INTERACTION OF NONLOCAL AND LOCAL FIELDS

into two parts,

P¢out=P¢Aout+P¢Bout, ¢°ut=1ﬁ40“t+1//3°“t,

such that the fields ¢ 4°%t and P¢ 4% satisfy the same

commutation relations as the incoming fields. Then a

unitary matrix, M, can be defined as
M—lx[/inM:I!,Aout, M~1P¢inM=P¢Aout‘

One would like to say that this M matrix corresponds
to the Heisenberg S matrix. However, the relation of
this M matrix to the classical conservation equations
is not very clear, especially since the fields P¢p°®t and
¥5°"t do not vanish in general. The situation would be

301

improved if they did vanish in general. Hayashi® in his
latest investigations of local fields in nonlocal inter-
action seems to be proceeding in this direction, that is,
making the out fields obey the same commutation
relations as the in fields by modifying the equations
of motion. In general, if the quantization difficulties
are cleared up for local fields in nonlocal interaction,
one can expect that those of the present theory will
also be cleared up.

I wish to acknowledge my indebtedness to Professor
H. Yukawa with respect to the over-all contents of this
paper and to Professor N. Kroll for suggesting the
attack which was used on angular-momentum conser-
vation.
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The new Tamm-Dancoff equations for meson-nucleon scattering are set up in the lowest approximation
and it is shown how explicit nonphysical singularities may be avoided in these equations. The particle self-
energies appearing in the integral equation are renormalized, but the resulting modified propagator for the
system then has a nonphysical singularity. For the states T'=j=14, the vertex and self-energy expressions
generated by the uncrossed graph are considered. The renormalized vertex may be constructed by the
successive solution of two one-dimensional integral equations, the finite part of the self-energy then being
obtained by quadratures. Vertex renormalization is uncertain to a constant factor in the .Sy state, and the
S3 theory therefore depends on two parameters. No numerical results are obtained, owing to a number of
difficulties found in this theory—a comparison is made between these difficulties and those of the corre-

sponding Bethe-Salpeter equation.

I. INTRODUCTION

OME preliminary calculations of phase shifts for

meson-nucleon scattering have recently been re-
ported! for the relativistic 7-meson theory with pseudo-
scalar coupling, based on the simplest Tamm-Dancoff
approximation to the meson-nucleon system. This
approximation omits all amplitudes describing the
system except those directly coupled to the one-meson
one-nucleon amplitude in consequence of the inter-
action between the meson and nucleon fields. For this
amplitude an integral equation was obtained. In addi-
tion to terms describing the interaction between the
meson and nucleon of this amplitude, the integral
equation contained a number of divergent terms, repre-

* Assisted by the joint program of the Office of Naval Research
and the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission.

t Presented as a post-deadline paper at the Washington meeting
of the American Physical Society, April, 1954.

1 On leave of absence from the Department of Mathematical
Physics, University of Birminghan, England.

I'Dyson, Ross, Salpeter, Schweber, Sundaresen, Visscher, and
Bethe, Phys. Rev. 95, 1644 (1954). This paper will be referred to
as D3.

senting the self-energies of the particles and the change
in the energy of the vacuum state which result from
the interaction between the meson and nucleon fields.
The interaction kernel in this integral equation is
clearly the most important term physically since it
accounts for the scattering process, while these other
terms simply describe various kinds of correction to the
motion. Since these corrections could not be evaluated
in this Tamm-Dancoff theory, self-energy terms were
simply omitted and calculations were carried through
for the T=4%, S}, and Pj states of the meson-nucleon
system. Although this lowest-order Tamm-Dancoff
theory represents a drastic approximation to the com-
plete ;s theory, very considerable success was obtained
in accounting for the striking behavior of the phase-
shift? §;; in terms of one parameter, the coupling con-
stant G2/4w. For the Sj state, the linear behavior of the
phase shift §; for high momenta could be understood
in terms of the strong repulsive interaction obtained

2 De Hoffmann, Metropolis, Alei, and Bethe, Phys. Rev. 95,
1586 (1954); R. L. Martin, Phys. Rev. 95, 1606 (1954).
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in the Tamm-Dancoff theory, the departures at lower
momenta being attributed to some weak attractive
interaction not included in the theory at the present
stage.

Experiments on meson-nucleon scattering have now
determined these and other phase shifts over a wide
range of energies. The cross sections are relatively
insensitive to certain phase shifts, notably the 7I'=1%,
P-phase shifts §1; and 813, for which it can only be said
that they are small. However, in addition to the phases
83 and 033, the behavior of the T'=3%, .S} phase §; now
appears to be fairly well established.?

In the Tamm-Dancoff theory, the interaction kernel
contains one term (the uncrossed graph) which is
effective only for the T'=3%, /=% meson-nucleon states.
This is a consequence of the fact that these states have
the same isotopic spin, angular momentum, and parity
as the state of one stationary nucleon or of one anti-
nucleon. Although the integral equation has a finite
form, it has no finite solution for these states, since this
additional term generates new self-energy divergences
in an implicit way. However this interaction term gives
an important contribution to the scattering processes
and cannot consistently be omitted. No means were
available for the treatment of this problem and no
calculations were made for these states in the previous
work.

In order to avoid the presence of the vacuum self-
energy term in the integral equation, a new Tamm-
Dancoff (N.T.D.) method has been proposed* in which
the amplitudes are based on the physical vacuum state
rather than the bare-particle vacuum state. In the
integral equation obtained with the corresponding
Tamm-Dancoff approximation, no vacuum self-energy
term appears, the energy of the system being measured
relative to that of the physical vacuum, and the par-
ticle self-energies appearing have a form which is now
closely related to that of the covariant theory.5 In this
N.T.D. theory, the positive and negative frequency
states were treated symmetrically, and a new difficulty
appeared, namely the presence of unphysical singu-
larities in the N.T.D. amplitudes. The avoidance of
these singularities clearly required the statement of a
further boundary condition expressing the fact that the
state with respect to which the N.T.D. amplitudes are
defined is really the physical vacuum state.

The purpose of the present investigation was to
inquire to what extent the existing phase-shift calcula-
tions could be improved by the inclusion of particle
self-energy corrections, and supplemented by their
extension to the T'=3, j=1 states. In Sec. II, the
N.T.D. equations for the problem are set up in the

3H. A. Bethe and F. de Hoffmann, Phys. Rev. 95, 1100 (1954);
J. Orear, Phys. Rev. 96, 176 (1954).

+F. J. Dyson, Phys. Rev. 90, 994 (1953) and Phys. Rev. 91,
1543 (1953). The latter paper will be referred to as D2.

5F. J. Dyson, Phys. Rev. 91, 421 (1953) (this paper will be
referred to as D1); W. M. Visscher, Phys. Rev. 96, 788 (1954).
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simplest Tamm-Dancoff approximation and it is found
possible in this approximation, by the use of the bound-
ary condition mentioned above, to give a set of equa-
tions which have no nonphysical singularities. This
requires, however, that the theory no longer be sym-
metrical between positive and negative frequencies.
The renormalization of the self-energies appearing in
the integral equation itself is carried out in Sec. III,
where it is found that a further nonphysical singularity
appears in consequence of this achievement. In Sec.
IV, the renormalization of the vertex and self-energy
parts generated by the uncrossed graph (see Fig. 1) is
carried through, and the evaluation of their finite parts
by the solution of finite integral equations and by finite
integration processes is discussed. The Tamm-Dancoff
method has the attraction that it is numerically cal-
culable since all the operations appropriate may be
handled by standard numerical techniques. Except at
one point (vertex renormalization in the T=% .5;
state), the N.T.D. theory suffers no disadvantage from
its lack of formal covariance, apart from the algebraic
complexity of the equations finally obtained. This is
emphasized in the final Sec. V, where the difficulties
preventing calculation of phase shifts with this theory
are discussed, and a comparison is made with the corre-
sponding situation in the lowest approximation for the
Bethe-Salpeter equation.

II. NEW TAMM-DANCOFF EQUATIONS FOR
MESON-NUCLEON SCATTERING

For the interaction of the meson and nucleon fields,
the Hamiltonian has the form

H=H+Hj, (1)

where H, is the free particle Hamiltonian and
H;=G f Vivrabdadsr. (2)

In this expression (2), v denotes the Dirac matrix
iBys, and

' 1,0(1') = (277)_%fd3p Zubpuueip'r’
‘[/* (7) = (ZW)a%fdgp Zub*puu*e—ip.r’ (3)

Pa (7’) = (27r)“§fd3k (Zwk)“"% (aka"‘}"d*_ka)eik".

The spinor u satisfies the equation
(o p+BM)u=+Eu, 4)

with E,= (M24-p?)?, according as u refers to a nucleon
or an antinucleon state. These spinors are normalized
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to the relation
wru=1. (5)

The projection operators Q*(p) given by

XH(p) =Zururs®, O (p)=2o-urs*, (6)
may then be expressed in the form
QE(p)=[Ep=%(a-p+BM)]/2E,. (7

Consider now a physical state ¥ of one meson and
one nucleon in interaction, and the physical vacuum
state ¥,. For any product P of the emission and ab-
sorption operators b, b* a, and &* of (3), we will use
the notation

(P)= (| P|¥). (®)

Denoting the physical energy of the state ¥ (relative
to the vacuum state) by ¢, then

«(P)=(P,H])
:<[P7H0]>+<[P,HI:|>~

By expressing P as a sum of terms in normal order, i.e.,
of terms in which all creation operators stand to the
left of the annihilation operators, every (P) may be
written as a linear sum of the “new Tamm-Dancoff”
amplitudes (C(N)A4 (N")).

Consider first the amplitude

©)

(b—qu@qa)- (10)
For this, the Eq. (9) now leads to
(e—wq=1-guE ) (0—gutga) = ([b-qutea,H1]), (11)

where 7_4, takes the value 41 for a positive energy
spinor and —1 for a negative energy spinor. With H;
replaced by expression (2), the right-hand side of (11)
becomes

G(z”)“%f f dspdte (2t o S o(0yrsw)

KX{[0—qut e, (@rat0*_ka)b™ prs oD pw ])-

The commutator appearing in (12) is now brought to
normal form, in order to express (12) in terms of the
N.T.D. amplitudes. Equation (11) then becomes

(12)

(e~ wq—1—quB ) (—qulqa)

=G<2w>—%[<2wq>'%e_qu (1 ra0) (o)

+ (qu)_%fd:d’ 2w 220 (Y 7a) (b gub™ p—g, w0 pu)
+ f dsk(2wr)"F 2w (WryTsw)

><<aqa<aka+a*_w>b_q_k,w>], (13)

303

where 0_g,,= (141_4)/2 with the values +1 for a
positive energy spinor #, O for a negative energy spinor.

It is now necessary to obtain similar equations for
the various N.T.D. amplitudes appearing on the right-
hand side of (13). In this way, successively, an infinite
set of N.T.D. equations may be built up. At this point
however, in analogy to the Tamm-Dancoff approxima-
tion made in the previous calculations! of meson-
nucleon scattering, this set of equations will be approxi-
mated by omitting each N.T.D. amplitude depending
on four or more creation or absorption operators. With
this approximation the two-meson amplitudes of (13)
are given by the following equations:

(e—wq—wr— Eqr1)(@qaCisd—gt,w)
=G2r) 0_st 0w 2 uf (WryTam) 2w ) Harsd_ru)
+ (@*y7pu) (201) @ gad—qu)}
(etwotwitEeri)(@* a0 ksb—g—k w)
=G2m) 30,0 2 u{ (WY Tatt) 20) K _rsb_ru)

(14)

+ (@ y7eu) 2we) Ha*_gab-qu)}, (15)
(etwi—0k—n—gt wLe11) (" 4a@rgd—t—q¢, v)
=G(2m)} Ll 0gr (W y7ats) (200) Hansb—ru)
F0— gt w(W*yTsu) (201)Ha*_gab—qu)}, (16)

where 0,,= (1—0,,).

For this last Eq. (16), there arises the question dis-
cussed in D2, the possibility that an unphysical singu-
larity may occur in the amplitude (a*_ 4a@rgb—r—q, w). For
a positive spinor w, the factor multiplying this ampli-
tude in (16) may vanish, since there exist infinitely
many &, for a given ¢, for which

17

etws—wr—Egur=0.

Such a singularity in {(¢*_;a@igb—i—q») would mean
that, in coordinate space, this amplitude would have a
finite value at infinity. This would imply the existence
of a real process resulting in one meson, one nucleon
and minus-one meson. Such a process would only be
possible here if a real meson were present in the com-
parison state ¥,. In the present problem, however, this
is not the case, since the comparison state ¥, is the
physical vacuum.® The amplitude {@* ;a@ig0— g1 w)
must therefore be finite even for momenta satisfying
Eq. (17). For fixed ¢ and positive w, the right-hand side
of (16) must vanish for every k satisfying (17); thus

2wy Tpn) <a'*—q<xb—qu>= 0 (18)

6 The N.T.D. equations which have been set up have the same
form for any comparison state ¥. It is only at this point that the
nature of the comparison state is invoked to provide an additional
condition on the amplitudes which are to describe the physical
situation. The boundary condition which had been proposed in
D2 is not correct, since the principal value singularity still allows
a standing wave at infinity.
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for an infinite set of positive energy spinors w, (—k—g).
From this it follows? that (since vy and 7 are non-
singular)

2 0¥ gab—qu)=0. (19)
The spinors # form a complete set, so that
(0*—gab—qu)=0, (20)

for all ¢, @, #. From (15) and (16), it then follows that

<a*—qaa*—kﬂb—q—k, w>E 0; (21)
and that, for positive w,
(a*—quakﬂb—q—k, w> = 0' . (22)

For the three-nucleon amplitude of (13), the N.T.D.
equation is
(e— N—quBeqt1p—q, vEp—q_"Tvap) <b—qub*p—q.vb910>

=G (27")_%{ (200)H(whyr ?) <b—qu (@gata*_qa))

X (0w ép—q, v épwgp—q. w)+ (pr)"% (u*y 7'57))

X (bpw(a—pa+a*pa)) (é—quep-q, v'—o—quép—q. 2} (23)
From this, it follows at once that
<b—qub*p—q, vbpw>= 0 (24)

when the spinors #, v, w are all positive or all negative.
Consider next the equation (23) for # positive and v, w
negative [recalling Eq. (20)],

(e—- Ep“‘ Ep—q_' EQ) (b——qub*p—q, vbzﬂﬂ)

=—G(2r) 1 Quw,) (U y7aw) (b put_pa). (25)

For this amplitude it is again necessary to invoke the
boundary condition that ¥, is the physical vacuum
state since, for every p, the energy factor on the left of
(25) vanishes for infinitely many ¢. From reasoning
similar to that given above, this leads to the condition
that, for w negative,

(O pw0—pa)=0. (26)

From (23), it now follows that the amplitude
(b—qub™ p—g, w0 pw) 1s zero except when one (and only one)
of u, v, w refers to a negative energy state. For these
nonzero components, Eq. (23) reduces to

(6+Eq+Ep—q—‘ Ep) (b—qub*p—-q, vbzﬂ»)
=G (2m)~H(20,) H(u*y7a0) b put—pa),

(e—=E,—~E, ,—E,) (b—qub™ p—g, s 00)

=G (2m)H{ (20 H(w*y720)(b_qulga) _
+ (20,) (1Y 7a0) (B pu—pa)},  (28)
(e—EgtEpo+Ep){b—gub*py, obpw)

=—G(2m) 3 2w,) (W y7a¥)(b_qula), (29)
7If Q= —%—q, then the vectors Q satisfying (17) lie on a com-
plete surface enclosing the origin. If (w*(Q)4)=0, then Q+(Q)4
=0. From this, [(Eq—BM)/Q+a-Q/Q]A=0. If this expression

is integrated over the surface, then the last term vanishes, and
one finds 4=0.
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where (27), (28), and (29) in turn refer to the cases
u, v, and w negative.

For the remaining amplitude of (13), the N.T.D.
equation is

(=100 M) (Bow) = G (2) 3 f Ak S

X (w*y 7o) (20r) H(b_rutra), (30)

taking account of Egs. (20).

These equations now form the complete set of
Tamm-Dancoff equations in the present approximation.
For each nonzero amplitude on the right of (13), there
is an equation expressing this amplitude in terms of
(@pab_pu). Substituting these expressions in Eq. (13)
then gives an equation for (@,.«b_,.) alone. The use
made of the fact that ¥, is the physical vacuum state
has ensured that this equation will contain no un-
physical singularities. The equation obtained is

(6_ Wp— Ep) <a1’ab—pu> = { (TN+ Tm) <b—puapa>

G? dsk

1673

-(u*[C(p,k)Q s
(wpwr)?

+D(p,k)Qap J0)(b—purars) t, (31)

where Sy, Sw, C(p,k), and U (p,k) are defined as follows:

3G? dsk (YA (—p—k)y
e
1673 wi Ne—wp—wp—Eppp
o (—p—Fk
L (—p—k)y )u}’ (32)
e—wptwrtEpyr
G 2
T=———| dsk Sp[v&* (= )y~ (—p—k)]
613 w,
1 1
><( ) (33)
e—E,—Ey—Epr e~ EptExt+Epx
VU (—p—ky A (—p—k)y
Clpk)= 39
e—wp—wi—Epp e~ Ep—Ey—E,;
Y2t (0)y v (O)y 1
D(p,k)= + =r v (39
e—M e+M e—BM

The quantities Q’, Q occurring in (31) are discussed in
D3. In particular Qusg=7ars, Q'ag=7s7e, and (Q,Q)
have the eigenvalues (2,0) for T=$ states, and (—1,3)
for T=1% states.

It is of interest now to compare this equation with
the corresponding equation of the old Tamm-Dancoff
theory [Eq. (10) of D3]. Owing to the use of ampli-
tudes relating to the physical vacuum state rather
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than to the bare vacuum state, there is no vacuum
self-energy term in the present equation, the energy
of the state being referred directly to the energy of the
real vacuum. The graphs corresponding to the terms
appearing in Eq. (31) are given in Fig. 1. In these graphs
the -+ sign refers to normal particles and the — sign
to the minus-particles, borrowed from the vacuum
state. If a 4 line goes forward, it corresponds to a plus
particle, if backward then to a plus antiparticle (of
positive energy), while a — line going forward corre-
sponds to a minus antiparticle, backward to a minus
particle. Thus graphs (a) and (b) correspond to the
nucleon and meson self-energy terms 7'y and 7'. In
these the (+4) terms do not differ from the correspond-
ing terms in the old Tamm-Dancoff equation, but the
energy denominators of the (—) terms differ just in the
way necessary for a close correspondence with the self-
energy expressions of the covariant theory (see refer-
ences 5 and Sec. III). The crossed graphs (c) and (d)
are unchanged; the numerical calculations previously
reported for the T=4%, Sy and P; states therefore need
no modification in the approximation in which the
self-energy graphs (a) and (b) are neglected. The un-
crossed graph differs again only in the (—) term, the
energy denominator 1/(E+ M) replacing the previous
more complicated denominator 1/(E—E,—w,—M
— Er—uwy); this term is effective only for the T=1, S,
state, the modification being sufficient to permit carry-
ing through all renormalization necessary for this state.

For the wave function ¥ (k) of the system we define

Y (k)= (0i)* Zurtib—rura)- (36)
Suppressing the isotopic spin suffices, Eq. (31) now
becomes

G?
(e—aoy—E W (p)= { (Tt T+

dsk
—[Q'Cp.R)+QU(pR) W (k) . (37)

It is now required to find a solution ¥(k) of the form

f (), (38)

Y (k) =vo(k)+P———
6—wk—
where ¥o(k)=08(e—wr— Ex)fo(k). If fo(k) is an eigen-
function of angular momentum j, parity w, and isotopic
spin T, then the phase shift §;,7 for the meson-nucleon
scattering in this state is given by

tand ,r=— wf(l)/fo(l),
E;=0.

(39)
where e—w;—

III. SELF-ENERGY GRAPHS

The contributions of the meson and nucleon self-
energy graphs of Fig. 1 to the integral equation for
meson-nucleon scattering have been given in Egs. (32)

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

F1c. 1. The graphs responsible for meson-nucleon
scattering in the new Tamm-Dancoff theory.

and (33). Consider first the nucleon self-energy Sw.
The expression (32) may be rewritten in the following
form:

TN(p>~—-|v(p>( it

1673

“Z%D”@]’ (40)

Mdsk I' YsAt(—p—k)vs

Ep+kwk|. e—wp—wr—Epp

where A* are the covariant prOJeCtlon operators, re-
lated to the Q* by

E,
+ = — O+
Ne(ap) =043, (41)

and 9(p) = (M/E,)w*(p)B, v(p) = (M/Ey)*u(p).

It was pointed out in D1 that this second-order self-
energy expression, obtained with the N.T.D. theory,
is related to the self-energy 2, of the covariant theory
in the following way:

M
Tn(p)= E—ﬁ(?)zz(l’)‘v(?),

2(P>~_(27r)4f d4k( Pk 75)’ )

and P is the four-vector (A+E,, —p), A=e—w,—E,,.
For a momentum p on the energy shell A=0, (43)
represents the self-energy of a free nucleon. This rela-
tionship (42) has been demonstrated by Visscher? and
in D1, by using an adaptation of Cini’s method?® (old
Tamm-Dancoff theory) to the N.T.D. theory. It may
also be verified directly by integration of (43) over the
variable ko, the result (40) being obtained after a little
rearrangement.

The covariant self-energy X, has the following form

(42)

where

Zo(P)=M+A(P—-M)+2.(P), (44)
where the finite part =, is given by the integral
3G ! ¢ (P?)
Zo(P)=—— f dx[[M—(l—x)P] In
1672/ o (M?)
2M%2(1—x)
+e-a— 2| s
o (M?)

8 M. Cini, Nuovo cimento 10, 526 and 614 (1953).
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F1c. 2. The self-energy functions Sy(p)=G2Ry(p) and
Sn(p)=G2R..(p), plotted for GZ/4r=13 and e= M.

with ¢(P?)=(1—x)u+axM2—x(1—x)P2. In the ex-
pression (40) for Ty, only the expectation value of =,
in the state v(p) is needed. This is obtained by replacing
P—M by AE,/M and P? by M2*+A(A+2E,) in (44)
and (45). If we take u=0 in the integral (45), then

M MoM
577 (P)Z2(P)o(p)= "E—‘!—AA-I—G?RNA, (46)
where

3 A M>—E,(A+2E,)
32m2 E, M*+A(A+2E,)

X [mM“’A—{fz—(szngp) In (i(____; 2E7) ) - 1]. (47

According to its definition, Ry(p) vanishes on the
energy shell A=0. Ry(p) is plotted in Fig. 2 as function
of p for e=M.

The first term of (46) may be brought to the left of
Eq. (37) to be absorbed as a correction to the nucleon
mass. If one neglects 7,,(p) for the present, the infinite
constant A gives rise to a coupling constant renormali-
zation when the remainder of T'x(p) is brought to the
left of (37), this equation then taking the form

(e—wp—Ep) (1=G1*Ru (p))¥(p)

2

1 dsk
At(—p) | —(Q'C(p,R)+QU(p,R)¥(k), (48)

1673 W

where the renormalized coupling constant is G2=G?/
(1—A4). The nucleon self-energy divergence which
appears explicitly in the integral equation (37) may
therefore be renormalized satisfactorily, the integral
equation being brought to the finite form (48), where
the propagator for the system (e—E,—w,)™" is now
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replaced by a modified propagator [(e—w,—E,)
X (1—=G2Ry(p) I

However it is also necessary to consider the meson
self-energy T..(p). This is also closely related with the
corresponding self-energy expression in the covariant
theory, in fact

1
Tn(p)=——2A) (49)

Wp

where Q is the meson self-energy in lowest approxi-
mation,

2G*
?) = dik
9@>(h%f

XSplys(Q+3k—M)ys(Q—5k— M),

(50)

and Q is the four-vector (A+4w,, $). This relationship
has been established by Visscher® using the Cini method
for the N.T.D. theory, and may readily be verified by
integration of (50) over ko. 2(Q?) is then written in the

form v
Q(0Y) =6 (u)+ B(Q*— )+ (0.

The function Q¢(Q?) is well known, and for the value
of Q appropriate we will write it in the form

(S1)

Q0(QY) = —2w,G*Rn(p)A, - (52)
where, neglecting terms of order (u/M)? in R,.(p),
1 A+20, A(A+20,)—AM?\ #
Ra(p)=—— - ( )
22 2w, A(A+2w,)
— A(A20,))}
Xar sinh((——-(—wl) } (53)
2M

The function R,(p) is plotted in Fig. 2 for e=M. It
also vanishes on the energy shell A=0 (by definition)
and is generally small compared with the nucleon term
Ry (p).

It must be remarked here that the second (infinite)
term of (51) is not proportional to A as is appropriate
for a-coupling constant renormalization in the Tamm-
Dancoff theory, but is given by BA(A42w,). Since the
meson field satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation rather
than a linear equation, such a result is difficult to avoid
in any prescription based on the covariant theory. A
true mass and coupling-constant renormalization in the
Tamm-Dancoff theory requires the subtraction of a
term C+DA from the expression 7.,(p) of (33); how-
ever no such subtraction can succeed in making 7..(p)
finite. The N.T.D. method has led to a well-defined
calculation of the finite part of the meson self-energy
graph, closely related to that of the covariant theory,
but it fails in so far as the interpretation of the infinite
parts is concerned.
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If the infinite parts of R,.(p) are simply omitted, the
integral equation takes the form (48) with {(e—w,— E,)
X[1—=G2(Rx(p)+Rn(p)) ]} as the propagator for the
system. In view of the difficulty just mentioned, this
procedure is not as convincing as it might have been,
but there is still one further point to be made. Accord-
ing to their definition, both R,(p) and Ry(p) must
vanish on the energy shell E,+w,=¢. For very large
p, they have the following asymptotic forms:

3 2pe
e (o(2)1)
32m? M2

€ 2pe
(ln (—) — 2) .

87%p M?
The second factor of the modified propagator therefore
must have a singularity at some high momentum p, for
all G2, since [Ry (p)+ R (p)] ranges from 0 to + . For
G?/4w=13 and e=M, this singularity lies at p=1.3M.

Such a singularity is not physically reasonable. Its
existence would imply the presence of a corresponding
singularity in the wave function of the meson-nucleon
state, whose interpretation would require the presence
of waves of very high momentum at infinity, although
the ingoing meson-nucleon waves have energy e. This
would be possible only if some bound system® could be
formed with rest mass far below that of the nucleon.
This is clearly not the case, and this singularity must
be regarded only as a consequence of the approxima-
tions made in setting up the present N.T.D. theory.
Despite the success of the N.T.D. method in relating
the self-energy graphs of the integral equations to self-
energy expressions of the covariant theory, the presence
of this singularity prevents the use of this renormaliza-
tion method for calculating self-energy corrections to
the calculations of D3 for the T'=$% states.

(54)

IV. RENORMALIZATION PROBLEM FOR THE
STATES T=1/2, j=1/2

A further renormalization problem arises for the S;
and P; states of isotopic spin 7'=1%, since they respec-
tively have the same spin, parity, and isotopic spin as
the minus-one-anti-nucleon state and the one nucleon
state. In Eq. (37), Q=3 for the T=1% states and the
term U(p,k) becomes effective. The integral equation
now has no finite solution: this may be recognized
most readily by attempting to solve the integral equa-
tion as a power series in G?%, by iteration from (k).
The successive terms correspond to graphs built up
from the basis graphs of Fig. 1, and two typical graphs

9 T. D. Lee [Phys. Rev. 95, 1329 (1954)7 has recently studied a
special meson theory in which the Tamm-Dancoff approximation
used here is actually exact. Complete solutions are obtained, and
it is found that the modified propagator has a pole of this kind,
when there exists a bound state lying below the energies of the
quanta of the individual fields.
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e,
(b) — TN Ty TR

F16. 3. Typical graphs generated by the kernels C(p,k)
and U(p,k) of Eq. (53).

are shown in Fig. 3. Graphs in which the uncrossed
graph U(p,k) has operated at least once have a struc-
ture of the type (b), and the vertices and self-energy
parts thus generated require renormalization.

Consider then the integral equation (38). It will be
convenient to use the covariant projection operators
(41) and the equation then takes the form

(e—wp—Ep)¥(p)

dsk

—Ga(pwt(—p—| [“onnun
E, (A2

0B dsk

v [ =], 5
e—BM Wk
where

M vhH(—p—E)vs
prrle—wp—wr— Epir

vsA~ (p+k)vs
e—Ey—Ey— Epir

}, (56)

and we have written GZ2(p) in place of F.(p)G*/16x*,
where the factor F.(p) arises from any (nonsingular)
modification of the propagator (e—w,—E,)™" of the
system due to particle self-energy effects. If these are
neglected, F.(p) is to be replaced by unity. Since the
kernel H(p,k) lies between positive energy projection
operators, its form may be simplified to

H(p,k)=H_(p,k)(1+B)/2+H,(p,k)(1—8)/2, (57)
where
: 1 F(Ey+Ey—Epn)+M
H:l:(P,k):
p+k e—w,,——wk—-Em_k
F(EptEvtEpr)+M
T Bt B ) o9
e—E,—Eiv—Epis

For the T=1% states, Q and Q’ take the values 3, —1.
A solution of the form (39),

P
S—A )

E—Wp—Lip

Y(p)=vo(p)+ (59)

is now required. Consider first the function g(p) which
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is the solution of

M prdsk
g(p)=G£(p)[Be<p>+A+<—p>E orpw

P
x———gae)], (60)

€E—W—

where B.(p) is the Born approximation amplitude

M rdsk
Be(P)=A+(—P)E —Q'H(p,k)o(k).  (61)

Procedures for the approximate solution of this Eq.
(60) have been discussed in D3 and we shall not con-
sider this problem further here.

By substitution of (59) in the Eq. (55) and use of
the Eq. (60), it will be found that the complete function
f(p) is now given by

M
f®)=g(»)+G¢ (P)E—AJ’(—P)P {(2)x,  (62)
y4
where T'.(p) is the solution of the equation
2 rdsk M
Le(p)=vst+— | —Q'H(p,k)Pc(k)—
1672wy Ey
XA+(_’k)Ps(k): (63)
and 03 ik
3
= k)—. 64
S 2205 (64
In (63) the notation
P.(k)=F(k) (65)

e—wk—Ek

has been used, so that P.(k) now represents the modi-
fied propagator of the theory. It is useful also to define
the adjoint T'.7(p) of T'(p), satisfying the equation

dsk
— T H(B)A+(— k)—-

Wk k
X P(k)H(k,p). (66)

After substitution of (59) (62) in Eq. (64), the follow-
ing equation is obtained for the spinor:

G?
I i(p)= 75+——Q'

0B dsk
X= —Ys
e—pBM
><(¢(k)+—Gj—Pe(k)—A£A+(—-k)I‘E(k)x) ©7)
167°  Ey ’
where P
¢ (k) =o(k)+—g(k). (68)
e—wi— Ey,
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With use of (66), the first integral on the right of (67)
becomes

dsk
——’Ya¢ (k)

[ iy f(q)¢(q)——~ f f it at(=g

—P (QQ'H (q,k)¢>(k)~—~
E,

Wk
dsq
f s~ [~ri)———0)
d3q
—TH(¥o(g), (69)
and the solution x of Eq. (67) may be written
3 dsg
- & [rigwe, @
e—BM—QBS(e)
where
mdsk
S@= [re—P AT =BrB. ()
By

The function I'.(p) is the vertex operator of the
present theory and corresponds to the sum of all vertex
graphs of the type shown in Fig. 3(b). Its definition by
Eq. (63) is purely formal, as I'.(p) is an infinite quan-
tity. The function S(e) is the self-energy expression re-
sulting from joining the outgoing meson and nucleon
lines of the vertex I'.(p), i.e., it corresponds to the
sum of all simple self-energy graphs of the type shown
in Fig. 3(b). It is now necessary to discuss the re-
normalization of I'c(p) and S(e) and the calculation of
their finite parts.

(a) Vertex Operator

Only matrix elements of I'.(p) leading to a positive
energy spinor are effective in Eq. (63) and in the ex-
pression (62) owing to the presence of the projection
operator A*(—p). It is therefore appropriate to reduce
(63) to two-component form. We now define the two-
component function A.(p) by the relation

Ac(p)=3(A+BA (= p)T(p). (72)

The matrix element appearing in (62) may be expressed
in terms of this function by
o-p
)Ae(i))-
M

A= PTu(p)= ( - ;5+

(73)

Now the spinor x on which A(p) will operate in (62)
corresponds to a state of zero momentum (since the
system is being treated in c.m. system). From parity
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conservation, x is a positive frequency spinor if the
incident system is in a p; state, a negative frequency
spinor if in an Sj state. In zero approximation, then,
A.(p) may be reduced to

1+5|‘E1,—|-M o p]

A (p)=
) 5 I_ ", Y51 P

(74)

Clearly only the first of these terms is effective for the
Sy state, in which case the spinor x standing to the
right of A.(p) has negative frequency, and only the
second for the p; state, x then being a positive frequency
spinor. From considerations of rotational invariance
and of parity, the function A.(p) will have the general

form
1+3[E,,+M

g P
€ = S 5 P — | 75
A =—| T s(prretV <z>)2M] (75)

where Vs(p) and Vp(p) are scalar functions. Corre-
sponding to the adjoint operator I'.t(p), an operator
A 1(p) is defined

1+
AJ(p)=I‘J(p)A+(—p)T
[Ep-l—M
Y
To obtain equations separately for Vs(p) and Vp(p),
we proceed from Egs. (63) and (73), whence

+8

Vst Vo)l |2, (76
s@het Ve ZM] 2 )

dy

g AE(I) (P)
@q

—AQ G ’
AP =800 +-—0 f

1-8
X (H+(P:Q) 2

1+8
HE-(p0)— )Pe@

X(l—;ﬁijl)Ae(Q)- )

q

The integral on the right of (77) may now be simplified
to

1+8 G* o f dsg (Ep+M )
2 16x° Ewq\ 2M
g-po-q

(Ep+M)(E+M)

Substitution of (75) for A.(p), and comparison of terms
on either side gives equations for Vg and V p separately:

Ve(p) =1+ G? , g*dq dQ,
p)=14+—2~0 -
* 82

x(H_(;b,q)— H+<p,q>)Pﬁ(q>Ae<q>.

Egg 4
?-q
(Ep+M)(EA+M)
XP((EAM)Vs(g),

X [H_ (p,9)— H, (;b,q)]

(78a)
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¢*dq dQq

G2
4 =1+ 'f
@) _81—r2Q Ewq 47

X [QH-(P,q) - Hy (:P,q)]

b2 (Ep+M)(E+M)

q(Ep+M)

X P(q) Ve(g). (78b)

We will write these equations in the form

Vulp) =1 [aataeravaa, (9
a?)‘ 167er Qaé,P,q «\q),

the kernels L.(ep,q) being obtained by integrating
(78) over the angles of ¢. In terms of the symmetric
function K,(e,p,¢) obtained by averaging the square
bracket of (78) over the angle between p and ¢ they
are given by

q
LS(G,P;Q) =
Eqw,

2

(Eq+M) US(E,P,Q)PE(Q),

(80)
¢ E,+M
LP(QP:Q) =E

Ur(e,p,9)Pe(q).
@q

The function U,(e,p,q) has been calculated in D3 with
the result

Us(ep,0) = (A— 2M)Kn(C) -+ (e~ MK o(B)
L m
(B, M) (B M)

Un(esty0) = (A—2M)KA(C)+ (e~ M)K(B)
P RO+ (HIDENB)),

(Bt 1) Bt M)

in which

(AKL(C)+ (e+M)K1(B)),

A=E,tw,+E;+w,+M—e,
B=E,+E,—¢
C=wptw,—e

The K, and K, functions are explicitly:

1 E4-x+R
Ko(®)=— ln(—_——-————),
2pg \E+x—R

1 1 x
Ki) =~ Ot p—a )+ —(1-% )
2pq 29\ E
with E= (Epi,+Ep)/2, R=pq/E.
It is now necessary to find an equation for the direct
calculation of the finite part of Vg and of Vp. The re-
normalized function V,E(e,p) is related to Va.(e,p) by

VaR (G,P) = Za_lva(eyﬁ)- (81)
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Equation (79) then becomes

G2
O [ULepavnten

167
(D)} o

The renormalized V.E(e,p) may be defined by the
condition

VaE (G;P) =1+ [

V.E(M,0)=1 (83)
from which it follows that Z, is to be chosen
1 G?
=10 [ULa 09V ALY (5
Za 1672

From Eqgs. (82) and (84), we may now construct a
finite integral equation for V.2 (M,p):

G2
VaE(M p)=1+ ' f d
(M p)=1+——0' [ dg

X (La(M;P;Q)"La(M;O;Q)) VﬂR(Maq)' (85)

This is an integral equation whose solution may be
obtained by standard numerical methods. It may readily
be verified that the dominant term of L.(M,p,q) for
large ¢ is independent of p, so that the subtraction does
lead to cancellation of the divergent terms of the
integral. This requirement is, of course, essential for
the success of this renormalization scheme, and the
fact that it is met here provides a strong check on the
appropriateness of the N.T.D. equations for the prob-
lem at hand.

When V. B(M,p) is known, the complete function
is VE(e,p) given by

G2
Vol (e,p) =V (M, p)+—QWa(p),  (86)
1672
where W,(p) satisfies the equation
Wolp)= [dg(Lalepd)=LaO 2OV
G2
167?

+

0 f dqLa(ep)Wa(g). (87)

In the physical case (Q’=—1) these kernels correspond
to attractive interactions,® and the vertex functions
V.B(e,p) may be shown (Appendix B) to decrease as
a negative power of p for large p. The integral in (84),
logarithmically divergent in Born approximation (where
V.E(e,p)=1), is now convergent and it may be shown
(Appendix B) that, in fact,”! 1/Z,=0. It should be

10 I,5(e,p,q) is (—%) times the interaction kernel for the T'=4$, S
state, known to correspond to a strong repulsion. Similarly for
the kernel Lp(e,p,q).

1 This result implies that, for the case of physical interest,
Vaf(e,p) satisfies the homogeneous part of Eq. (79). Edwards
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remarked that, in this theory, the expressions for Zg
and Zp are quite different; this is a consequence of the
asymmetry between the positive and negative fre-
quency states included in the theory, required by the
considerations of Sec. II.

In the covariant theory, the renormalized vertex
operator I';%(p’,p) may be defined by the condition

Limy,[#(p)Ts%(p,p)u(p) I/ [a(p )vsu(p) 1=1, (88)

where p is the four-momentum of a real nucleon. It is
to be noted that this condition only makes a direct
statement concerning the diagonal elements of T's% (3, p)
—the nondiagonal elements of I';®(p’,p) between posi-
tive and negative frequency states, are, of course,
well-determined by this condition and are definite, but
unknown, functions of G*/4w. In the p; state, Vp in-
volves the diagonal element of T'.(¢) and the renor-
malization procedure (83) adopted is the direct analog
of (88), the four-momentum p being chosen (M,0).
However, in the Sy state, the nondiagonal element of
T (q) is effective and Vg should be renormalized not to
unity, but to a value whose magnitude we are at present
unable to determine. Vg® and Zg are therefore each
undetermined to a constant factor. This inability to
relate Vs to the diagonal elements of I'.(¢) is again a
consequence of the lack of symmetry between positive
and negative frequency states in the theory.

(b) Self-Energy Graphs

Consider now the calculation of the finite part of the
self-energy S(e) of (70). As Salam'? has emphasized,
there occur overlap divergences in these self energy
parts, which require careful consideration. However
Ward® has shown how these difficulties may be avoided
by a special method which we shall adapt to the
present case.

Consider then the derivative of S(e),

d G Mk dP.(R)
o= v—w( AH(— BT o(R)
de 16737 Eywy €

N dr (k)
PN =R~ ) (89)

(Phys. Rev. 90, 284 (1953)) has also pointed this out in his study
of a covariant vertex function, based on a different approxima-
tion. The solution of this homogeneous equation is uncertain to a
factor 4 (e). Only A (M) is specified by the boundary condition
(83), and 4 (e) must be obtained by comparison of the asymptotic
forms obtained for energies e and M. The numerical solution of a
singular homogeneous integral equation requires great care in the
region of high momenta, whereas the Eqs. (85), (87) are well-
behaved and stable in this respect. It should also be noted that,
for positive Q' (i.e., a repulsive interaction), the renormalized
vertex function is still well-defined by Egs. (85), (87), but does
not satisfy the homogeneous equation.

2 A, Salam, Phys. Rev. 82, 217 (1951).

137, C. Ward, Proc. Phys. Soc. (London) A64, 54 (1951).

14 The derivative of a principal value integral /¢ (p)Pc(p)dp
with respect to the position of the singularity will be denoted
symbolically by [S¢(p)(dP(p)/de)dp. Its evaluation will be
discussed in Appendix A.



RENORMALIZATION

Substituting for vs the expression given in Eq. (66)
and using the derivative of (63), namely

arg)_ ¢ o f dsk
de 167

Ekwk

dH (e,q,k) dP (k)
x(f—;~dum+ﬂ&%@ : }ﬂ—@n@)

€ €

()

+H(e,q,k) Pe(k)

» (90)

it will be found that

dS(e) G (k)

de 16 A+H(—E)T (k)
M 3p 3q .

(167r3) f f Foosl qwq[m(p)A (=p)P.(p)

dH (ep,g)
x———ﬂiammw—wm@ﬂ.<M)

€

This may now be expressed in terms of Vg% and Vg?
by substituting (73), (75), and (81). After some re-
duction, this becomes

iS(e 1—8 148
=—ZSAst+—ZpAp,
de 2

(92)

where Ag and Ap are given by

G? k%dk

dP.(%
a()*_ ( )

ka (Ek+M) de

|va(R)|?

g’dg p*dp

(e [

«(6,9,9)

€

»Wp

(w@P@ P@M@O (93)

and 8 may be taken as 41 for the p; state (a=P), —1
for the .Sy state (@=.S). The functions v.(p) are given
by vs(p)= (E,+M)V s*(p) and vp(p)=pVr*(p). The
quantities A defined by Eq. (93) each have the struc-
ture of a vertex. The first term of A diverges less than
linearly. The second term is convergent over p and ¢
integrations separately, and diverges less than linearly
for the joint integration. The quantity A(e)—A(BM) is
therefore a convergent integral if the integrands are
subtracted before the integration. The self-energy
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Sea(e) is then, on integration of (92)

Se(€)=S.(BM)+ (e—BM)Z Ao (BM)

+Z2 t (Aa(e)—Aa(BM))de .

BM

(94)

The last integral of (94) represents the finite part of
the self energy S.(¢) after renormalization—we shall
denote this finite part by (G%/167%)S.%(e). Of the other
terms, the first represents a correction to the nucleon
mass and the second produces a coupling-constant re-
normalization at certain points.

The final expression for f(p) is now

2

IO=0+

E;F (DA (=p)Te(p)

x o8
e—BM— (G2/16x°)QBS " (e)

dsk
X | —TEi(R)o(k),

wWg

(95)

where G2? is the renormalized coupling constant G2Z,2/
(1—Z20.(BM)). At all other places in this expression,
where the coupling constant occurs implicitly, the
unrenormalized coupling constant G? is effective. This
corresponds to the appearance of G? only at the points
marked with a cross on the graph (b) of Fig. 1. For an
approximate theory, such as the present one, it is not
to be expected that a renormalization scheme can be
obtained which is complete and consistent at every
point. What is significant is that, with the N.T.D.
method, the finite parts of all divergent expressions
have been identified uniquely and it has been shown
that the infinite parts occurring in self-energy and
vertex terms may be interpreted as mass and coupling
constant renormalizations. For the p; state, it would be
natural to identify G, with G, which corresponds simply
to dropping all infinite terms. However, for the S;
state, the renormalized vertex function is uncertain to a
constant factor—if a finite vertex operator is defined
corresponding to some standard condition such as
(83), this uncertainty is transferred to an uncertainty
in Gs. For the S; state, therefore, the two coupling
constants G and G, are to be considered as quantities
to be determined independently from comparison with
experiment.

To obtain the phase shift, only the large com-
ponents of f(p) are needed. For the S state, taking

'PO(P) = a(e—wp_Ep):
fstp)=gs(p— o
47 3E,
3 I(Er+M)

X
e+ M+ (3G2/169)SsE()  2Me

Vs®(p)

Vis®(D). (96a)
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For the p, state, ¥o(q) is §(e—w,— E,)a-p/p and

fet(p)=gr

B (p)

3 r
X
e— M — (3G2/161%)SpE () 2M e

VipR(D). (96b)

The phase shift is then given by expression (39).

V. DISCUSSION

It is of interest to summarize in this section the
various difficulties which have appeared in the course
of this work, and to compare the situation with that
for the corresponding covariant Bethe-Salpeter equa-
tion. In lowest approximation for meson-nucleon scat-
tering, this equation may be written

(p—M—Z2:(p)) (qz—nz—ﬂz(q2))¢(1>,q)

(21r)4 f (75*’“‘““‘-’)/5

+75—Y5)¢(p+q kE). ()
p+q—M

This equation goes a little beyond the lowest approxi-
mation in that the use of the modified propagators
corresponds to the inclusion of some terms of order G*.
For Eq. (97) a consistent coupling constant renor-
malization is not strictly possible since a product of
propagators occurs, but it is reasonable to simply drop
the infinite parts of Z, and Q,. However, as Feldman'®
has pointed out, the modified nucleon propagator
[p—M —Z,5(p) T has a pole in the complex p¢-plane,
which probably has the consequence that (99) has no
finite solution in its present form. In Sec. III, it has
been remarked that the modified propagator in the
Tamm-Dancoff theory also has a nonphysical pole,

which prevents its use in the scattering calculations. -

The physical interpretation of the pole is quite different
in the two cases and it appears most probable that
there is no simple relationship between them. Each of
these situations illustrates that approximations to the
modified propagators may be used only with caution,
and only when they contain no singularities beyond
those required by the physical processes possible. Both
in (37) and (97) then, the presence of a spurious pole
prevents the use of the appropriate modified propaga-
tors in the theory.

For the T=7% states, the calculation of a covariant
renormalized vertex may be reduced to the solution of
a finite integral equation in a manner similar to that
developed in Sec. ITIa, and the self-energy renormaliza-
tion procedure may be followed through according to
the method of Ward.® However the difficulty in the

156 G. Feldman, Proc. Roy. Soc. (London) A223, 112 (1954).
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covariant theory is that reliable solutions cannot be
obtained for these four-dimensional integral equations
at present, especially as numerical techniques are
inadequate to deal with integral equations involving
several variables. The advantage of the N.T.D. theory
is that all these operations involve the solution of one-
dimensional integral equations by standard techniques.
The advantage of the covariant theory is that it in-
cludes both positive and negative frequencies; the
vertex renormalization is then well-determined in that
the relation between the renormalized vertices effective
for the S} state and for the p; state is known explicitly.
For the graphs generated from (97), only an incomplete
renormalization is possible, of course, in that the re-
normalization of each coupling constant is not inde-
pendent of its position in the graphical structure. This
situation also holds in the N.T.D. schemes; it is not a
serous matter since the important thing is to calculate
the finite parts corresponding to a given graph. The
difficulty for the N.T.D. scheme is that, in the S; state,
the uncertainty in the vertex renormalization involves
essentially the introduction of a new parameter in
the theory.

Both the B-S and the N.T.D. theories have the defect
of not satisfying the symmetry principle of Goldberger
and Gell-Mann,'® that to every uncrossed graph gener-
ated in the theory a corresponding crossed graph should
be included. One consequence of this symmetry prin-
ciple is that the difference between the 7=% and T=}
scattering lengths at zero momentum must approach
zero in the limit of vanishing meson mass. If this feature
of the complete v; theory is not present in the approxi-
mate calculations of S-state scattering, it may well be
that the difference in slope calculated may reflect the
approximations of the method rather than the content
of the complete theory. This defect will exist in any
strict Tamm-Dancoff theory, and this suggests the
direction in which any further modifications of the
noncovariant theory should tend.

In a more complete theory, one may expect that
equations of the type (37) may be obtained, but with a
far more complicated kernel. The modification to the
S-state kernel used here may be expected to be quite
different from that for P-state kernels, so that a com-
parison of (37) with experimental results may well lead
to effective coupling constants different for .S- and P-
states. A practical difficulty (see Appendix A) in the
use of the considerations of Sec. IV is that for the
T=%, j=4% states the integral equations (60) and (85)
have satisfactory solutions only if G?/4 is less than 6.7.
This is certainly not a deep difficulty since for reason-
able coupling strengths the unsatisfactory character
of the solution only shows up for very large momenta
(say p>10M) where the Tamm-Dancoff kernel could
not be regarded as a reasonable approximation.

18 M. Goldberger and M. Gell-Mann, Proceedings of the
Rochester Conference (University of Rochester, Rochester, 1954).
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Several more general criticisms of the N.T.D.
method, made recently, should also be mentioned here.
Symanzig!” has considered the soluble case of the an-
harmonic oscillator and has shown that the N.T.D.
amplitudes do not diminish with increasing complexity
of the amplitude considered but may even increase
exponentially, although the old Tamm-Dancoff ampli-
tudes describing an excited state of this system do
diminish satisfactorily. It seems possible that this lack
of convergence may be a general feature of the N.T.D.
method and that the equations considered here could
not be regarded as the first approximation in a con-
verging sequence of equations. Renormalization of ex-
plicit self-energy expressions occurring in higher ap-
proximations of the theory have been considered by
Taylor'® who concludes that these expressions do not
have the structure necessary for the success of the
renormalization procedure. The effect of these objec-
tions on the present theory is not yet clear however,
but it seems probable that the equations studied here
should still provide a first approximation to the more
extended theory.
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APPENDIX A. CALCULATION OF DERIVATIVES OF
PRINCIPAL VALUE INTEGRALS

The derivative of the following integral 7.(%),

I (k)= fwPe(k)qb(k)dk (A1)

with respect to energy e, is to be calculated. P (k) is
singular at k=1, where e=w;+E;, so that (A1) is to be
understood as a principal value integral. We may write

P.(k)=A(k)/(k—1). (A2)
The differentiation of 7.(k) then leads to

dI(F) 1 dA.k)
de _fo (k—1) de

i f P (o(Re]. (43

¢ (k)

The first term of (A3) is a principal value integral
again, so -that only the square bracket need be con-
sidered. The principal value integral appearing there
may be given by the average of the integrals along two
contours from 0 to +o in the complex plane, are
passing above k=/, the other below. Then for these

17 K. Symanzig, Gottingen Dissertation, March, 1954 (un-

published).
18 T, Taylor, Phys. Rev. 95, 1313 (1954).
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contours C, the square bracket becomes simply

f(—:l.)—B()

where B(k)=¢(k)A (k). Making use of the integral
f db/ (k—1=0,

(A4) may be rearranged to give the following explicitly
finite expression

! B(l4+x)—2B()+B(i—x)
f dx
0

x2
" BB
+f (k— 1)2

suitable for numerical computations.

(A4)

23(1)

(A5)

APPENDIX B. BEHAVIOR OF THE FUNCTIONS g(p)
AND Vz(s,p) FOR LARGE p

Consider first the function g(p) satisfying Eq. (60).
The states .S} and Py are of special interest in the present
work, and our detailed remarks will be confined to this
case. Only the large components g.,*(p) of g.(p)
need be considered, and the integral equation for
g (p) has been given in D3. With the notation of the
present paper,

G? G?
2 (0)= @ B0 [ BL(epBe ), (5D

where L, (e,p,k) is given by Eq. (80) and B.(p) is ob-
tained from the integral of (B1) by replacing P.(k) of
L, by 8(e—wr— Ey) and go*(k) by 1.

Now for p>>k,
B E4+M 1 1
ey
Ekwk e—wk—Ek p ﬁ2

lE M
Ba(p)'\" + )
€ p

La(5>p;k)’\'

(B2)

where the + sign refers to the S-state, the — sign to
the P-state. If p and & are comparable, and large com-
pared with M, L.(e,p,k) is given by the following ex-
pression. With ¢>0>M,

Lo(e,a,b)~~L.(e,b,a)
a+b at+d 1a+td
z[— In 1 ] (B3)
ab a 2 a

In the integral equation (B1), consider the ranges of
integration. k=X, where X>>M. Then for p>>X, the
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integral up to k=X and the term B.(p) are each of
form 1/p, while the kernel is homogeneous for k> X.
This integral equation is therefore singular at infinity
and not of the Fredholm type. Such equations, homo-
geneous for large momenta, characteristically have
solutions with an asymptotic form ~p*. If \> —1, the
integration for X <k< o may be extended down to
k=0 using the asymptotic form of the kernel, with error
of lower order, and this term (being homogeneous)
reproduces the form p* with a coefficient depending on
M. This term is dominant on the right of (B1), and
equating this with g,*(p) gives the following equation
for A:

16 ,

o Q'DR), (B4)

where
m cosecmA 1 1

)=
AN N (14N

3
TN 20—1)(24N)

This derivation of (B4) is valid only for —1<A<0,
D(}) is singular at A=0 and A= —1. In Born approxi-
mation, the asymptotic form of g,*(p) corresponds to
A=—1, and, for T=3%, j=3% states (Q'=—1), the
value of X increases with increasing G? until it reaches

=—1% at G¥/4nr=3r/(3r—8)~6-7. At this critical
value of G? the function g(p) is no longer normalizable
for large p. For G? beyond this critical value, the value
of A is complex, of the form A= —}d-iu—the equation
no longer has a uniquely defined solution, and no
solutions are normalizable. Such a critical value G2(j)
exists for every attractive meson-nucleon state, but
owing to the centrifugal repulsion, G2(j) increases
with increasing 4, being about’® 26.9 for j=3$.

For the T=4, j=1% states, Eq. (B4) has no solution
in the range —1<A<0. However it may be shown that
the asymptotic form of the solution is still $* where
A<—1 and is given by the same Eq. (B4). For these
states, as G? is increased, the value of X decreases from
A=—1, and the solution decreases faster than Born
approximation for large .

The function V.B(M,p) is defined by the integral
Eq. (85). In Born approximation V.%(M,p) is asymp-
totically constant. For definite G?, V.B(M,p) may be

19 H. A. Bethe and F. J. Dyson, Phys. Rev. 90, 372 (1953). See
also H. A. Bethe and F. de Hoffmann, Mesons and Fields (Row,
Peterson, and Company, Evanston, 1955), Vol. 2.
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expected to have asymptotic form p* where X may be
either A=0.

If A<0, then the integrals on the right of (86) are
separately convergent, and in the limit p — «, the
equation becomes

G2
-0 f QRL (M OBV E(ME)=0. (BS)
e

This implies that 1/Z,=0, and that V.2(M,p) satisfies
the homogeneous part of integral equation (79). For this
equation, it is easily shown the dominant part of the
integral comes from the asymptotic region, so the
value of N is again given by Eq. (B4). This equation
does in fact give a negative N for the physical case
Q'=—1. As G? increases from zero, A decreases from
zero to negative values, reaching A= —3% for G*=G2.
For this attractive interaction, then, V.B(e,p) de-
creases more and more rapidly with p, as the inter-
action becomes stronger.

For A>0, more care would be needed. With Eq. (85),
the dominant terms on the right come from large
momenta k and the asymptotic form of L.(M,0,k)
must now be included. When this is done, the calcula-
tion may be carried through as above, with the result
that Eq. (B4) is valid again for positive . Hence, for a
repulsive interaction, the value of N runs from zero
along the right-hand branch of the function D(\), and
Va®(M,p) increases as p increases. For this case
integral (BS) diverges and 1/Z,= . The function
V®(M,p) now does not satisfy the homogeneous part
of the integral equation (80)—in fact, this homogeneous
integral equation now has no solution, in general.

For this case, it is necessary to examine also Eq.
(87). Since L.(e,q,k) is independent of e for large &,
the dominant part of the inhomogeneous term in (87)
has the asymptotic form ~X (e)p*~!, corresponding to
asymptotic form p* for V.F(M,p). If the function W, (k)
is ~k* for large k, the form of (87) requires u<0 and a
comparison of dominant terms requires u=v—1. W,(k)
then has asymptotic form 4 (e)¢”~', where

G
A(e)(1+?‘;2-D(v— 1))=X(e). (B6)

The difference between V.E(e,p) and V. E(M,p) is
therefore of one order lower than the separate vertex-
functions. This is of importance since the renormaliza-
tion procedure adopted would not otherwise succeed.



