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The short-distance behavior of quantum electrodynamics in the presence of neutral-meson theory with
pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar coupling is studied without closed fermion loops. It is then shown that in the
single-closed-fermion-loop contribution to the renormalized photon self-energy part the
Adler-Baker-Johnson eigenvalue condition for the fine-structure constant a remains unaltered. The
effective strong coupling vanishes at very high energies and is simply expressed in terms of well-known
parameters. An alternative type of solution to the above problem is also discussed (in an appendix)
which, however, is not physically and technically very attractive for various mentioned reasons.

I. INTRODUCTION

The short-distance behavior of quantum electro-
dynamics in the presence of neutral-meson theory
with pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar (ps-ps) coupling
is studied without closed fermion loops. The scal-
ing equations for the proton propagator and the
strong vertex are obtained and solved at short dis-
tances. It is then shown that in the single-closed-
fermion-loop contribution nE” to the renormalized
photon self-energy part the Adler-Baker-Johnson
eigenvalue condition!'? for the (renormalized) fine-
structure constant' a, F['Y(a)=0, remains unal-
tered. This means that a possible zero of F [](x)
does not “move” in the presence of the strong cou-
pling. By definition, the object 17513 contains one
over-all closed fermion loop. Accordingly, nE”
does not contain pion-pion, pion-photon, photon-
photon scattering graphs, nor does it contain pion
and photon self-energy parts. As a by-product of
the work it is shown that the effective strong cou-
pling vanishes at very high energies. This effec-
tive strong coupling is expressed in terms of well-
known parameters.

The technique used here is in the spirit of
Refs. 1 and 3 which make consistent use of the
Callan-Symanzik scaling equations.* The method
we assume to study these scaling equations is to
sum up first in the electromagnetic coupling (to
all orders), study the property of the scaling
equations, and then finally sum up over the strong
coupling as well. (This permits us to treat the
derivative with respect to the strong coupling, ap-
pearing in the Callan-Symanzik scaling equations,
in an elementary fashion.) Another type of solution
to the above problem is clearly discussed in Ap-
pendix B, which is neither physically nor techni-
cally very attractive for various mentioned rea-
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sons. The single-fermion-loop contribution to the
pion self-energy part and the implication of the
present results on the finiteness problem of the
full theory will be discussed in paper II.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we
give a quick derivation of Schwinger-Dyson inte-
gral equations without closed fermion loops and
discuss their renormalizability. In Sec. III the
various gauge functions which make the respective
renormalization constants in a perturbative expan-
sion finite are calculated. The Callan-Symanzik
scaling equations for the proton propagator and
various vertex functions are studied in Sec. IV.
The stability of the eigenvalue condition for o is
demonstrated in Sec. V. Section VI deals with a
brief conclusion. In Appendix A the gauge trans-
formation of the multiplicative renormalization
constants is discussed. The alternative type of
solution mentioned above is discussed in Appendix
B. Our metric is g, =diag(-1,1,1,1], {y,, %}
=-2g,,, With vy, i%,, iys being Hermitian and{y,, v}
=0, yss==1. As a preliminary study of the present
dynamics, we have also carried out an analysis
(essentially oriented towards the ghost problem) in
the spirit of the leading logarithms of perturbation
theory (unpublished) which was a useful guide in
leading to the present work. In this connection see
also Ref. 5.

II. BASIC INTEGRAL EQUATIONS AND
RENORMALIZATION

To derive the integral equations for the vertices,
for example, and for other Green’s functions as
well, one may add to the initial (interaction) La-
grangian density g,¥y;¥¢ +e,¥y,¥A", where g, e,
denote the respective unrenormalized strong and
electromagnetic coupling constants, source terms
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8£(x) = ¥(x)n(x) +7(x)¥(x)
+d5(x)p(x) +J ,(x)A*(x), (1)

where 7, 71, J; and J, are classical sources with
the usual properties.® We will be interested in

the case when these sources are all set equal to
zero. The Schwinger equation for the proton prop-
agator S(x, y),

—iS(x, y)
) . 0 . .
=(=i) %) (=) 310) <Oout|0m)/(00ut|01n),

(2)

is easily obtained by the well-known procedure by
the use of Schwinger’s action (dynamical, vari-
ational, etc.) principle® to be (when n and 7 are
set equal to zero)

0 - . 0
{l— +Mmy— Y \:(—l) Wx—) +<A§(X)>:\}s(x; y)

=6(x-y), (3)

where we have introduced a convenient “five-di-
mensional” notation ¥, =(eyy,, £7s), A =(A¥, ¢);
m, denotes the unrenormalized mass of the proton
and

y= (Oout|A%(x)|0 in)
- (Oout|0in)
4}

= (=) mln((Oouthin)). (4)

(A¥(x)

The object (Oout|0in) denotes the vacuum-to-vac-
uum transition amplitude in the presence of the ex-
ternal sources. In a matrixlike notation for the
inverse proton propagator we have

5= (2 vmo=7ea9) +3, ®)
with

=i 13 o -1

Z='—l'y€D SG(AE/)S 5 (6)
and

—iD*¥ = (=i)(6/6J )(=i)(6/6J ) In((Oout[0in)).
(7

By a straightforward iteration’ in the parentheses
on the right-hand side of Eq. (5), we easily gener-
ate the set of diagrams contributing to Z, for ex-
ample, as shown in Fig. 1 in the absence of exter-
nal sources. All the lines in this figure denote
exact proton (S), pion (D, = D), and photon (D,
=D,,) propagators.

The strong and electromagnetic vertices are in
turn defined by

T = TN LN TSN
LN,

FIG. 1. Diagrammatic expansion of the proton self-
energy part in terms of exact propagators. The dashed,
solid, and wavy lines denote pions, protons, and photons,
respectively. The external sources have all been set
equal to zero.

o ..

Fs(x’ x,; E)E— s-l(x, x,); (8)

5
8.6 p(E)

r,(x,x'; £)== S~Y(x, 7). 9)

5
ed(A ()

Using the fact that T is a functional of S and D®¥’
we easily obtain (in symbolic notation)

(4]
£:0( )

2= [ (-63/08)5(-05/g,5 6))S

+f(—GZ/GD)D(—GD"/go5<¢>)D,

(10)

where the notation D= D**' has been used for con-
venience. Clearly, the second term can be repre-
sented by two pieces joined exactly by two D lines
as shown in Fig. 2 and hence gives rise to a closed
fermion-loop contribution which by definition of the
present work we omit. Repeating the same analysis
for ', we easily see that in the absence of closed
fermion loops the strong and the electromagnetic
vertices satisfy the same integral equation (this

is not true otherwise). In longhand we have (in

the momentum representation)

dp'
rg(pn p-)=7§ + f Ezﬁ)zK(Pu p-; bl pl-)

xS(p,)T (L, pLIS(PL), (11)

where Ye = (75, Yy)’ etc'; pi =Pik/2, p«.::p' :tk/z,
and K=-62/6S. All the sources are now set equal
to zero. The diagrams contributing to K are easily
obtained from the dependence of Z on S (see, for
example, Fig. 1) in Eq. (6). By the definition of

FIG. 2. A contribution to the strong vertex I'; integral
equation obtained by the functional differentiation of a
D propagator [defined in Eq. (7)] with respect to (A).
The zig-zag line (a D line) denotes, quite generally, a
pion or a photon line with the external sources set equal
to zero. This diagram clearly shows a closed fermion
loop contribution to I';.
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the present work, closed fermion loops are to be
omitted from K and from the over-all integral ex-
pression in (11). The kernel K does not also con-
tain an intermediate state with only two proton
lines cut vertically. We should emphasize that Eq.
(11) is correct only in the absence of closed fer-
mion loops. We could have also added to 6£ in Eq.
(1), for example, a term

I (%) (x) + AT () (x)p(x) + £l D],

where ¢, is a scalar field with the free Lagrangian
density £, (this may be also done in many other
different ways) to obtain in the limit J,~ 0 and A
- 0 an integral equation for the scalar vertex de-
fined by

ofy= lim | -
Clearly, the integral equation for I';(p, p’) is again
identical to the one in Eq. (11) (in the absence of
closed fermion loops). Therefore the index £ in
Eq. (11) now corresponds to (s, 5, n), ete.

We introduce vertex-function renormalization

constants Z,, Z,, Z, and rewrite the renormalized
version of Eq. (11) as, for example,

S™(x, x’)} . (12)

Ty =Zyys+ f KST3, (13)

with T, =Z,T, $=5/2,, T,=2,T, (Z,=Z, because
of the Ward identity), g2=g,%(Z,/Z;f, and T, = Z,T,
(recall also Z, =1, here). In Eq. (13) the inverse
of the photon and the pion propagators is given by
D,"'=q*+)® and D, ' =¢® +u?, where X is a ficti-
tious nonzero mass for the photon. The renormal-
izability of (13) is easily given by an induction
proof.® One may write

K=e?K,+g?K, (14)

to emphasize how the lowest-order term starts in
each of the parts in (14). Let us scale the cou-
plings €?, g%~ ke?, kg? and make an expansion in
powers of x and finally set the latter parameter
equal to unity. Let Z[°!] denote the contribution
of Z, to lowest order in ¢* and zeroth order in g2.
An elementary computation (in the Feynman gauge)
shows that T'[°!] is ultraviolet-cutoff-independent
with Z[011~1 = (¢?/47?)In(A?/m?) (where A? is an
ultraviolet cutoff introduced in some covariant
manner). Similarly, I'{!°)is A%-independent with
z[101 .1 1(g%/167%)In(A?/m?). From this we con-
clude that T*['! is A%-independent to first order in
Kk with

zM~1+[(g?/167%) = (¢*/47?)] In(A%/m?).

A simultaneous study of I [*!] and I () shows
that '[! is A?-independent with

z~1-[(g?/3272) +(e2/1672)] In(A%/m?)

(in the Feynman gauge). Now we suppose that for
some n, T'[") I'[" are A%-independent. We easily
see then from Eqs. (13) and (14) that the cutoff in-
dependence of I'["*), [ ["*! is also true from the
very definition of Z["*" and Z["*"! as over-all
subtraction constants. The renormalizability of
(13) and (14) then follows for any n. A similar
analysis may be also carried out for the more ele-
mentary object f‘s. The above renormalizability
discussion was given only for completeness.

In Appendix A the gauge transformation law for
the renormalization constants Z, Z,, Z; is given.
It is explicitly shown there (the expected results)
that the objects (2,/2,), (Z,/Z,), and (Z,/Z,) are
all gauge -invariant.

III. CALCULATION OF THE GAUGE FUNCTIONS

We note that the photon propagator appears al-
ways in the combination D, in the various inte-
gral equations for the vertices and the propagators.
We may, quite generally, write

1
ezDuu(q)=ez<guu- M)

q® ) (q?+2%)
&(, 2y 1udv 1
+G(g?) g% (g2+n)’ (15)

where the parameter X is the fictitious nonzero
mass for the photon introduced to avoid difficulties
associated with the infrared-divergence problem.
1t is quite clear from the above-mentioned inte-
gral equations that one may develop a perturba-
tion expansion of I';, for example, in g% and &°
and simultaneously make an expansion of the
gauge function in the form

Gl = 20 () Cpald?). (16)
m+n =1
A more convenient perturbative scheme is to scale
the couplings g2, e®*~ kg2, ke® and make an expan-
sion in «:

G(g?)= Y (W'Gila?), (17)
=1

and finally set k =1 as done in Sec. II. In this sec-
tion we wish to calculate such a gauge function
G(g?) which makes Z,, for example, ultraviolet-
cutoff-independent order by order in perturbation
theory. This we shall carry out, here only, in the
so-called intermediate renormalization® by nor-
malizing Iy(p, p) at p=0 (rather than on the mass
shell) so as to be able to work in the Euclidean re-
gion. We shall see that the gauge functions G(q?)
should then have logarithmic growth as g%— .
This will be also explicitly seen in the next section,
in an elementary fashion, when discussing the Cal-
lan-Symanzik scaling equations. In particular we
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shall see that the sum in (16) reduces to a sum of
terms each having a well-defined limit as q%- .

From Egs. (13) and (14) we may rewrite the in-
tegral equation for I'; in the form

T, =y, +¢* j K5I8 + g2 f K313, (18)

where the “tilde” as usual is to denote renormal-
ized objects. The K’s, for example, are expanded
in g? rather than in g,>. We now consider the zero
momentum transfer of (18) [see also Eq. (11)]. In
any gauge Weinberg’s theorem® says that (in space-
like direction) in perturbation theory

S(p) ~ ;/—1; X (powers of Inp?)

2w
m 2
+ 7 x (powers of Inp?)

and (19)

F 1
Ko (b, p;p+a,p+9q) g P x (powers of 1ng?),

qe—> o

» = fixed

where we strongly emphasize that none of the
masses have been set equal to zero above. Now
let us consider the lowest-order term in g?,
r{t°)(p, p), and set p=0 (intermediate renormal-
ization®). A straightforward analysis shows that
(1/z,)"°1 is A%-cutoff-independent in the gauge
G,,(¢%) =1. [It should already be clear at this
stage that an orthodox perturbation expansion of
T; (1/Z,) and G(¢?) may be carried out in a
straightforward manner.] Similarly, (1/2;)®is
finite in the gauge GO_‘(qz) =-=3. In the notation of
(17) we then conclude that (1/Z,)"! is finite in the
gauge G,(q?),

G,(q%)=g%-3¢€%. (20)

Now we proceed by induction® and assume that
there exists a gauge function G, ={G, ¢ ..., Go,n}
which makes (1/2;)™) ultraviolet-cutoff-indepen-
dent to show that we can always find a gauge func-
tion G,,, to make (1/Z,)"*! also finite. In this case
the first piece in Eq. (18) has from the kernel K,

a contribution of the form

. Eﬁ n+1 2y Y augny” 1 1
=1 ) @y W Gl a2 B g em) s g - )
(21)

to (1/2,)""* ") coming from the diagram in Fig. 3
in K,. By inspection we see that the remaining
terms coming from K, and K, can depend only on
the gauge functions { G, ¢ Gn_1.1, - - - » Go,o} Which
have supposedly been determined before. Let
(R} denote ¢%(K,)"! subtracted from it the
term

=i(Kk)" 'Gpey gDV 9,9, /0% (q? +27)]

in Eq. (21). Now the §"Ps have been all computed
in the gauge G, and have the behavior in Eq. (19)
in perturbation theory. Clearly then the gauge
function G,,,(q?) is given by an arbitrary function
which asymptotically behaves like (with the right-
hand side formally averaged over angles first)
Gnu(qz) Z’\J [ i(ezlfo'gg)"“ +i(g21€1§§)n+1] 44 s

(22)

where again we emphasize that no masses have
been set equal to zero above. From Weinberg’s
theorem® we see then that

Grin(g®) ™~ Cy,, +powers of Ing?, (23)

@2

where the right-hand side is determined in terms
of the gauge functions {G, o, ..., G, ,}. The con-
stant C,,, may depend on g2, ¢* and possibly on
mass ratios in the theory. Since z is arbitrary,
our result is true for all n. From the work of the
next section we shall see that Z; is finite in the
same gauge as Z, and since (Z,/Z;) is gauge-in-
variant (see Appendix A), it follows that Z, and
Zs are equal (up to a finite multiplicative constant)
in any gauge.

A similar analysis as the one above may be also
carried out for a finite Z, and we may find a cor-
responding gauge function G(g2) order by order in
k. This gauge function does not necessarily coin-
cide with the corresponding one for a finite Z,.
Needless to say that with a gauge function having
a property as in (23) (in perturbation theory), the
theory (in the present context) is still renormal-
izable in the usual sense. For example, in pure
electrodynamics the renormalized photon self-en-
ergy part has a behavior as in (23) in perturbation
theory and the theory is renormalizable. The as-
ymptotic behavior of S(p) quoted in (19) is also
true with a behavior of G of the type in (23) by def-
inition of renormalizability. The cutoff indepen-
dence of Z; (for example), of course, is not guar-
anteed unless the gauge functions G, are suitably
chosen as discussed above. The structure of the
gauge functions discussed above will be clarified
even further from the work of the next section,
where the internal consistency of our treatment

ES

S

FIG. 3. The typical diagram contributing to the kernel
e®®, in the (k)"*! order coming from the gauge term of the
(free) photon propagator (denoted with the crossed wavy
line) given by —i(k)"'Gp.1(9%)1g,9,/4% (4% +2H)].
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will be also shown.

It should be quite clear that the role the gauge
term has taken above is a well-defined one even in
the absence of electrodynamics. For example, in
pure ps-ps dynamics, the Lagrangian density re-
mains invariant if we redefine the Fermi field
¥(x)= ¥, (x) =¥(x) exp[ —ix(x)] (thus parametrizing
it by x) and simultaneously introduce an additional
(trivial) coupling of the form ¥, v,(8"yx/i)¥,, where
X is arbitrary and may be chosen at will. We may
then quite arbitrarily introduce a function F(x - x’)
=i6{((x(x)x(x")),). By following such a procedure (to
our knowledge, unconventional) one does not change
the value of quantities, such as cross sections and
self-masses (and the pion wave-function renormal-
ization constant) since x does not “participate” in
the dynamics. Z, and Z,, however, will depend on
F with the Fermi field parametrized by F. The
great value of such a trick is that the function F
may be arbitrarily chosen at will (such as in mak-
ing Z,, for example, finite as discussed above for
a specific choice of F) to facilitate the computation
of physical quantities (with an underlying positive-
definite metric) which are independent of F. The
“classical” Green’s function G(x, x’; ') in the
presence of an external potential &, appearing
in (Oout|0in) (which in turn becomes parametrized
by F), will be simply multiplied by exp{i[ F(x - x*)
- F(0)]} as usual (see Appendix A).

IV. CALLAN-SYMANZIK SCALING EQUATIONS

To derive the Callan-Symanzik scaling equations
for the various propagators of the theory we intro-
duce an ultraviolet cutoff in the free pion and pho-
ton propagators as follows:

1 A?
2y _ - ———a—
D,(q )—(q2+u2)<q2+A2>’

2 _ 2 _ 4u9 1 A?
0,0 =€~ %8 i G
1 A
(g% +2%) (g% +A%)’

(24)

+G(g?) gq“%

where A is the fictitious mass for the photon. We
make independent variations in the theory with re-
spect to the proton (renormalized) mass m, the
pion mass (squared) p?, and the photon mass
(squared) A%, while keeping the unrenormalized
(ps) coupling (squared) g, (and e?), and the ultra-
violet cutoff A fixed.'** The gauge function G(g?)
generally depends on g2, ¢* as well as on the
masses m, [, A. (See also remark made at the
end of Sec. III.)

Defining

(1/2,) L] Z,=~v,,
(1/m ) Llm,=1+8,
(2,/ 2P LN zs/ 2, ) = -8B,

(25)
Db, p)= 23] 587 (0)+ 33 53570 ]
(1/G@@®) L]1G(g?) =F(¢?),
and
d d d
[L]Eiima;+uzahi—2'+)\2m}, (26)

we easily obtain the scaling equation for the renor-
malized proton propagator to be in the usual man-
ner, by applying the operator [ L] to $~!(p) and re-
arranging terms,

[m‘?— +uzi' +>\2% +g2ﬂ£7}§"(ﬁ)=—[72 + f (dq)ﬁ‘(qz)é(qz)(ﬁ%—z—) 1n22>:l§“(p)

om au? )

+[148)(m 2,/ Z,)E( b, p) + 13T, p), (27

where the vertex function f‘s( b, p) has been intro-
duced in Sec. II. Clearly, I'(p,p) is a renormal-
ized cutoff-independent quantity. It vanishes like
(1/p) x[powers of 1In(p?)] as p*~ = in perturbation
theory® and it may be neglected in this limit. Now
we rather strongly emphasize that because of the
explicit functional differentiation appearing above
with respect to G(g?), the vertices I, and I [and
also throughout, for example, Egs. (31) and (32)]
are defined in terms of undifferentiated gauge
functions. From the definition of [ L] in (26) and
of y, in (25) we easily see that the first square
bracket on the right-hand side of Eq. (27) is given
by

i‘: 2 28 el P
Z, " om “auz o T8 agz] 2572,

(28)

and the functional derivative with respect to G(gq?)
[in (27)] cancels out as expected since the latter is
“already” renormalized [recall also Z,=1 with no
closed fermion loops; in this respect compare al-
so Egs. (11) and (18) which remind us that the ver-
tex functions are multiplicatively renormalized].
The gauge function may be then kept fixed. Now
we assume an expansion of the parameters 8 and
a=[1+8](m,2,/2,) in the form
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B==Bo+By g% +"+ (29)
a=a,+a, g+ (30)

to show that all B, B,,...; @y @, ... (Which are

Lm—ﬂi -—-§+A2 a;\z +g°B JS(P)F(P,P)—

where
fs.sE@S-Z%) o T2, )

and (32)
0= ( 2) 5 +( 55) 5 Jstomo .

The pulling out of the coefficients on the right-hand
side of Eq. (31) to write the various expressions in
terms of renormalized quantities is straightfor-
ward and easily obtained by drawing a few dia-
grams contributing to them, for example, to

T, s, p), and by making the necessary multipli-
cative renormalizations. We shall see that the
self-consistency condition for the finiteness of the
self-mass in pure electrodynamics (which we as-
sume) requires that the parameter 8,>0 in Eq.
(29). In pure electrodynamics [m,(Z,/Z,)] is finite
(Ref. 10), and from the gauge invariance of (Z,/Z;)
we easily see, for example, from Ref. 1 that

Bola)/2 =8(ar) (33)

and is cutoff-independent, where’ (a=e?/4m), 6(a)
=3(a/2m) + () (a/27)% +- - - [with the self-consistent
range’ for 6(a): 0<6(a)<2—it is understood here
that contributions from closed fermion loops are
to be omitted]. We now proceed to discuss the
problem of the cutoff independence of all the coef-

J
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exactly treated in the electromagnetic coupling)
are ultraviolet-cutoff-independent. To do this we
derive also the scaling equation for the object
S(p)T5(p, p), which is given by

-(8/2)S(p)T5( p, p)
—[1+8)(m 2,/ Z,)5(D)T( b, PYS(P)Ts( b, D)

+[148)(m 2,/ 2,)8()Ts o P, p) + W2 T (5, ), (31)

ficients in (29) and (30). We first keep the ultra-
violet cutoff fixed. The objects (Z,/Z2,), (Z,/Z;)
(see Appendix A) and hence 8 [see Eq. (A8)], m
(Ref. 3), and b [see Eq. (49)] are all gauge-invari-
ant. To prove the cutoff independence of the pa-
rameters in (29) and (30) we may then work in any
gauge we wish. Accordingly, we may work in the
gauge in which Z, is A -independent (the analysis
carried out in Sec. III shows that this can be
achieved. This will in turn be shown to be self-
consistent when we solve the scaling equations in
this section). Also to discuss the cutoff indepen-
dence of the parameters in (29) and (30) we do not
have to consider the large-p behavior of Egs. (27)
and (31) and we may then work in a nonasymptotic
region for such a proof. We rely on the fact that
all the quantities with a tilde (renormalized) in
Egs. (27) and (31) are cutoff-independent and we
assume that this is also the case when we sum up
to all orders in the electromagnetic region (still
working in a nonasymptotic region). If the coeffi-
cients in (29) and (30), which are treated exactly
in the electromagnetic coupling from the beginning,
are cutoff-independent, we may take the limit A®
-~ in (27) and (31) and drop all possible terms
which vanish in this limit (and otherwise keep
terms which do not vanish in this limit). Using the
expansions in (29) and (30) and working in a non-
asymptotic region in p, as mentioned above, we
obtain for (27) expansions of the form

( L'S-l]o -[r lnzz]oso-l =ao(fs)o + (“21:)0 ,

[(L’ - Bo)(s-l)l] - [(LI - Bo)(lnzg)ll(g—l)o - [ L,(lnzz)o](é-l)l =a1(f3)o +ao(f3)1 +(U-2f‘)1 ) (34)
where

‘e -

L am auz 23)\2 : (35)
Similarly, we obtain for (31) an expansion in the form

[ L' - (ﬁo/Z)](§f5)° = —ao(éf‘ Sf‘s - st 3)0 +(U-21:’)o ’

[ L’ - (3B8,/2))(ST), = =(B,/2)(ST;), = a, (ST, 3T = ST ), — ao(ST, 8T - 815 ), + (w*T), (36)
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From the first equation in (34) we see that a, is
(A) cutoff-independent and the limit A%~ « exists

as is well known. From the second equation in (34)

we also obtain that a, is cutoff-independent since
B, is so. In turn we see from the second equation
in (36) that B, is also cutoff-independent since B,
a,, and a, are so. The proof of the cutoff inde-
pendence of the coefficients in (29) and (30) now
easily follows by an elementary induction proof.
This essentially follows since to any order = in
g%, Eq. (34) depends only on (8,_,, - - -, Bo;

Ay, ..., (i.e., not B,) and Eq. (36) depends on
(Bnsy+--5Bo; Ans---5a,). Now that we have estab-
lished the cutoff independence of the coefficients
(which are treated exactly in the electromagnetic
coupling) of the gauge-invariant objects B and a in
(29) and (30), we may go back to Eq. (27), use Eq.
(28), and infer that y, is cutoff-independent in any
gauge. We may take the orthodox attitude and

or we may make an expansion of the form
Ha=rnigieees (38)

and put a restriction on y, for example, by fixing
the nonvanishing part of the gauge function when
g2~ 0 [see Sec. IIl and Eq. (16)]. In the Feynman
gauge, for example,® y=—(a/2m)++--, and in the
generalized Landau gauge’ y=0.

Upon writing

S~ p)=vPF(p?) +mG(p?) (39)

and making an elementary use of Weinberg’s theo-
rem® to drop terms in the renormalized objects
(with a tilde) which vanish in perturbation theory
in the limit of large p and keep terms which do

not vanish in the usual manner, we obtain the scal-
ing equations':® [see Eq. (27)]

a 9 a
I:m-——+p. — +22 — gﬁ Z,+)/2:’F(p2) ~ 0
»

R B 3 ax? e
choose a gauge such that y, =0 and hence have " u
Er __a_ A2 Z,=0, (37) 40
’_ma +u o u? * a)@+g3 ] 27" and
(st ol S 4 g% o G~ ar(p?) (a1)
am uz SAZ og a2 zJ pime ’
where J(p?) satisfies the equation®
2 a_ 28 _ 25 8 o 0 42
[ im0 s g8 o+ = I (42)

(it follows also that 5 is cutoff-independent). Equations (40) and (42) have the same structure. We first

solve Eq. (40).

We use the expansions in (29) and (38) to obtain

9 0 B
[ng;;;*ru ;ﬁ—ﬂz X“ S (/30/2)iJ0 0 (43a)
and for n>1,
ma p s AN B v—(Bg/z)} [) (rs=5,)
[n aom T n 3u2+ 7 OAE Bo+ n J, [ Bs 2t ” _JJ' 0. (43b)
1=r<n
The solution to (43) is elementary and is given by (e*#0)
2 \[y-(Bys221/2 2\ - Bgy/2 p? -2(By/2)
1 o~ (L) Lcoven( L) (L) ], (44)

where C,=C,(u2/m?, X2/m? g2 &*) for n=1,2,... .

Equation (40) has a similar solution with g, set equal

to zero outside the square bracket in (44). Upon substituting the solution (44) in (41) and using the defini-

tion (39) we finally obtain (e*#0)

Fa ‘(p)P;‘:w}/P( >7/2[f0+0(<;ﬁ_22>-50/2)] +m(%)ty_(ﬂomm[co+O(<r—f;->-50/2)], (45)

where the coefficients f,, C, (and the coefficients
of the corrections as well) have similar depen-

dence on the mass ratios and g2, ¢® as the C,’s in
(44). The parameters y and B, in Eq. (45) are in-

—

frared-independent.®* From Eq. (28) we also obtain
(e #0)

25 (o) Teorol(5) ™)) o
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The result (46) is quite interesting and states that
when the theory is summed up to all orvders (in the
manner discussed above), Z, is finite in the gener-
alized Landau gauge,” i.e., for y=0. This in turn
means that when the gauge function G(g2) which
makes Z, finite (see Sec. III) is summed to all or-
ders and when the limit g2~ « is taken, the just-
mentioned function reduces to a sum of functions
of the form inside the square bracket in Eq. (44)
(with a nontrivial dependence on g?), with each be-
ing well defined in this limit. More specifically,
G(q?) which makes Z, finite is

Blg?) = =G, +0((m*/q*)®"),

where G, is the generalized Landau gauge’ G,
=—(3¢2/3272) + -+ - . We make no attempt to dis-
cuss the convergence of a sum of the form in (44)
[or (45)], even for p*> m?(g?2)? % [note that C,
~0((g?)") for n=1, etc.]. One may of course keep
vanishing terms in G(g¢?) for g%~ if one wishes.
As mentioned above, for example, Z, is finite in
the gauge —e®G, plus corrections of the form
0((m?/q?)Bo’?), whose coefficients may be so ad-
justed to cancel ever the vanishing terms inside
the square bracket in (46) (in this connection see
also Appendix A for the gauge transformation
property of Z,), etc. Equation (37) has also a so-
lution of the form in (46) (with y—~ 0) for ¥, =0.
This is clearly expected since the effective strong
coupling g2(m?/p*)B/? vanishes at high energies
[(|p?)2> m(g?)" Bo] and does not contribute to
the gauge function, asymptotically, when the the-
ory is summed up to all orders as discussed
above. In this latter case the coefficient z, and
the coefficients of the terms neglected inside the
square bracket in (46) will be simply changed to
some other finite constant (s) as can be easily
checked. To obtain the expression for Z, in any
gauge, one may make use of its well-known trans-
formation law given in Appendix A. The asymptot-
ic behavior of f‘s( b, p) is similarly derived as for
S7Y(p), for example from Eq. (31), to be (e*#0)

~ -~ _22. [y = (Bor2) ]/zl— ( ﬁ -60/2)‘|
r5(p’p),2..mys< m2> Llo+0 <m2> ]
(47)

[up to a possible, but finite, multiplicative factor
of the form (1 +(14/1,)vp/p) for p?—~w] and for Z,
we have (e®#0)

A2 [y=-(84/2) 172 , A2 -Bgy/2
Z’?(;n—) B :

(48)

Equation (48) states that when the theory is
summed up to all orders as discussed above and
with the generalized Landau gauge y=0, Z; is

identically equal to zero with no ultraviolet cutoff.
Zs, however, is finite for y=48,/2 (again in the
summed up theory in the manner discussed above
and then the limit A® -« taken). An elementary
analysis shows that this corresponds to the gauge
function

Gla®) = =" G, - (47%B,/e?)] + O((m?/q?) %02
(see also Sec. III),
[G, - (4n2B,/€*)] =3 +O(e?).

The gauge transformation law for Z, is given in
Appendix A. We should warn the reader that the
statements just made for Z, and Z; are based on
summed up expressions and then the limit A%~ «
is taken and note that the coefficients z,, 2z [and
the coefficients of the small corrections inside
the square brackets in Eq. (46) and (48)] have non-
trivial dependence on g2 as well. For example,
if we expand the corrections inside the square
bracket in Eq. (48) in powers of B, we then have
to generate a dependence on g? in the correspond-
ing gauge function for ensuring the finiteness of
Z, as also shown in Eq. (20). So one should be
very careful when making contact with perturba-
tion theory results.

Finally we also have from (25) for m,

(. 2p 0 *}ﬂ -
L gt -b(3)0)=0, (49)

with the solution (¢%#0)

A2 >—BO/4 (( A2 >~BOI2)1
— O P —
”‘A”j’"<m [”0* m® ik

(50)

with u, having a similar dependence on the other
parameters as C,, C,,... in (44), and the self-
mass dm=m-m, is asymptotically finite. Need-
less to say all the various corrections occurring
inside the square brackets, for example, in Eq.
(45) cannot be necessarily kept which may be be-
yond the range of validity of the accuracy of our
treatment (the main thing, of course, here is their
very interesting damping property). For example,
in the just-mentioned corrections, terms with a
sufficiently large »n subscript (e.g., coefficients of
for---5fn), say, should be omitted which may be
of the same order as various terms omitted in
perturbation theory (with vanishing properties) for
the renormalized objects (with a tilde) occurring
asymptotically, for example, in pure electrody-
namics. From Egs. (45), (46), and (50) we may
also write the expression for the unrenormalized
S~Y(p) for both p?, A®~=. We may temporarily
work in a class of constant gauges independent of
the various masses. Upon taking the partial deriv-
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ative with respect to u? keeping m,, g,%, »* (and
A?) fixed and agreeing to drop terms which vanish
rapidly enough in the above-mentioned limit in u»-
renormalized perturbation theory, together with
the above-mentioned equations, we easily derive
that

(8/0u2)(fo/2,) =0=(3/0u2)Co/2o,) -

Repeating the same procedure by keeping m,, g%,
u? (and A?) fixed and varying A%, we also obtain

(8/8X%)(fo/2,) =0=(8/8)%)(Co/20 1) -

These two results then relate the explicit u and A
dependence of the just-mentioned integration con-
stants as in Ref. 3. Similarly, we obtain
(0/81%)(1o/24)=0, (8/6)*)(1,/24)=0 for Ty(p, p) and
Z,. Gauge transformation properties (to arbitrary
gauges) of these constants may be also derived
from Appendix A as in Ref. 3.

We should remind the reader of the very clear
but important fact that the asymptotic behavior of
the various objects given above is true only in the
presence of the electromagnetic interaction (i.e.,
€ +#0). Otherwise, we obtain the well-known per-
turbation expansion in pure ps-ps coupling (in the
present context with no closed fermion loops) upon
integrating the Callan-Symanzik scaling equations.
Finally, we note that due to the absence of an ana-
log to the Ward identity leading to Z, = Z, for Z;
the derivative with respect to g2 appears in the
scaling equations even in the absence of closed
fermion loops. Needless to say the above scaling
equations for the various amplitudes above may be
also solved by Symanzik’s original method by de-
fining an effective coupling g2 first and then in-
tegrating the various equations in the usual man-
ner.? One then obtains identical results as above
upon expanding the exponents—multiplying the
various amplitudes written as functions of g 4?2
rather than g?—in powers of g.s%. We have pre-
ferred the above method by expanding in powers
of g? first, integrating the various equations, and
then identifying the effective strong coupling in an
elementary fashion. The final results are, of
course, the same.

V. THE STABILITY OF THE EIGENVALUE CONDITION
FOR THE FINE -STRUCTURE «

Now we study the photon self-energy part with
no closed fermion loops with the exception, of
course, of the over-all closed loop defining the
self-energy part. Let am[')(¢?) denote the unre-
normalized photon self-energy part after having
extracted the two powers of the momentum g to de-
fine the vacuum-polarization tensor. 7 Y is given
by

(dp)

n1q*) =2, | G THYS(p+a)T, b+, SR,

(51)

where il is understood that two powers of q are to
be vemoved in (51). Now we rely on the gauge in-
variance of the photon self-energy part and work
in the gauge with a finite Z,, for which y,=0 [in
(28)], which is effectively nothing but the general-
ized Landau gauge with the coefficients (z,, z,,...)
in (46) simply changed to some other coefficients
as clearly discussed in the previous section. We
consider the expression [to be more precise we
multiply the integrand in Eq. (51) by a form factor
A?/(p? +A?) for the moment (the limit A%~ will
be taken later) to render the over-all integration
in (51) meaningful]

3_ _8_23 21.}[1]2:(1]2
[mamw N E gﬁagz T g®)=x"(g®),

(52)

and make use of (37). A typical contributing factor
in the integrand of x'(g?) is for p?- e

(IO BN I b
o+ o 0% 5+ %8 53 | ()

==S(p) al(p, p) + L2T(p, P)IS(p), (53)

and an elementary consideration as in the previous
section shows that the right-hand side of Eq. (53)
(for p?—~ =) vanishes like

(B ()] e

A similar analysis also holds when considering

the factor I',(p, p) for p*~ . [The so-called over-
lap divergence problem is of no significance here
in y[*) and in the integral (51) in a summed up the-
ory with a finite Z,.] By simple power counting

we then see that (remembering the two powers of

g that are to be subtracted) at worst

g?) ~ 1[<ﬁ;>80/2+---}, (55)

¢2-w 4

and hence the left-hand side of (52) vanishes as-
ymptotically and is A-cutoff-independent as we let
A%~ oo,

Defining the single-loop contribution

d d [1]
pll= [(1/2 )( =ty d—aﬂ dxz>Zaj!

(56)

and using the definition (52) we immediately obtain
the scaling equation for the renormalized single
closed fermion-loop contribution aﬂﬁ‘] to the re-
normalized photon self-energy part to be
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9 2]
e +AP—

{ 2,
Mom W E TN o

2 ..?._:} [1]¢ 2
om gBagz arn(¢?)

=p W +ax"g?) (57)

coming from
Lian M) =Lian M) = L(1)+[(1/2,) L2, 27,

where L is the operator defined on the left-hand
side of the above equation—cf. Eqs. (7a) and (10)
in Ref. 1. When g%~ « we can omit the second
term on the right-hand side of Eq. (57) and imme-
diately infer that p 1 jg A -cutoff-independent.
Asymptotically we then have

)
[m%wz_' +2? “z +g°8 ——]aw[”(q‘)w‘”

g?~. (58)
We expand
p =20 F (@) +p g%+ (59)
to obtain the solution of (58) to be simply (e?+0)

aﬂgl](qz) ~ C(1]+(1Fh](a)ln(q2/m2)

g2

+0((m?/q?)Po’?), (60)

and hence the eigenvalue condition F [1)(@)=0 is
not altered, i.e., a possible zero of F[')(x) does
not “move” in the presence of the strong coupling.
The limit A -0 can be taken in the gauge-invariant
object Z,.'+3: 1

Before closing this section, we wish to make a
final and important remark. If we expand the cor-
rections in Eq. (60) for 7[')(¢2) (4%2~) in powers
of B,, we see that we generate not only a single
power of Inq®, which “modifies” the eigenvalue
condition, but also arbitrary powers of the latter.
The coefficient of the single power of lng? is easily
seen in this case to be a function of e? and g? as

well—a readily checked perturbation-theory resuit.

Accordingly, one should be very careful when
making contact with perturbation-theory results.
Questions of this sort originated the investigation
carried out in this work.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have made a study of quantum electrodynam-
ics in the presence of neutral-meson theory with
ps-ps coupling at short distances without closed
fermion loops. We have expanded the Callan-
Symanzik scaling function in powers of g% (and ex-
actly treated in the electromagnetic coupling),
proved their cutoff independence, and then solved

the various scaling equations in Sec. IV in an ele-
mentary fashion by resumming back in g2. It was
also seen that the effective strong coupling at very
high energies (|p?|)V2> m(g2)" %@ is
g%(m?/p?)Bo(®/2 [rather than g2In(p?/m?)] and van-
ishes asymptotically. Clearly, a typical 7°%-7°
scattering box graph with a strong vertex in (47)
(in the generalized Landau gauge) in a skeleton ex-
pansion (in the present context) is automatically
finite. We have then shown the stability of the
eigenvalue condition F ['}(@)=0 in the presence of
the strong coupling. Another type of “solution” to
the problem, in the present context, is discussed
in Appendix B which, however is neither prysically
nor technically very attractive for various men-
tioned reasons. The rule for checking the stability
of the eigenvalue condition for o in the sense dis-
cussed in Sec. V in other field theories as well is
simple. One has to check the vanishing (sufficient-
ly fast) of a corresponding expression to Z,/Z, in
pure electrodynamics [see Egs. (46), (48), (59),
and (60)] in the limit of infinite cutoff (and not
otherwise).

The single-closed-fermion-loop contribution to
the pion self-energy part and the implication of
our present results on the finiteness problem of
the full theory will be discussed in the following
paper.
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APPENDIX A: GAUGE TRANSFORMATIONS

We consider general gauge transformations of

the (free) photon propagator of the form!?
Duv(x)“Dyu(x)+apauM(x)y (A1)

where M(x) is an arbitrary function with a cutoff
A? as defined quite generally in Eq. (24) and if, for
example, D ,,(x) on the right-hand side of Eq. (A1)
denotes the propagator in the Landau gauge (with a
cutoff) then

i (“dk*dQ, A®

A(B2),,ikx
327%), (B% +2%) (k% +A%) GUke™,

M (x)=-

(A2)

and converges for G(k?) increasing with arbitrary
powers of Ink? as k%*—« with a fixed A2. We may
arbitrarily choose G(k?) to be finite for k%~ 0 such
that M(x)—~ 0 as x%—~». We note that for £=(5, s),
we have the corresponding transformation
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(00 (NFON.) = = gy (RO |

s, \=0

~exp{ie?[M(x-y) = M(0O)]} ((F(x)p(2)FH),), (A3)

since'?
((F()TW)),)
~exp{ie’[M(x -y) - M(O)]} ((F(x)¥F()),) .
(A4)

From the very definition of I'y(p, p’) and T,(p, p’)
we easily see that when we set p and p’ on the mass
shell with £=(5,s), v¢=(7s, 1)

@(P)T(p, pYu(p") =[ T p)yeu(p")] F(g?),
q=p-p’ (A5)

where F;(q?) is some scalar function which has the
transformation property!?

F¢(g?)~exp[ie*M(0)] F((g?). (AB)

Therefore irrespective at which normalization
point of F(¢?), (1/Z;), and (1/Z,) are defined, the
transformation law of the latter quantities is al-
ways the same, i.e.,

7~ 7 ewlien o), (a7
where now we may take n=(2, 5, s). Clearly the
objects (Z,/2,), (Z5/Z,), (Z,/Z,) are all gauge-
invariant. One may define (1/2,), (1/Z2,) at zero
momentum transfer, for example (or at some oth-
er convenient point). The definition of the renor-
malized (ps) coupling depends on the normalization
point of F,(g?) for defining (1/Z,). The quantity
(1/z,) (Z,=2,) is, of course, defined at zero mo-
mentum transfer. For discussing renormalization
problems it is more convenient to make such nor-
malizations at zero momentum transfer as was
done in Sec. II. In the gauge transformation laws
given above it is assumed that the fictitious non-
zero mass A for the photon is kept fixed. We
should emphasize that the class of gauge functions
G(k?) corresponding to the various renormalization
constants (in which they are separately finite) are
regular in the sense that they sum up, as discussed
in Sec. IV, to a sum of (regular) functions which
all have a well-defined limit as k- «. (We do not
attempt to discuss convergence problems of such
sums even in the asymptotic region.)

For ceference we, here, write the scaling equa-
tion for the object (Z,/Z,)*:

B L2 el g 2 ]Z__
[mamﬂ"' au‘°‘+xa>{"+gﬁag2+6 Z, 0.

(A8)

r

APPENDIX B: ALTERNATIVE TYPE OF SOLUTION

In this appendix we wish to point out (with no rig-
or) a different type of solution to the problem (in
the present context) which is, however, far less
interesting physically and technically more ob-
scure than the one given in the bulk of the present
paper. This solution corresponds to the special
case when the function B defined in Eq. (25) [see
also Eq. (A8)], which depends on g2 and e?,
vanishes [note that this is a gauge-independent
statement—see Eq. (A8) and Appendix A] for
some special dependence of its arguments, for
example. From Eq. (A7) we immediately see
in this case that both Z; and Z, become finite in
the same gauge which is clearly not in the spirit
of (at least) the low-order perturbation theory re-
sults (see Secs. II and III). Accordingly both
T, (b, p) and T4(p, p) are finite in the same gauge
and the effective strong coupling (here) formally
defined by

lim {TrlgvpvS(p)Ts(p, DI
does not vanish at all short distances and the
strong interaction never gets damped out, however
high the energies may be. The latter is not physi-
cally very interesting. By simple power counting,
one sees that a 7°-7° scattering box graph (in the
present context) is also divergent. Finally by
working in the gauge which makes Z, finite, we al-
so see that ourcm(qz) grows with a single power of
In(q?) (for g%~ =) [see (57)] whose coefficient may
now depend on both g2 and e® and is not the Adler-
Baker-Johnson function any more. We now sum-
marize the consequences of this alternative type
of solution in the present context:

(i) Z; and Z, are finite in the same gauge and it
is not in the spirit of the low-order perturbation-
theory results as seen in Secs. II and IIL.

(ii) The effective strong coupling does not damp
out at any energies, however high they may be, and
is not physically very attractive.

(iii) A single-closed fermion loop such as in a
7°-1° scattering box graph is divergent [compare
this with the situation occurring in the solution
presented in the bulk of the present paper dis-
cussed in Sec. VI; this is also true for Z,(=Z,),
the wave-amplitude renormalization constant for
the pion, without additional restrictions].

(iv) Extension of the analysis to the full theory
due to the above reasons may become quite techni-
cally obscure without more, possibly severe, re-
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strictions and additional counterterms.

(v) The Adler-Baker-Johnson function changes
to some other function which now depends on the
strong coupling as well. This new function is
again the coefficient of a term with a single power
of In(g?) (for g2~ w) in an[')(g?). (This together
with the assumption of the vanishing of B does not
necessarily overdetermine the parameters of the
theory.) The whole attractive idea of determining

a within pure electrodynamics,’ according to the
present dynamics with such an alternative solution,
may be destroyed.

Based on the above (i)-(v) points, the author
feels that the solution given in the bulk of the pres-
ent paper is far more physically and technically
attractive than the alternative type of solution pre-
sented in this appendix.
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In the preceding paper, we have made -a preliminary study of the short-distance behavior of quantum
electrodynamics in the presence of neutral-meson theory with pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar coupling. We
have learned in particular, by an elementary summation procedure, that in the single-fermion-loop
contribution to the renormalized photon self-energy part, the Adler-Baker-Johnson eigenvalue condition
for the fine-structure constant o, F!"}(x )|, _ , = 0, remains unaltered. We extend our results, in the
single-fermion-loop context, to the pion self-energy part. As a consequence of the vanishing of the
effective strong coupling at high energies, 7%m® scattering graphs are finite and no ¢* counterterm is
required. We finally infer from the above work that the photon self-energy part in the multiloop
contribution is asymptotically finite at the eigenvalue [F'/(x ) _, = 0] independently of the value of the
strong coupling. The point x = a is the assumed (infinite order) zero of the single-loop
electromagnetic-current-correlation functions in mass-zero pure electrodynamics.

In the preceding paper' we have studied the
short-distance behavior of quantum electrodynam-
ics in the presence of neutral-meson theory with
pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar (ps-ps) coupling with-
out closed fermion loops. The scaling equations
for the various components (propagators, vertices,
etc.) of the theory have been solved. It was then
shown that in the single-closed-fermion-loop con-
tribution 7! to the (renormalized) photon self-
energy part, the Adler-Baker-Johnson eigenvalue
condition?’? for the (renormalized) fine-structure

constant® @, F!'1(a)=0, remains unaltered. This
means that a possible zero of F'1(x) does not
“move” in the presence of the strong coupling.
This leads to the beautiful idea that the value of

a may be possibly determined within pure electro-
dynamics? (i.e., electrodynamics in isolation from
the rest of the world). The mechanism which is
responsible for the stability of the eigenvalue con-
dition is that the effective strong coupling vanishes
at high energies.! The approach we have used for
the investigation of the above problem was through



