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We investigate the Wick-rotated Bethe-Salpeter equation of a fermion-vector-gluon system of zero total mass
by using fermion-like effective interaction kernels. We summarize useful relations among the four-dimensional
spinor-vector spherical harmonics in order to derive a system of ordinary differential equations for the radial
wave functions. These equations are applied to a study of the short-distance behavior of the solutions
satisfying appropriate boundary conditions. As a byproduct, we obtain the indices of the ground-state
solution in explicit form. Some comments on the constituent models that involve the radial excitations of

fermion-gluon systems are included.

I. INTRODUCTION

The constituent models of matter offer an at-
tractive possibility for describing the low-lying
quantum states of hadrons. A standard field-
theoretical treatment of the dynamics of com-
posite systems is provided by the Bethe-Salpeter
(BS) equation.! Important progress has been made
on the solution of the BS bound-state problems
that involve spin-0 or spin-% constituents: Ex-
tensive reviews are given by Nakanishi®* and Bohm,
Joos, and Krammer.? (For more recent develop-
ments see Refs. 4-17.)

In a previous paper,® we have discussed a BS
equation describing fermion-antifermion systems
bound to zero total mass by the exchange of
Abelian vector and axial-vector gluons. The BS
wave function of a fermion-vector-gluon system
(spinor-vector BS wave function) is another in-
gredient in the constituent models that are based
on vector-gluon theories. For this reason, we
next extend the investigations to the spinor-vector
BS equation involving a ladder-type interaction
kernel of fermion quantum number. We only con-
sider a neutral vector gluon V, coupled to a fer-
mion field ¥ as given by the effective Lagrangian®

L=Ly(¥)+L{V,)+ G Ty" ¥V, (1.1)
Lo(¥)=¥(r"s, - k)¥,

L m >
LYV,) =~ §F*F,,+ VY,
-3(1-c)@"V, ),

where F,,=9 V -8V, . The gauge-fixing term
3(1-¢)(8*V,)? is included in order to reduce the
singular behavior of the conventional propagator

of massive vector gluons. (Assuming spontaneous-
ly generated masses by the Jackiw-Johnson mech-
anism,'° an axial-vector gluon may be introduced

14

in a similar way.) The explicit form of the gluon
propagator that belongs to the Lagrangian L{(V,)
can be written as™!
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where the mass m, of the Stiickelberg ghost is
fixed by my2=m,/(1 - c).

In configuration space, the spinor-vector BS
wave function is defined by

T (X1, %5) =<0INa(x1)Vu(x2) I‘I)> (1.3)

For Heisenberg states ¢ of four-momentum P,
translational invariance implies

7, (x,,%,) = qov(z)exp[—iP,(ulx‘1’+ pax9)], 2=, - %,
(1.4)

with the restriction u, + p,=1. (The spinor index
o is omitted.) The calculations will be carried
out in the center-of-mass (c.m.) coordinate frame
by choosing

P,=E, P,=0 (j=1,2,3), (1.5)

where E is the total c.m. energy of the system.
The present study is based on the homogeneous
ladder-type BS equation

(=2v%8,,+ k)0 — myP)g ™ + cBL BT (x,, x,)
=M%, - x,)T,(%5,%,),
(1.6)
with 8, =8/8x% (k=1,2) and [0,=—8493,,. Inthe
strict ladder approximation one has (see Fig. 1)
I iee(2) = G??"%S“(Z; ke, (1.7)

(S° is the free fermion propagator.) We shall
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FIG. 1. Graphical representation of the BS equation
with the ladder approximation. Dashed lines denote
vector gluons.

choose a more general effective interaction kernel
which may be written as

I"(z) =U""(z) + 0**(2), (1.8)
U (2) = Uy (e )v"iv°2,v" - Uy(2)iv*2,2* 2", (1.9)

0"¥(2)=0,(z)y"»*, (1.10)
where 2% =(-2z%)"/2z* and the concrete form of
the functions U,, U,, and O, should be restricted
according to the Ward identity (cf. Ref. 12). Near
the light cone, the ladder approximation and scal-
ing arguments suggest the following parametriza-
tion:

N .
Ua(z)iyp,?p:i)f"a—zg f dm®p (m?) % D°(z;m?), a=0,1
(1.11)

04(2)= [ dm*matom?) 2 D(e; ). (1.12)

Here D° is the free scalar propagator, p, ,(m?)
and o(m?) denote the effective spectral functions,
and the integrals

f dm?®p, o(m®) and f dm*mo(m?)

are assumed to be convergent. | f dm?mo(m?) may
vanish.] Notice that the light-cone behavior of the
strict ladder approximation (1.7) is radically
modified by the second term on the right-hand side
of Eq. (1.9). A term of this type is also involved
in the fermionlike potential of Ciafaloni and Fer-
rara.'?

For simplicity, we next consider the Wick-ro-
tated BS equation of the relative wave function
¢,(z) at vanishing total c.m. energy E. In analyz-
ing the solutions belonging to a particular sector,
we -shall use O(4) expansions along the lines sug-
gested in Refs. 13-16. The outline of this paper
is as follows. Section II discusses the structure
of the Wick-rotated BS equation. To prepare the
separation of the angular variables, we define a
set of four-dimensional spinor-vector spherical
harmonics in Sec. III. The derivation of the radial
BS equations is presented in Sec. IV. Section V is
devoted to a study of the indicial equations. In

addition, we include a brief discussion of the
short-distance properties of the BS wave function.
Some comments and speculations are left for Sec.
VI.

II. PRELIMINARIES

Let us start by removing the center-of-mass
coordinate. The BS equation of the relative wave
function ¢,(z) becomes

(=71, + )[(@5" = my?)g™ - chhpylo (2)

= e““l'“z)E‘oI“”(zﬁpv(—z),

(2.1)
with Eqgs. (1.8)-(1.12) and
p— a P
plp‘l'a'z_p + Uy, 2.2)

. 9
P2p=z 82° - U.ZP,,.

The Wick rotation!” will be carried out by a
straightforward generalization of the usual pro-
cedures. We define the Wick-rotated relative
wave function ), as

Dy () = (=i, %, , %5, %5), 2.3)
Yi(x) =@ (—ix,,x,,%,,%3), §=1,2,3.

Here x;=2%, x,=i2° and all the components x, are
real. In addition, we shall use the following nota-
tions:

Ya=v%s ==, (2.4)
pP,=E, P;=0,
0L=0, - P, 8;=9,+u,P,, (2.5)

and 9,=08/8x,. The Wick-rotated version of the
BS equation (2.1) can be written in the form

705+ 0 (0525 = m42)8,,, ~ 97,8} [, ()

=g .ul-uz)Exqjuu(x)zpv(_x) .

(2.6)
According to Eqgs. (1.8)-(1.12), one obtains
I,,x)=W,,(x) +1\7Iw(x), 2.7
W,, ) =W,RY,7,27,+ Wo(R,£,%,%,,  (2.8)
M,, (%) =M, R%,7 ., (2.9)
where £, =x,/R, R=(x,x,)*/?, and
1 V(R : m?
Wl,O(R) = W fdmzpl,o(mz) ﬂg}_’z_nl_) , (2.10)
M,(R)= L fdmzmcr(mz)V(R'mz) (2.11)
1\ @ny ’ . .

The function (47)2V(R;m?) is the Wick-rotated free
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scalar propagator which involves the first-order
modified Bessel function K, as given by

V@®;m?) = LK (mR).

7 (2.12)

The short-distance behavior of the interaction
kernel I,, can be derived by using the well-known
expansion

V(R;m?)=4RZ+2m?InR++++ for R—~0. (2.13)
Equations (2.10) and (2.11) yield
W,,o(R)=w, (R®++++ for R0, (2.14)
M,(R)=kR%++°+ for R~0, (2.15)
with
Wi,0~= i2.fd7’”2ﬁ1 o(m?), (2.16)
2m !
=5 f dm?mao(m?). (2.17)

We observe that the interaction kernel I, of the
third-order BS equation (2.6) is marginally singu-
lar at R —0 if the integrals (2.16) are different
from zero. In this case a proper treatment of the
boundary conditions is necessary since the short-
distance behavior of the wave function depends
critically on the coefficients w, and w,.

In the subsequent part of this paper we restrict
ourselves to a study of the BS equation (2.6) for
E -~0. In this limit one can readily verify that the
BS equation is form-invariant under the transfor-
mations of the four-dimensional rotation group
O(4) extended by three-space reflections II,.

J

ZEys(R) = N +2) /2 (N +J + §)H /277 /2y,

III. CONSTRUCTION OF THE BASIS FUNCTIONS
A. Spinor spherical harmonics
For completeness, we next summarize some
well-known definitions. The components of the
three-dimensional spinor spherical harmonics are

Y(JLM)1(6,¢)=C(L§J;M— 2:2)YL M-l/z(s (P)

Y(JLM)z(S) ®) ':C(L%J;M + 5; ‘—E) YL'M+1/2(S, @).
Here J is the total angular momentum, Y, (L =J
+3) denotes the three-dimensional scalar spher-
ical harmonics, and the Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-
cients C are listed e.g. by Rose.'® In addition, we

have
x, =vsind sing@, x,=7sind cosy,
Xy =708y, 7=(x2+x,2+x.2)/2,

The four-dimensional spinor spherical harmonics!?
Y yrzms (B=1,2) involve the Gegenbauer polyno-
mials'® CY as given by

Y wrzns @) =GFO)Y (s 1iya(9,9), N=L

22L+(N 1N - L)t 1/2
Gf"L)(e)z[ wEN:L-(l-l)! ]

XL 1CE% (cosh)sin?e,

where cosf =x,/R, and @ indicates the angular
variables 0,9, ¢.

Let us turn to the normalized basis functions
z& ., and Z{&),,, that belong, respectively, to
the irreducible representations (3N+3,3N) and
(3N,3N £3) of O(4). These functions have been
constructed and discussed by Rothe,'® and the
final result can be written as

(NT, Jﬂ/z,M)B(Q) +(N-J+ %)1/ziJﬂ/ZY(NJthL/Z,M)B(Q)]’ (3.1)

fov)mm(g) = (2N+2).-1/2[(N+J+%)1/2iJH/2Y(N‘7.J;l/Z,M)B(Q); W- J+allzihl/zY(w,ul/2,111)5(9)]- (3.2)

The functions Z® and Z* are related by three-
space inversion I;:

LZRrys@) = (=) 422 3;,1,4(9), (3.3)
13: (xj;x4) -—(—xj,x4) (j=132;3)-
By using the Weyl representation of the y matrices

b

';/'= > '3‘/4: > (3'4)
—-i0; O 10

we now define the four-component spinor spherical

harmonics Y {3;,,(R) (@=1,2,3,4) as
Y& s(Q) =222, (Q), (3.5)
Y((NJM)2+B(Q) =2-1 /ZZ:?V)JM)B(Q), (3 .6)

T

where N=J*3. (The spinor index o will be omit-
ted later on.) According to Eq. (3.3), the spher-
ical harmonics Y{%,,, are eigenfunctions of the

three-space reflection I, =9, I,:

MY () =(-1)712Y &, (). (3.7
In addition, we have

LY &y @) = (1YY 54,(R), (3.8)

I x,~—x,.
The orthonormality properties are given by
f AQY ¥ (Y E 1010y (R) =840 85 18340 »
(3.92)

[ a2 Y@, @Y @) =0, (3.9b)
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TABLE 1.  List of the operators d.

d® (5; Ny=1
a® (6;N)=d(6;N,R) (6=0, 1, +2)

-4 N
d(—l;N,R)—dR ~%
N+2

R

d(l;N,R)=2dR+

d’> 92N+1 d N©N+2)

ar?” k' R

d® 3 NN+2
d(0; N, R) ==+ (RZ )

da®? _2N+3 d NWN+2
AN, )= S G

d¥(-2; N, Ry=d(2; N+2,R)
dl(0; N, R)=d(0; N, )
d (64 N) =1

d(~2;N,R)=

R
2 _
dR

AP (655 N)=dy(6,; N, R)  (6,=%1,%3)

dy(~3; N, R)=d(~1;N+2,R) d(~1;N+1,R) d(=1;N, R)
dy(~1;N,R)=d(-1; N, R) d(1;N+1,R) d(~1; N, K)
dy(1;N,R)=d(1;N, R) d(~1;N—1,R) d(1;N, R)
dy(3;N,R)=d(1;N-2,R) d(1;N—1,R) d(1; N, R)
d}(=3;N,R)=—dy(3;N+3,R)
dl(=1;N,R)=~dy(1;N+1,R)

with
T T 2r
fd$2=f 6 sinzef ds sins[ de.  (3.9¢)
0 (4] 0

In the subsequent calculations we shall make use
of the relations®

1/2{

N+1x1

The normalized harmonics Y  (m=0,1,2)
are defined for the quantum numbers N =N, that
satisfy the following requirements: (i) N,=J ¥3.
(ii) The normalization factors [see Egs. (3.15)
and (3.16)] must be finite at N=N,. Let us apply
the relations (3.9)—(3.12) to derive

[ A0 P (P30 90 = By
(3.17a)
f AQP s (@) P (9)=0. (3.17b)

In addition, we prescribe

pimiar (2)=0 for N#N,. (3.18)

(1Llz)

Y((?Vljf)ll)u(g) = [M] )Yuygv)u,lu)(m - Y(NJM)u(

?uqugV)JM)(Q) = Yﬁr’u,.rm(ﬂ), (3.10)
YuduORY Ry () =Y, 1y ()
xdF1;N,R)6(R), (3.11)
OGR)Y 3y (R) = Y (770, (R)
X d{0;N,R)$(R), (3.12)

where 0=9,9,, and the operators d are included

in Table I. Partial integration yields

f " ARRYF(R)A(-1;N, RY,(R)

- "dR R, (R)A(L;N +1, R)FF(R)

provided that the contributions at R -0 and R —~~
vanish. It will be convenient to introduce the no-
tation

d'(1;N+1,R)=—d(~1;N,R). (3.13)

B. Spinor-vector spherical harmonics

We now construct the spinor-vector spherical
harmonics that are derivable from the functions
Y& ., by differentiation or muitiplication with
the unit vector £,:

Y&,‘;’},’)u(ﬂ) =£uY8V)JM)(g)7 (3 -14)
yeEe (2)=[NWN+2)]" /2R, Y& (Q). (3.15)

The other basis functions of this sector can be
constructed by multiplication with ¥,. To obtain
an orthonormal set of spherical harmonics, we
introduce

L/2 , ]
B re. ). @.10

J

Q)+

The O(4) expansions will take a compact form
by using the four-dimensional spinor-vector
spherical harmonics Y{") as defined by the
orthogonal transformation

2
P L) = 2;) WI MNP D Q) (m=0,1,2),
n=

(3.19)
where
1 0 0
W)= |0 [2(1511)]112 [2(11\]\7121)]”2
0 ‘[25\7121)]”2 [2(z\lrv+1)]1/2
(3.20)
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Space-time inversion yields, according to Eq.
(3.8),

1P, (@) = (¥ P, (). (3.21)
C. Relations

Before treating the separation of angular vari-
ables, we derive some useful relations involving
the spherical harmonics (3.19). (To simplify the
formalism, we shall suppress the quantum numbers
J and M.) Let us first evaluate the products
2,708 5 o(R)PM | and 7, P2, 1t will be con-
venient to define

Qﬁw:’?u, QW=a, (3.22)

By using Eqs. (3.10)~(3.12) and the notations of
Table I, one obtains (¢=0,1)

PRIV =0,
Qo (R)PEIN(Q)

. N 1/2
=Y§N)>(Q)[2(N"'+‘1)] d

(3.23)

O(-1;N -~ 1)¢(R),

(3.24)
S RITEAR)
1/2
(3.25)
and
1/2
7@ = 20D e o) aan)
7, 73(@) = (nl)(“l) Yaun(@,  (3.27)
7,260 =105 v, @.
(3.28)

We now turn to the operator OJ. Straightforward
calculation yields

O¢R)Z{E(R) = PER(QF LY ()6 (R).

Here, and in the following part of this paper, the
repeated index » implies a summation over » from
0 to 2. The matrix elements F&!*) can be written
as

(3.29)

FQM(N)=d(0;N+1,R), (3.30)
F4®(N)=d(0;N ~1,R), (3.31)
FG1P(N)=d(0;N+1,R), (3.32)
FLIDW)=0 for m+#n. (3.33)

We need similar relations for all the operators
occurring inthe BSequation (2.6) (E —0). By com-

bining Eqgs. (3.10)-(3.12) and (3.22)-(3.29), we
derive, after some algebra,

5,0,0(R)T{mO(Q) = 70D, (QDEIOWN)$[R), (3.34)
QG RV (Q) = PER(QGL NS (R), (3.35)
7,7, 7a(0) = PEo(@)s 2 W), (3.36)

7,8:989Q ¢ (R)P{pEN(Q) = YD), (F D) (R),

(3.37)
7,0°QWQ o R) PR (R) = YRR, (G PN o (R),
(3.38)
7715/.0'25)’“},&%:)(9) = Yf?'vﬁ)m(ﬂ)Kﬁi’, (3 39)

where the matrices D'®) G(@ §® and F‘“’*’
Gl K@ are listed in Table IT and Table III,
respectwely Notice that the matrices with upper
index @ =1 involve the operators d and d, defined

in Table I. Both Table II and Table III include ex-
pressions of the type [FAH)(W - 1)]', which can

be evaluated by using the definition of the operators
d" and d} [see Eq. (3.13) and Table I]. For ex-
ample, we have

N i
[FAW)] = = d}(~=1;N+1,R)

1
= mdg(l;N"!—z,R).

IV. SEPARATION OF THE ANGULAR VARIABLES

Our starting point is the expansion of the BS
wave function ¢,(x) in terms of the four-dimen-
sional spinor-vector spherical harmonics (3.19),

B, (%) =93, (x) + B3, (%), (4.1)
Sf))v(x) ”fﬁx))n(R)YAsrlsz;J(QL (4-2)
W) =F DARTE, (@), 4.3)

where f {3, and f {3} are radial wave functions.
One can also consider the BS wave function ${’(x)
which is given by

P (x) =750, (~x),

with Egs. (4.1)~(4.3). Taking into account that the
normalized harmonics Y% and Y47 are de-
fined only for N >0, we shall prescribe

7-’5 =7’1727374 (44)

fézl(R) 0, fia;o(R)=0- (4.5)

We now are in a position to derive the radial
BS equation of the functions f (), by substituting
the expansion (4.1)-(4.3) into the Wick-rotated BS
equation (2.6) at E ~0; the separation of the angu-
lar variables can be carried out with the help of
the relations (3.21) and (3.29)-(3.39). The final
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TABLE II. The matrix elements DA, ¢(3), and S§%).

m,n DelH ) GLB) (N) SEEN)
0,0 —[ﬁ%}ihdmuwn) 0 ?1?(217_+1)
0,1 “1\%1 dD(-1;N 1) 0 (—1x1)ﬁN—"—11$ﬁ~1-”—1/—2—
0,2 _<NII2>1/21—V%—1 a®(1; N+1) 0 (lil)%;ﬂﬁ_
1,1 -[N—(x%fﬂdm(-l;N—l) afé—l)d“)mﬂv_l) 2-(1¢1>N;1
1,2 ~md<ﬂ(1;1v+1) _%W)(zmu) 0
2,0 —Ni—2dﬂ)(-1,~N+1) 0 (1i1)—[-w”—1)\,(—f;—3’—]—112——
2,1 0 —%d‘“(—zm-n 0
2,2 %ﬁ)—]ﬂdm(_m\lu) 22]\,++21)d‘“><o,»1v+1) 2-(111)23
8P W+1)=— ot '
TABLE III. The matrix elements ﬁ‘f,{‘,,‘ ) f,s,f‘,,l*), and f(,f,f,)
m.n el GRS E(Y)
00 '[(N%}zj YN 0 0
0,1 —I\%ﬂd%")(-—l;N-l) 0 2
N \!2 1
0,2 —(N+2> T BN 0 0
1,1 Wmdgﬂ(-l;zv—l) -;—(ﬁf—;)mdg‘”(_hﬁ-l) 0
1,2 _M——]:—A,:—Z—)dg")(1;1v+1) —1d{®)(1;N+1) -2
2,0 —N}rz d{®(-1;N+1) 0 -2
2,1 0 -%L—fﬁ%{%}t/zd?’(—sm—l) 0
RO w1 = FOLOW) GOl W+ 1) =G0k W) R{D=R(p

¥

Flow-1 =— (B! G W+1) =~ 3 D]

2653
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result may be written in the form
BUP W (a(R) + BED (N (3,(R) =0, (4.6)
m=0,1,2 for N>0, m=0,2 for N=0

and
B"*’(N)fg,’),,(R)+B‘“>(N)fm,,,(R) 0, (4.7)
m=0,1,2 for N>0, m=1,2 for N=0,
where
BLPW) =k[FGIDW) - cGRW) - m,25,,]

+(=1)"M,(R)SL(N), (4.8)
BGON) =F&PW +1) = cGED(N +1) - m, 2D (N 1)
- (WL RES) ~ (1P W (R)GQD (W + 1),
(4.9)
BGPW) = - FEMW) + eGP (N + m, 2D ()
- COWRIES) - (- DY W(R)GSM (),
(4.10)
BGO W) =k[- FEPW+1) + cGR N +1) +m,26 0 )
+ (="M (RS (N +1). (4.11)

Notice that the matrix elements F}*, G&) . .
are explicitly given in Egs. (3.30)-(3.33) and
Tables I-III. In the real region, these formulas
yield

BLHW) =[BUn@an T, (4.12)
BGPWN) = [Ben@n T, (4.13)
B =[BG @ (4.14)

One may require that the formal relations (4.12)-
(4.14) must lead to a manifestly Hermitian oper-
ator ﬁ however, this condition implies a restric-
tion on the ch01ce of the parameters w,, w,, and
¢ (cf. Sec. V).

In summary, the radial BS wave functions sat-
isfy a system of ordinary differential equations
of third order. We have fixed the short-distance
behavior of the interaction kernel by Eqs. (2.14)
and (2.15), thus; according to the standard theory
of linear differential equations, there exist power-

like asymptotic solutions at R ~0,
FhaR)=a{s) RP++++ for R~0, (4.15)

where, according to the prescriptions (4.4) and
(4.5),

ai$) =0, a3}, =0. (4.16)

Inserting the leading terms (2.14), (2.15), and
(4.15) into the radial BS equations, we obtain the

system of homogeneous linear equations for the

coefficients a{¥),,

BU-(N, p)ali),=0 (m=0,2 for N=0), (4.17)

BGPW,p)ali),=0 (m=1,2 for N=0), (4.18)

where m=0,1,2 for N+0, and
BGOWN,p)=FEIPWN+1) = cGRIP(N +1)
= (1w, K~ (=1, GO (N + 1),
(4.19)
BGP(N,p)=- FEM(N) + G2 (N)
~ (1YW, RS — (-1 w,GL(),
(4.20)

Here £ and G2 can be obtained from the
matrix elements Fia!*) and G{*) (see Table III)
by the formal substitutions a=2 and

dP(-3;N)=(p-N-4)(p-N-2)(p-N), (4.21)
dP(-1;N)=(p-N-2)(p-N)(p+N+2), (4.22)
dP(1;N)=(p-N)(p+N)(p+N +2), (4.23)
dP(3;N)=(p+N-2)(p+N)p+N+2),  (4.24)
FEHW 1) = [FEmT, (4.25)
G +1) == [CEM W]t (4.26)
AP (=3;N) =~ d(3;N +3), (4.27)
dPN(=1;N)=-d®(1;N +1). (4.28)

V. INDICIAL EQUATIONS
A. N#0

We begin by investigating Egs. (4.17) and (4.18)
for nonzero values of N. To guarantee nontrivial
solutions, the indices p have to satisfy the indicial
equations

det|[BL (N, p) =0, (5.1)
det| BSP (N, p) | =0. (5.2)

Let us first consider regularized interaction
kernels for which w, ,=0. In this case, the indicial
equations can be explicitly solved by rewriting
them in the factorized form

det|BU(N, p) | wy,00 =AW p =N = 2F(p - NY(p+N)(p+N +2)*(p+ N +4) =0, (5.3)

det|BLRW, 0) [, 0 =AW WN)(p-N -

3)p-N-1P(p-N+1)(p+N+12(p+N+3)2=0, (5.4)



where

AP N)=det| FOMWN +1) - cCOPW+1)], (5.5)

AWW) =det| - FEMW) + GO @) |. (5.6)

We now observe that, for R~0 and w, ,=0, the
radial BS equations (4.6) and (4.7) have nine in-
dependent regular asymptotic solutions and nine
irregular ones provided that

ASNN) #0. (5.7)

Notice that all the solutions p, (p,=p,,,) of the
indicial equations (5.3) and (5.4) are integers.

Let us turn to a brief discussion of the short-
distance behavior of the radial wave functions
for marginally singular interaction kernels
(w,,,#0). Equations (4.19) and (4.20) show that,
in general, the solutions of the indicial equations
depend on the parameters w,, w,, and c:

Pr= PN, wy ,wo, ) (R=1,2,...,18). (5.8)

Here we call “good” or “bad” indices which go
smoothly into positive (including zero) or negative
values, respectively, if one takes the weak-cou-
pling limit w, ,—~0. Neglecting the nonleading
terms in the interaction kernel, the 18 independent
solutions of the radial BS equations can be ex-
panded in the powerlike series

FERR) =R"kv; aly® R, (5.9)

provided the differences p, — p, of the indices are
nonintegers. Otherwise, according to well-known
theorems, the expansion of the solutions may in-
volve logarithmic factors for 2>1. If p, — p, =inte-
ger, for example, then the second solution is
given by b{2)InR times the powerlike first solution
plus the series (5.9) for £=2, where the coeffi-
cients b and a can be calculated by standard re-
cursion formulas (see, e.g., Ref. 14).

To formulate the boundary conditions at R -0,
we shall follow the procedure of Ref. 8. As a
first step, the choice of the parameters w,, w,,
and ¢ will be restricted by requiring that the nine
solutions that involve good indices only (“good”
solutions) must be less singular than the other
ones. We now may prescribe that, as R -0, an
acceptable solution of the radial BS equations
(4.6) and (4.7) must be a linear combination of the
nine good solutions.

B. N=0

In the particular case N =0, the radial BS equa-
tions are reduced to four coupled ordinary dif-
ferential equations of third order. To obtain the
short-distance expansion of the solutions, we can
apply the standard recursion procedures outlined
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in Sec. VA. The indices p, are the roots of the
indicial equations

BG™(0,p) BEV(0,p)
A(')(p; wuwo) =
BE™(©0,0) BEY(O,p)
=0 (5.10)
and
BGH(0,p) BSVO,p)
A (psw,,w,) =
BGP0,0) BSV(,0)
=0, (5.11)
where the matrix elements B are given in Egs.
(4.19) and (4.20). In particular, we have
- 31 /2
BG(0,p) == =5~ (p=2)p(p+2), (5.12)

B$(0,0)==5(1 = )(p-2)p(p+2)+ 2w, +3w,.
(5.13)
Proceeding as before, we first consider the
solutions for regularized interactions. The indicial
equations become

A(p;0,0) == (1-c)p-2Fp(p+2)P(p+4)

-0, (5.14)
A%(p;0,0)== (L=c)(p-3)(o-1F(p+1)(p+3)?
=0. (5.15)

Thus, for N=0, w, ,=0, and c#1, the 12 indepen-
dent asymptotic solutions of the radial BS equations
consist of six regular solutions and six irregular
ones in the region R -0, and the short-distance
behavior of the leading regular solution is governed
by the sixth index p;=0. Substituting p=0 into Egs.
(4.17) and (4.18) (and denoting the solutions by

al5h % and afi)®, respectively) one readily verifies

aGhy #0, aghy’ =0, (5.16)

aﬁgl)f,) =0. (5.17)
We now apply the expansions (4.1)-(4.3) to obtain
the following short-distance behavior of the BS
wave function:

0,0 | yo = a0 TG (R) 4+ for R~0.  (5.18)

Taking into account that in the vector-gluon model
(1.1) the field equations involve the operator
y*¥V,, it is instructive to consider the function
7,¥,(x) in the limit R ~0. Equations (3.27) and
(5.18) yield

- (-16) (s
'yuz[)u(x)lNdﬁZa(o)f Yéo’,l/z'm(n)w «+ for R ~0.
(5.19)
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Let us return to the behavior of the solutions
at nonzero coupling parameters w, ,. First, we
consider the “good” index p4(0,w,,w,, c) that goes
smoothly into the leading index p4(0,0,0,c)=0 by
taking the weak-coupling limit w, ,~0. We ob-
serve that, for a particular class of the coupling
parameters w;, w,, and c, the indicial equation
(5.10) yields a negative index p, characterizing a
singular solution of the radial equations (4.6) and
(4.7). Such solutions of the fermion-antifermion
BS equation have been found by Guth and Soper® to
correspond to admissible normalizable bound-state
wave functions. In addition, it has been shown that
the “bad” (abnormal) solutions can be ruled out by
means of the normalizability condition proposed by
Tiktopoulos?® if the coupling strength is sufficiently
small. Thus, in this way, the normalizability con-
dition is crucial in selecting the admissible solu-
tions of the bound-state problem.

The application of a non-gauge-covariant ladder-
type approximation implies that, in general, the
root pg of the indical equation (5.10) is not inde-
pendent of the gauge parameter ¢. Callan and
Gross* have discussed a similar “spurious” gauge
dependence in the ladder approximation of the
fermion-antifermion wave function which could
lead to quite different results for the asymptotic
J

AP (pyw,, = 4w,) ==(p - 2)plp +2)[(1 - ¢)(p - 2)(p +2)(p +4) + (2 + chw,] =0,
A psw,, —4w,)==(p-D(p+1)(p+3)[(1 - c)p=-3)p-1)p+3)= (2 +c)w,]=0.

Let us notice that the fulfillment of the prescrip-
tion w,=-4w, guarantees six gauge-independent
indices (p=0, 1, +2, and —3) which survive the
unitary gauge limit ¢ -1, if the interaction kernel
is marginally singular (w, #0). Moreover, these
indices solve the indicial equations in the nonsingu-
lar case wy=w, =0, c#1. At ¢c=1and w, #0, all
the negative indices (p=-1, -2, -3) characterize
irregular (abnormal) solutions which can be ruled
out by means of the normalizability condition. (The
short-distance behavior ~R~! of a fermion-anti-
fermion BS wave function was first shown by Man-
delstam?®! to be unacceptable from the standpoint of
the normalizability condition.) On the other hand,
the solutions controlled by the indices p=0,1, 2
are obviously compatible with the normalizability
condition and, in the present model, we obtain the
asymptotic properties (5.18) and (5.19) also for
wo=—4w, #0.

For ¢+1, the 12 solutions of the indicial equa-
tions (5.22) and (5.23) include six gauge-dependent
indices which are fixed by the roots of two cubic
equations. We would like to emphasize that there

behavior of form factors by changing the gauge.

By a judicious choice of the effective gauge and
coupling parameters, a ladder-type model might
produce some relevant short-distance properties
of the BS wave function calculated in a more real-
istic higher approximation. However, we have no
arguments of this type to select a particular ef -
fective gauge parameter ¢ for the fermion-vector-
gluon BS equation (2.6).

The ladder model (2.6) provides a study of the
spinor-vector BS wave function at a semiphenome-
nological level. Within the framework of this mod-
el, let us restrict the choice of the coupling pa-
rameters w by prescribing the gauge independence
of the index p, (E ~0):

2 0,1, w0, ) =0. (5.20)
aC 6\ 1y os .
Inspection of the explicit form of the indicial equa-

tion (5.10) shows that our prescription (5.20) is
satisfied if

wo=-4w,. (5.21)
On account of this requirement, the indicial equa-
tions (5.10) and (5.11) can be written in the follow-
ing form:

(5.22)
(5.23)

r

is a large class of the parameters w, w,=-4w,)
and ¢, for which three of the gauge-dependent
indices are larger than zero and the other ones are
involved in non-normalizable singular solutions of
the BS equation. Such effective gauge and coupling
parameters are particularly suitable for practical
calculations because, in this case, we recover the
leading short-distance properties of the wave func-
tion calculated in the unitary gauge.

VL. COMMENTS

The radial BS equations (4.6) and (4.7) may be
regarded as a particular prototype of the descrip-
tion of fermion-vector-gluon systems. So far we
only considered a ladder-type approximation where
the mass operators of fermions and gluons are re-
placed by constant external masses. We now look
forward to more interesting applications which
include the numerical solutions of the BS equation
(2.6) for nonzero total c.m. energies. In this case,
the four-dimensional rotation symmetry is broken
and the O(4) expansions lead to an infinite set of
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coupled radial equations. On the other hand, one
may expect on the basis of some more familiar ex-
amples’® that the short-distance behavior of the
wave function is still controlled by the asymptotic
solutions of the radial equations at zero c.m. ener-
gy.

The scope of this paper should be extended to in-
corporate a gauge theory based on U(1)xSU(2). We
have in mind a “lepton model” involving a medium-
strong coupling to massive U(1) vector gluons.
(The basic fermion fields carry unit lepton num-
ber.) We note here that, although no higher inter-
nal symmetry [e.g. SU(3).] is included in the La-
grangian, the spinor-vector BS equations of the
type (2.6) may generate a mass spectrum of the
spin-3 particles F; that correspond to the solutions
¥,(J =%) describing the various radial excitations
of a fermion-vector-gluon system.

One of the intriguing possibilities is that the

spectrum of the spin-3 particles may include some
particular composite states of the type F4 F% F} in
which each of the excited fermion-gluon systems
F{ (J=%) must disintegrate in order to undergo a
real decay. This triple decay could lead to a
“weak” transition in spite of the medium-strong
fermion-gluon interaction in the underlying field
theory.

The fermions of our model carry no familiar
baryon number. In spite of this fact, the strongly
suppressed triple decays that are of the type
F} Fl F§ —ground-state fermions might imitate
the weak quark —lepton transitions encountered in
the prequark model®® of Pati, Salam and Strathdee.
This possibility suggests a parallel between the
radial excitations of the fermion-gluon systems
F{, on the one hand, and the spin-} integer charge
prequarks, of which the quarks may be composite, on
the other hand.
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