appears, with the
effective propagator (in the Landau gauge):

e\ 9“q° q9r
(——1)3<1“6> <glm_—;><grr—‘ . >
4 mp q
( qrqv) 1 ( 1 >2
X[ g7 — . _
m2/) P\F—m,?
) ¢ 2 quqv 1 mpZ 2
= -—l(—-) (g’“'—— 5 >";(2—-—2> . (29)
8 ¢/ gNg—m,

A. Pion Electromagnetic Mass

The #+-x® mass difference can be calculated by
considering all the tree diagrams for 7++p%— 7+4p°
and closing the p%-y-p° loop. The relevant strong vertices
are contained in £,,2, £ 4,5+, and £,2.2, Egs. (26a)-(26¢).
For our purpose, we shall group these terms into

£,=£1+£2, (30)
where
g81=— g, (X 348)+5(8/m,)*(3,0,—3v0u)
-9 X 0" ¢+5g(0uX 8)%, (31)

gLe= _%(B/mp) (anavl— d,a,')- (3“9"— 0”9“)X o
—3(8/m,)(3*9*—98"¢*) - (a,'X 8, 6—2a,'X 3, 9)
~15(B/m,)’L(3u0,—8r00)X 1. (32)

£1and £ are separately gauge invariant. Using Eq. (29)
the calculation of the #t electromagnetic mass shift
goes through in a straightforward manner. (There is
no AI=2 mass shift for the #°.)

The contribution of £; (pion pole and the related
“sea gull” diagrams) to du?=p2(z*)—p2(r®) is (with
PZ_: ”2)

e rdk 1/ m;? 1
P )
i) ey \R—m2/ (p—k)— 2

LQ2p—Fk)-% T
k2

x {<2p—k>2— 3L (p— k=]
48 m L (k- pY— ]
(B R <p-k>2]} . (33)

and the contribution of £, (A4; pole and the related
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“sea gull” diagrams) is

() 32<6>21/ &'k 1( i >2
u?)o= 3¢} — ) = — -
N\ i) em) e\,

e i T

To order (u/m,)?, the two terms in Eqs. (33) and (34)
are, respectively,

e )]

15 1 AN?
+—+—ln(——>} (33
16 16 \m,

and

3a wA\T 19
(86p2) o z—m,? { 2In2—1+ <——> [— In2
4 4

My

55 1 AN\?
eou(2) ] e
16 16 \m,
where A is the ultraviolet cutoff momentum and use
has been made of the FRKS relation
which is empirically well satisfied. The sum of the two
contributions is

3a wr om,?
dul=—m,? [ 2 1n2+—~|:1n~—
47 m,2 u?

19 5 1 A2
+—In2——- 1n-]} . (35)
4 2 8 2

mﬁ
In the limit of zero pion mass,

(612) wrro= (3a/4m)2 In2 (36)

which is exactly the soft-pion result of Das et al.,?’
previously derived by assuming the Weinberg sum
rules and using the standard current-algebra technique.
The derivation of this result using the phenomenological
Lagrangian method has been independently carried out
by Schwinger,? and Wick and Zumino.?® Our calcula-
tion shows, however, that when the pion is not soft,
namely u?s#0, the calculated mass shift is logarithmi-
cally divergent. The soft-pion calculation of Das et al.
is understood only in the light of the field algebra (the
Weinberg sum rules being exact according to the field
algebra). Our calculation, which is based on the field

21T, Das, G. S. Guralnik, V. S. Mathur, F. E. Low, and J. E.
Young, Phys. Rev. Letters 18, 759 (1967).
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algebra, demonstrates directly that the field algebra
alone does not assure a finite electromagnetic mass
difference for “real” (as opposed to ‘“‘soft”) pions. This
conclusion, which has been reached independently by
Gerstein and Schnitzer,?® and Wick and Zumino,? is
consistent with the general argument of Halpern and
Segre?® that the field algebra, in general, may give rise
to logarithmically divergent electromagnetic mass dif-
ferences. The numerical coefficient of the logarithmic
divergence in Eq. (35) can indeed be reproduced using
the method of Halpern and Segré?® as observed inde-
pendently by Wick and Zumino.?®

To have an idea as to the dependence of du? on the
cutoff parameter A, we write Eq. (35) as

3au A
ou=6.0 MeV+4— - ln(—) . (35)

48 \m,

The cutoff-dependent term contributes ~0.07 MeV to
6, for A=10m, and ~0.14 MeV for A=100m,.

B. o-Meson Electromagnetic Mass

The p* electromagnetic mass shift can be similarly
calculated by considering the tree diagrams for pt-p°
— pt+p° and closing the p®—v—p°® loop. The relevant
strong vertices are contained in £,* and £,¢, Eqgs. (26d)
and (26e). As anticipated, the calculated pt-p® mass
difference is again logarithmically divergent:

(om) 3a 21 d*k 3
om divergent = —— —/—— 3

g dr ' 43) (B2ie)
We note that in calculating the p*—p° mass difference,
there is also the diagram p° — v — p° which contributes
to the AT=2 p%meson mass shift.

C. Radiative Corrections to the Pion 3 Decay

The subject of radiative corrections to 8 decays has
recently been of active interest, mainly due to a general
argument by Bjorken® and later elaborated by Abers,
Norton, and Dicus.®* They showed that the electro-
magnetic correction to the weak vector-current matrix
elements is, to the order €%, given by a universal constant

3a 1 a'k

_— 38
Az 23 (Brie) (38)

which is logarithmically divergent and independent of

the strong-interaction dynamics. The two assumptions
that go into the Bjorken-Abers-Norton-Dicus theorem

28 G. C. Wick and B. Zumino, Phys. Letters 25B, 479 (1967).
( 291%. B. Halpern and G. Segré, Phys. Rev. Letters 19, 611
1967).
30 J. D. Bjorken, Phys. Rev. 148, 1467 (1966).
% E. S. Abers, R. E. Norton, and D. A. Dicus, Phys. Rev.
Letters 18, 676 (1967),
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are the current-field algebra commutation relations
and the statement concerning the violation of isospin
conservation by electromagnetism:

(0uk1ed,)V L (x)=0. 39
In the phenomenological field-algebra Lagrangian
model, Eq. (27), these conditions are satisfied. There-
fore, we expect that the result, Eq. (38), should come
out from a direct calculation based on the phenomeno-
logical Lagrangian model, and it indeed does.

To see that the condition, Eq. (39), is satisfied by
the phenomenological field-algebra Lagrangian given by
Eq. (27), we observe that the local gauge transformation

dop=gwX o+ 0,0,
80,=— (g/€)duws

induces the change of £:

(40)

de=m,Lo* dyo—e(0X 0#):®u],
which implies that

(0u1e®,) V 1#(x) =0, Vu:: (m;*/g) ou-

The calculation of the radiative correction to the
pion 8 decay can be carried out by considering the
electromagnetic modification of the tree diagram
7t4m%— pt— et+». In the Landau gauge, the
divergence of the radiative correction comes from (1)
the electromagnetic modification of the p* propagation
function and (2) the modification of the p~etv vertex,
with a p%y line connecting the pt and et. While the
first one gives rise to a multiplicative factor — ém,?/m,?,
the second contribution can be calculated in a straight-
forward manner. The sum of the two contributions is

bm? dal [ d%
m2 4w i) (etieR

~—

(41)

which, on account of Eq. (37), is indeed in agreement
with the general result of Bjorken, and Abers, Norton,
and Dicus 3 (BAND).

We end this section with a few remarks.

(1) The divergence of the calculated #t-m° mass
difference is hardly surprising, since the present theory,
which is tailored to describe low-energy phenomena,
has been unjustifiably extrapolated to a high-energy
virtual process (k— ). Thus, high-energy damping
effects, which made it possible for Harari® to argue
(plausibly) that the AI=2 electromagnetic mass shifts
should be dominated by low-lying excitations and should
therefore be computable, is in fact lacking in our con-
sideration. In addition to this, the present experimental
data seem to indicate a much faster decrease of the

3 H, Harari, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 1303 (1967).
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electromagnetic form factor than that implied by the
p-dominance model. We feel therefore confident that
when these effects are taken into account properly,3?
the effective cutoff momentum A will be a relatively
small one, being not much more than several p-meson
masses.

(2) A similar remark applies to the divergence of
the pt-p° mass difference. As for the renormalization
constant Z; (in the notation of Abers, Norton, and
Dicus®), we may write
3a 1 d*k

+ —,
m? 4w 4i) (Btie)

2
om,

VZi=1—

where the second term will be finite, once dm,? is made
finite, and the last term refers to the divergent integral
associated with the photon exchange between the p*
and et. Assuming that the effective cutoff for the last
term comes from the faster damping of the p electro-
magnetic form factor, for example, and that it is not
much different from that appearing in the p*-p® mass
difference, we may argue that

N Z 1 —26m m il — 4dm,/m, .

Taking ém, to be equal to the uncertainty in the p mass,
+3 MeV (which is probably an overestimate), we find
the correction factor to be not much more than 1.59.
[In a gauge-invariant model in which the electro-
magnetic form factors decrease faster than (k2—m,2)™,
the relation

(0utied,)V1#(x)=0,

which is one of the conditions required for the BAND
theorem, is no longer valid, and there is no contradic-
tion to Z; being finite; this model will be discussed
elsewhere. ]

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In the phenomenological Lagrangian approach we
have described, we have tacitly assumed that the low-
energy, small-momentum transfer limit of a scattering
amplitude is describable by the sum of tree diagrams,
where the masses and coupling constants are to be
regarded as the physical ones, loop diagrams, which
are neglected, producing only the renormalization effects
on these parameters in this limit.* The work of Schnitzer
and Weinberg fortifies this belief, to some extent, but
how one should interpret a ‘“physical coupling con-
stant,” in order to make the above statement correct,

3 J. Schwinger [Phys. Rev. Letters 19, 154 (1967)] discusses
possibility in terms of a momentum-dependent (nonlocal) ~p°
coupling. We understand that T. M. Yan of Harvard University
is considering the various implications of this model to the radia-
tive corrections [J. Schwinger (private communication)].

% We wish to thank Professor H. Lehmann for stressing to us
this viewpoint. This view is apparently also held by V. Weisskopf
[Varenna Summer Shcool lectures, 1967 (to be published)].
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remains to be examined (is it the value of the vertex
function when every particle is on the mass shell, or
when some or all momenta go to zero?, etc.; this
probably is an academic question in view of the PCAC
smoothness condition).

An alternative view is to regard the phenomeno-
logical Lagrangian as a device for exploiting, in phe-
nomenological analyses, symmetries of low-energy
hadronic phenomena through the action principle
applied to a nonoperator, numerical Lagrange function.
This is another way of understanding the algorithm
developed in Sec. IV in which renormalization effects,
characteristic of the operator field theory, have been
consistently neglected.3®

In discussing radiative corrections, we have devised
an intuitive rule, whereby the radiative correction to
the process @« — B is computed by first computing the
strong process a+p® — a-+p° by the algorithm and then
connecting the two p%s by a photon propagator. [In
this case we admit a loop created by the effective photon
propagator, Eq. (29).] The justification for this rule,
aside from being reasonable intuitively, is that this
prescription is precisely that of Cottingham,® in which
we substitute the forward Compton scattering ampli-
tude by the model amplitude constructed from the
phenomenological Lagrangian. We have seen that this
prescription reproduces the field-algebra result of Das
et al. for the 7t-w° mass difference in the limit
(u/my)* — 0.

An obvious defect of theories of this sort is that they
do not satisfy the unitarity. Thus the extrapolation of
this method to higher energies is dangerous and un-
warranted, until and unless a reasonable means of
implementing the unitarity requirements has been
achieved. [The same remark applies equally well to
the current algebra, of course.] With the implementa-
tion of the unitarity, the damping of the (undesirable,
and clearly wrong) polynomial growth of scattering
amplitudes for high energies may be presumed to occur.

In short, what we have achieved is a way of determin-
ing low-energy limits of amplitudes based on such
notions as the field algebra (or an equivalent action-
principle statement), PCAC, and vector-meson domi-
nance. To this, we must add a means of incorporating
the unitarity requirements, at least in some phenomeno-
logical sense, so as to allow an extrapolation to higher
energies. It appears to us that the works of Schwinger,®”
and Okubo et al.,*® among others, are first steps in this
direction. It is a largely unexplored terrain, however.

Note added in proof. A more detailed discussion of
the 77 mass difference is given in I. S. Gerstein,
B. W. Lee, H. T. Nieh and H. J. Schnitzer [Phys.

3 We believe this view comes very close to the view of J.
Schwinger. See Ref. 2. See also Ref. 37 below.

36 W. N. Cottingham, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 25, 424 (1963).

% J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 152, 1219 (1966); 158, 1391 (1967).

38 S, Okubo, R. E. Marshak, and V. S. Mathur, Phys, Rey. Let-
ters 19, 407 (1967).



166

Rev. Letters 19, 1064 (1967)]. The tree diagrams we
refer to in Sec. IV are precisely what Schwinger called
skeletal interactions [J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 158§,
1391 (1967)]. We understand that S. Coleman and B.
Zumino have considered the problem we dealt with
in Sec. IV [S. Coleman and B. Zumino (to be pub-
lished)].
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The Van Hove model of Regge poles is generalized to include propagator self-energy insertions and
used to study unequal-mass daughter trajectories. The first daughter trajectory is found to have negative

slope at ¢=0.

I. INTRODUCTION

ECENTLY the study of Feynman diagrams has
shed new light on the origin and behavior of Regge
poles in relativistic quantum mechanics. Van Hove! has
suggested a simple model in which the amplitude for
Regge exchange is given by the sum of the one-particle
exchange diagrams for the set of particles lying on an
infinitely rising Regge trajectory. Durand? has empha-
sized the close correspondence between the daughter
trajectories found by Freedman and Wang?® in unequal-
mass scattering and the lower spin components that are
carried by off-mass-shell Feynman propagators for par-
ticles with spin.
We wish in this paper to show that the Van Hove
model when studied for unequal external masses and
generalized to include self-energy insertions on the

* Work supported by the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission and
the National Science Foundation.

1L. Van Hove, Phys. Letters 24B, 183 (1967). Durand [Loyal
Durand IIT, Phys. Rev. 161, 1610 (1967)] has studied the smooth-
ness conditions which are required in order to obtain Regge-type
behavior from an infinite set of #-channel diagrams. In particular
he has pointed out that the “particles” which are exchanged need
not actually occur as physical resonances. They can be poles on the
second sheet with negative mass squared as would occur for tra-
jectories which turn over at some finite value of ¢. Hence, the re-
quirement of infinitely rising trajectories is not necessary for ob-
taining Regge behavior. The authors wish to thank Professor
Durand for helpful discussions on this point.

2 Loyal Durand III, Phys. Rev. 154, 1537 (1967).

3D. Z. Freedman and J. M. Wang, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 569
(1966) ; Phys. Rev. 153, 1956 (1967).

propagators of the exchanged particles leads to and gives
information about moving daughter trajectories. Our
results, while model-dependent, suggest that only in
accidental cases are the daughter trajectories expected
to move parallel to the parent trajectory. In particular
we find the first daughter has negative slope at {=0 for
ap(0)>—4%.

Lest the reader get lost below in the technical details
of higher spin, let us first state the plan and simple
physical ideas of our work. We first consider the un-
equal-mass scattering m;~m; — mo-+m, computed with
bare Feynman propagators for the exchanged particles.
We find that the singularities at /=0 of the leading
Regge-pole contribution are cancelled by fixed daughter
poles. As is well known, fixed poles in the angular mo-
mentum plane are incompatible with (¢-channel) uni-
tarity. It is natural to hope, therefore, that when the
Van Hove model is unitarized, the fixed daughter poles
will turn into moving daughter trajectories. Our calcu-
lations show that this is precisely what happens, and we
find an expression which determines the first daughter
trajectory.

II. FIXED DAUGHTER POLES

We begin by studying the unequal-mass scattering
my+my — matmse as s— o with momenta as defined
in Fig/1. In order to avoid undue complications we have
throughout confined our attention to the leading and
first daughter trajectories. The amplitude for the ex-



