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The formalism of Pugh’s asymptotic field theory is applied here to the problem of quantizing non-Abelian
gauge fields. The advantage of this formalism is that no ultraviolet divergences ever appear when one performs
perturbation theory calculations for S-matrix elements. By fixing the form of the gauge transformation for
the interpolating field, Ward identities for the S matrix can be derived. These can be used to establish that
gauge invariance can be maintained to all orders in perturbation theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the problem of quantizing non-
Abelian gauge fields™? has received much atten-
tion. Feynman rules have been developed for both
the Yang -Mills interaction and the gravitational
interaction, and a suitable procedure, dimensional
regularization, has been developed to handle the
resulting divergences. It has also been established
that the Yang-Mills interaction is renormalizable.

In this note, the techniques of asymptotic field
theory®"” are used to quantize these non-Abelian
gauge fields. The distinctive feature of this pro-
cedure is that no ultraviolet divergences ever
appear, as only renormalized fields are intro-
duced at the outset. All the standard results for
non-Abelian gauge fields are recovered using this
alternate method of quantization.

The infrared problem for non-Abelian gauge
fields is not resolved in this note. The diver-
gences that occur due to the appearance of mass-
less gauge fields are regulated by the insertion of
a mass parameter as a cutoff. This procedure is
certainly not satisfactory, and indeed it may turn
out that the long-range nature of the force asso-
ciated with massless particles may not allow one
to even consider asymptotically free fields. These
problems will be ignored in this note, however,
and we will use the notion of asymptotically free
fields as a necessary idealization. In any case,
asymptotic field theory can be used to treat the
problem of spontaneously broken gauge sym-
metry,® and in this case no infrared divergences
occur.

In the second section, the Yang-Mills field is
quantized using asymptotic field theory. By spec-
ifying the form of the gauge transformation for
the interpolating field, the Ward identities are
derived in a simple fashion. A similar program
is carried out in Sec. III for the gravitational in-
teraction. The second-order propagator for the
Yang-Mills interaction is calculated in Sec. IV.
Here it is found that in order to maintain gauge

invariance it is necessary to introduce a set of
anticommuting scalars, related to the Faddeev-
Popov ghost fields. In the fifth section, it is shown
that to all orders in perturbation theory, gauge
invariance can be maintained. This means that
vertex functions consistent with the dynamics of
asymptotic field theory can be introduced with the
boundary condition that the Ward identities are to
be satisfied. Finally, in the last section, it is
shown that the contribution of the S matrix from
the poles of the ghost propagator cancel against
those from the longitudinal part of the vector prop-
agator so that unitarity is maintained.

II. QUANTIZATION OF THE YANG-MILLS FIELD

We shall begin by examining the Yang-Mills
field.! Two sets®® of free particle states, A% (x)
and A} ,(x), both spanning the same Hilbert
space, are postulated. They satisfy the free-
particle equations of motion

DAL n,0ut®)=0 ®
and the commutation relations

[AL 1a(), A7 1o(9)] = =65, D(x-y),

(A} o0 e®), A] oui(9)]= - 1875, D(x-3).

In analogy with the problem of self-interacting
scalar fields discussed in Pugh’s paper,® the S
matrix is defined to be a unitary operator satis -

fying

)

A )= STAL n(®*)S ®)
and

S|0y=0). 4)
The interpolating field Af(x) is defined by

Ajx)=5"a; (x)S]., (5)
where A% | (x) has been abbreviated to a’ (x). If

the S matrix is expanded in the form
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_i z)m fd“x Ao ) then using the Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann
- porrd m® (LSZ) reduction technique® it is possible to show
that, on the mass shell,
Xz ala (e,) + e i () 5 ©)
J
Wl *+ x,) =0t 0™ (0] <I>(A“;11(xl) cee Ai";(xm))[0> s (7)

where

@A (x)) - A ()= [ AG () ++ + A (x,)],

+Z{Z 5aiaféui“jDi(xi-xj)[A“?l(xl) cee Dy Alm (x ). + (i) Z .. } . @)

2 pairs
A complete set of physical states are created by the operators
AR (r0)= =1 [a*x AL ()32 (x),

- (9)
Aglg)= =1 f[ a0 AL o) F T,

where f%¥(x) is a positive-energy solution to Eq. (1). To ensure that the norm of a vector created by
A¢ (x,) is equal to its transverse part, we adopt a device introduced into electrodynamics by Pugh.>® The
condition

8,fui(x)=0 (10)

is imposed on the function f ﬂ“'(x). The matrix elements of S are independent of the longitudinal and scalar
parts of f%(x) provided that f%%(x) can be replaced by f%¥(x)-(1/g)8,6%(x), where

06 (x)=0. (11)
Matrix elements of the operator S as expanded in Eq. (6) are of the form

S(8ar= (‘b?m N3
=(=d)™ [ dia, e A, T B* (o, e x)w(x, o0t )T (X, X)), (12)
where
k :
\I,B(x1 sae xk)z Hffjtj (xj) .
i=1
The transformation f8(x) - f2#(x) - (1/g)9,6*(x) on the jth incoming wave function leads to
. 1 )
B o= (= @12, Aol = )| = 9806 W5, - 1 H gy Ay ) (13)
This is a matrix element of the operator
—g)mt -1
58 = Z: ( i) DT f dix, o+ odix,w(x, .xm)[?aumgam(xm)J : azll(xl) .o .a‘:"’:l-ll Xmer) s

formed from S by having all the fields a%(x) undergo the infinitesimal change a%(x) ~ a2 (x) - (1/g)9, 6°(x) .
The requirement that 6S=0 implies that

jd‘*gw(ez-'-)auea(a:o,

where the dots refer to variables whose Fourier transform is restricted to the mass-shell value p?>=0
Pugh supplies a proof® that

fd% W(E -+ )0, 0(8) = —fd"sw(auez ce)ee(E), (14)
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and hence
w(8, &, '“)Imassshellzo' (15)
As a result of Eq. (15) and the definition of the interpolating field given in Eq. (5), it may be shown that
9,a%(x)=9,A%(x). (16)

To extend Eq. (15) off the mass shell, the form of the gauge transformation of the interpolating field is
fixed as

Al = AL - 2 (2,0 ge P AL]O ) =AL () = ViSO, (an
where ©7(x) is subject to the restriction

8,viei=0, (18)
and to zeroth order in g

07O (x)=0%(x). (19)

Here 6°(x) is the gauge function of Eq. (11) and c*?* is the structure function for the group of which
AL(x) forms a representation. A perturbative solution to Eq. (18) is of the form

o'W =6+ [a*naiD, (v-mge A3m) )
- fd“md“nz[ 8y D, (x—=n,)] [ ge* 1A ()] (841 D, (0, = 7,)) [gcb"‘z""’A“z(nz)] 602(ny) + *+ *
= farnnd e mem), (20)
provided we use causal boundary conditions. Fixing the gauge transformation in this fashion implies a
commutation relation for the interpolating fields that in turn leads to the Ward identities for the Yang-

Mills theory. If the gauge transformation a}(x)~aj (x) - (1/£)8,6°(x) is made, its effect on a function
F(aj(x)) is given by’

F-e F, (21)
where
=—= |d*%a,6 22
f 3 (g) a° (g) ( )
By the commutation relations of Eq. (2), we obtain
(a4, F] =i [a*Dte-8) gy (23)
and hence
[aser@r ot =i [ar@35,[ak), 7. 24)
Equation (21) implies that under a gauge transformation A':,(x)-e*A;(x), which for infinitesimal 6*(x)
becomes (1+2)Af(x). Using Eq. (24) this becomes
rafw = = [ @00, (©)3,0a4(0), 440 (25)

But it has been postulated that

1l

XA (x) viiel(x)

1]

-1
4
évz’{é” Jaerspee-03.6@)+ [atnonn, (-n)lge™ a% ) fd°‘€D(m—e)509"<e>+~-}-

(26)
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As 6'(x) is an arbitrary solution to Eq. (11), these two equations together imply that
[0,a(£), AL (x) == i V¥ KM (x, £), (27)

where

K5, §)=08D(= )+ [ d*n[#5D, (x - ) [ge'™ A% )] Dl - &)
+ fd4n1d4n2[ 8D (x =n,)] [gcmbAPa m))[ angc n, =n,)) [gcbmjA’él M) DMy = %)+ + 2+ . (28)

Note that 9,V K’!(x, £)=0, and consequently
[8,a%(x),8,A45(y)] =0. (29)

Equation (27) implies a restriction of the S matrix. To obtain the operator form of this restriction, we
use the operator form of the dynamic equation®'*

528
e (=i )20O*0O%[A° b
S 607‘(95)60%(3)) ( 7‘) O [Aa(x)AB(y)]-r' (30)
Consequently, we obtain

. 62 .
[3 (&), Et?p(x—);mj' =(=iPSO*0*{ 6(x - y) [ VA" K (x, £) AR () + A% (X)VE¥ K (y, £)]

+6(y = [ AB(NVEEKH(x, £)+ VP K (y, £) AL ()]}, (31)

This is the operator form of the Ward identity.
The Ward identity for time-ordered products is also easily obtained from Eq. (27). Using Eq. (16), we
obtain the following:

(Ol [LA ()AL (x) - AT (x,)] 4| 0)

~Z(Ol ({or—x;)[8,a (), AT, (x,)] + 0(x; = 2)[AY, (x;), 0, (O]} AgHx) - =< Ay o+ A" (x,)) 4] 0)

-—zZ<01{ VUK, )] A ) e Ay AT ()] 0) (32)

We have here defined

[V K (x, 9)] o = 6(x = y)[ 87,67 + gc™* A}, (x)] {6”“‘0‘”(96 -3+ fd“n[ 7D (x =) [ge*“ AL MID (=) + - - }

- 0(y = x)[ 9,07 + gc®P A% (x)] {(‘WD(')(x —-9)+ fd‘*n[a’;Dc(x—n)][gcmA‘{,(n)]D(')(n —y) 4o } .

(33)
This method of obtaining a Ward identity can easily be extended by Eq. (29) to give
(0] [8, A% (6,2, ALZ(5,)" -+ 9, A" (x,)]] 0) =0. (34)

In order to obtain the form of the Ward identity for the S-matrix elements, it is necessary to examine
Eq. (7) directly and then apply the commutation relation of Eq. (27). In analogy with Eq. (32), we obtain

w(B Eq, X0t Xy
=-gfgte.. D"'(jD Ol {A,10e) A [V K%y, £)lov * o A ()} 4] 0)

LY D0 0% o, D, (=6 ) O {AR(0) Ay VK, Bt - AR, 0) )

pairs J#k,1
(35)
This is the form of the Ward identity for the function w(x,-** x,).
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III. QUANTIZATION OF THE GRAVITATIONAL FIELD

The principles that we have been using to quan-
tize the Yang-Mills field can now be applied to the
gravitational field® in a directly analogous fashion.
Two sets of free spin-two fields, Hi*(x) and H 2t (x)
are postulated. They satisfy the equations of mo-

tion

OH5=0 (36)
and the commutation relations

(B34 (), By ™ (9)] = iQy no D= 9) (37
where

Quunro=3(8,00,0+ 8000 = 0, 010) - (38)

With this form of the commutator, one might at
first suspect trouble due to the fact that

Quvro oy o= Luv, o s (39)
or

Q*=I,
where

Ly, ok = 2 (0000t 8,40,) - (40)

This would seem to prevent the operator
By vyeet tyg a0y -ee2p0, @Dpearing in the dynamic
equation for a spin-two field® *

)
[(Iu‘vl LUt )= (B“1V1 ST ’“)]w{tul cee T )‘l(t’:)vl

from being a projection operator.®> However, as
J
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(42)

Bul,Jl cordygy eee T Q“l";"‘l"x .ee Qu,,u" Ay an s

or, more simply,
=QB,

we can multiply the dynamic equation

(I=QB)w™ =™
by the integral operator (I +@QB) to obtain the equa-
tion

(I-IB)w'™ =", (43)

Here we have used the facts® that B2=B and BA™
=0. As I?=], Eq. (43) is a satisfactory form of
the dynamic equation for a spin-two field.
The S operator is defined by the relations
Hy3 (0) = STH (x)S,
S's=1,

(44)
and

5]0y=|0).
An interpolating field is introduced, satisfying
H,, () = ST, ()51, (45)
We have abbreviated H3%(x) to h,,(x) .

v

An expansion for S can be made

—'m
S=Z( Z!) fd"x,---d“xmw(xl---xm)

m

X1 hu.1 ul(xx) ce humvm(xm) B (46)

with the LSZ® reduction technique giving, on the
mass shell,

w(xl e x,,,)=D‘ ceom {(N{H“lv!(xl) e Hu,,, l’m(xm)]* [0>

+(=9) D I,,i,,i,uj,,ch(xi—xj)(O|[Hu1vl(x1)= RV VR Hum,,m(xm)],,|0> o } . @40

pairs
Physical states are created by the operator

H @ imout _ _ifdsx HL‘:;'OUt(x)go(bsu(x) R (48)

where ¢, is a positive-energy solution to Eq. (36).

To eliminate the contribution of nonphysical de-
grees of freedom to S, a device similar to that
used for the Yang -Mills field is used. The sup-
plementary conditions

9,0u,=0 (49)
and
2.=0 (50)

are imposed on the function ¢§,(x). The matrix
elements of S are independent of the unphysical

1
components of %,,(x), provided that ¢, can be
replaced by ¢, +9,f,+9,f, -6,,9 *f, where

3.F=0 (51)
and
0f, =0. (52)

These restrictions imply that 7,, satisfies the
conditions

1S | A =0 (53)
and
8,h5) A =0, (54)

which imply that the matrix elements of 8, 4,, and
h,, are zero.
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Matrix elements of the operator S are of the
form

S(Ba):(_i)m dqxl..°d4xm‘1’s*(x1‘°0xk)

Xw(wy *+* %) Wy * %), (55)

where
k
TB(y, e e xk)=H¢5§ vi(x,-) .
i=1

The transformation ¢, -~ ¢7,+9, f,+9,f, on the
jth incoming wave function leads to

6S(Ba): (_i)mquxl e d4xmw(x1 et xm)
X[aujfuj(xj)+ aujfy,j(xj)]
X\Ifﬂ*(xl vee xk)

X\I’a(xk.ﬂ e e e Aj e xm)'

This is a matrix element of the operator

ST i e
X[au1 fvl(xl) + avlful(xl)]

Xl ®2) 22t By, () 0 (56)

EmVm
The requirement that §S=0 leads to the condition

w(auguv.”)lmasssheu:o’ (57)

in the same fashion that Eq. (15) was obtained.
This, in turn, implies that

9,h,,=9,H,,. (58)

Instead of working with the in field #,,, itis
possible to work with a field p,, defined by

Puv =huv _%6uvh’7\)« . (59)
If the interpolating field is defined by
PL,=5"(pu,9). , (60)

then by Eq. (45) we will have
P,,=H,, -36,,H, . (61)

The form of the field equations and the commuta-
tion relations for p,, is

0p,,(%)=0
and

[0uu®), Pr o(9)]=1Q 5 o D(x=). (62)
The gauge transformation

By =R+ 8, f,+8,f,=0,,0f (63)

now becomes

ppu"puu+aufu+aufu- (64)
The expansion
0 —'i n .
S:Z -(—-n'—) fd‘*xl---d‘*x"w(xl---xn)

n=o
X:pulvl(xx) P, v, ()2
leads to the restriction
(D(aligl“/...)l massshellzoi (65)

in the same fashion that Eq. (15) was derived.
From Eq. (65), we obtain

9uPuy =0y Pyy. (66)
By Egs. (58), (59), (61), and (66) we see that
8uhvu=aquu- (67)

To extend Eq. (57) off the mass shell, the form
of the gauge transformation for the interpolating
field is fixed as

Hw~H‘w+[(6u5pU+3,,5Pu -8,,9,)

+K(Hu>\8>\6p,,+H,,)\8>\Op“—H 9

uvp

_apHuv)]Fp

=H,,+0,,,F (68)

pv et ps

when the in field undergoes the transformation of
Eq. (63). Also, if the trace of the in field under-
goes the transformation

ho—=ha-28-f, (69)

then only the diagonal elements of H,, undergo the
following transformation:

Hpu"Hpu +%5puDX)\pr- (70)

The function F, is related to the function f, by the
requirement that

auDuu)\F)\=0; (71)
with, to lowest order in K,
FP(x)=fu(x).

Consequently, we have

Fy ()= [ @ A (6,91, 0), (72)

where
Auv(x,y)=6uu64(x"y)+O(K)-

The commutation relation between interpolating
fields may now be developed in the same fashion
as was done for the Yang-Mills field. If the gauge
transformation of Eq. (63) is made, its effect on a
functional F[h,,] is given by

F~e'F, (73)



14 ASYMPTOTIC FIELD THEORY AND NON-ABELIAN GAUGE...

where

7\=fd‘*y[apfy(y)wyfu(y)—é,wa f(9)]

% 0}
0n,, (¥) °
Using the same methods as were used in deriving
Eq. (25), we find that

Mias(¥)=2i [ @ £, ()80 4y (), Has ()]
(74)
But for infinitesimal A, it has been postulated that
AHop(x) =0 45, Fp(x). (75)
Equations (72), (74), and (75) together imply that

[auhpv(y)g Hae(x)]

D(xﬂp fd4z Apu(x’z)D(y -z)

(76)

1
21
_ 1
:?{DaBprv(xsy)-

Similarly, the gauge transformations of Eqgs.

J

525
[aahaﬁ(z), By (g (9)

+8(y _x)[H)\o(y)waprB(xyz)+Huu(x)D§\oprB(y,z)J}'

3401

(69) and (70) lead to the commutation relations

[auhuu(y);HaB(x)] =—2Li 6aBD)\)\pru(x,y)-
(77)

Combining Eqs. (76) and (77) we see that
[auhpy = %3 yhuu(y), Hotﬂ(x)]
1
=—é—i- (Dasp _%60L8D)\)\p)va(x;y)

1 -
E_DaBpru(x’y)-

21 (78)

Equations (76) and (78) are consistent with Eq.
(37) when K =0.

From the commutation relations of Eqs. (76) and
('78) the Ward identities can be derived. The opera-
tor form of these restrictions can be derived from
the operator form of the dynamic equations,

628

st
Oy (%)) 5 (V)

z(i)ZDny[Huv(x)H)\o(y)]-» .
(79)

From Eqs. (76) and (79) we obtain the operator
form of the Ward identity,

]:(z‘)ZSD"Dy{G(x =N K p (%, 2)Hy o (9) +Hpy ()03 5, K 5 5 (3, 2)]

(80)

Other forms of the Ward identity, derived in analogy to Eqgs. (32), (34), and (35) are

<0l[a[1 Hyu(x)leul(xl)' . 'Hpnun(xn)hlo):?l“i'z <0l{[DijujpKpu(xj,x)]cHulul(xl)' VIR 'Hu,,v"(xn)}+lo> ’

<0|[al‘1Hﬂl”l(xl)aquﬂzyz(xz)' e aﬂnH“n”n(x")J*lO) =0,

and

w(ap‘guv,x], o .xn)

(81)

(82)

= —zll oot D"<Z <0|{H,,l_,,1(xl) DOy o Koy (Xmy E)e e Hy oy (%,)1410)

#(=0) 25 20 ypupye,Delx = %)

m#=i,j Dairs

X<0l{Hﬂ1y l(xl) e .A”‘if[DlJm"m PKPU(xm, g)Jc' v H}Jn"n(xn)}+l0> + '> .

(83)

Similar Ward identities can be derived upon use of the commutation relation of Eq. (78). In particular, we

can have

(OHlo, Hyy (%)= 30, Hyy (0)]H,, o,

(x1) et Hpnun(xn)}+l0>

= ?1[ 2; ORIB 00 K g (25, %) Hyy o (2y) 0 02 A e Hy o (%)}]0)

and

(84)
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IV. PERTURBATION EXPANSION

The formal procedure for quantizing non-Abelian
gauge fields is now complete, and the elements of
the S matrix can now be calculated using perturba-
tion theory. In accordance with the formalism
for asymptotic field theory, a vertex must be pos-
tulated. For the Yang-Mills theory, we select the
most general form of the three-point function con-
sistent with the solution of (1 - B)w®’ =0,3

w‘“(x,y,z)
=gcabc[6aﬁ(ay - ax)y+5ﬁy(az - 3y)a
+6tx'y(ax__ az)B] [64(x _y)éq(y - Z)] .
(86)

However, this must also be consistent with the

J

ofot..- D"(Z <0|{Hu1v1(x1)' : -AWI[EIIJmepKPV(xmi £)le: 'Hunvn(xn)}+|0> + ') .

(85)

T

Ward identity of Eq. (35). For this to be possible,
a complex scalar field must be postulated,!®™!2 It
will later be shown that in order for unitarity to

be satisfied, these fields must obey Fermi statis-
tics. The field equations and commutation relations
for these fields are

0b%(x)=0 (817)
and
{6%(x),8°(9)t ==i6*D(x - p). (88)

If these fields do not enter the asymptotic states,
the spin-statistics theorem® is not violated. The
additional vertex function that must be postulated
in order for Eq. (31) to be satisfied is shown by
explicit calculations to be given by

S = (i) [ dixdiy dtalige*0%0% (x =)0y —2)] : at ()0 (9)67(2): (89)

A more intuitive approach to the introduction of these ghost particles corresponds to the way ghosts were

introduced from Egs. (A11) and (A16). With S’ given by Eq. (86), the gauge transformation af ~ a
- (1/8)8,6° leads to the change S-S 165" where

N

65 =§(—z’)3fd‘*xd“yd“z[c“’”(aga’;_ 3503)0%(x —¥)0%(y — 2)] :af(¥)ak(y) : 6°(2). (90)

The fact that (3°+8” +8%),0%(x —»)0*(¥ —z) =0 and that Oaj, =0 have been used in deriving Eq. (90). If 6°(x)
is treated as a noninteracting, massless, spin-zero field, that is, the gauge transformation is a Bell-
Treiman transformation as was used by ’t Hooft and Veltman,'® then Eq. (90) describes a vertex function
whose effects are to be canceled. This is done by use of ghost fields.

As an example of a perturbation theory calculation, let us now calculate the second-order propagator,
w®(x,y). As w(x,y) does not appear in the expansion for S, the term Bw®’ does not appear in the dynamic

equation for w®’,3'* Consequently we have

0 ® (%, %,) =01020|[A 11 ()42 (x,)]410) . (91)
By Eq. (5),
ALD (1) ={s"[Saf (w)].} P, (92)
which can be combined with Eqs. (86) and (89) to give
Adﬁu)(w) =%g f d4x1 d4x2 d4x3 Calazas[éulocz(axz - axl)ct3 +6o(1a3(axl - axs)(xz +6a2a3(ax3 - axz)al]
X(64(x1 —x2)64(x2 _xg)] [6a1d 6011 5DR(w -xl) :a‘;zz(xz)a‘;%(xg) :]
+igf dixd'y d*z[930% (x —¥)0%(y = 2)][0%0 45 Dp(w —x)]: 6°(9)0°(2) :. (93)

Inserting this into Eq. (91), using the commutation relations, and substituting the Fourier transforms ac-

cording to Appendix B gives
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W@ (w,w’y=0"0" (2 @ C,(G) g6
14 ©
e j _fipr eip-(w-w') f—w Atikie [_%11’ 9(_pz)][e£)\(w-wl)°9(p)+ei>\(w'—w)09(_p)]
X[-3pspsr +3p*0560]. (94)

The constant C,(G) is defined by 0%'C,(G) =c®? c®’, Multiplying this equation by 1 = [~ dk?5(p? +2) to
facilitate the integration over A results in

@) n_Ow w§[ —ign Gaa'f " fw dK? 1 ip e (w-w') D _ 2
w®(w,w’)=0%0 {[2(2”)4 C,(G) da*p o B PR ic e (PaPs' P?Ossr)

ignr C,(G)o%

lii ‘2(—“‘2)— (556'—55455'4)]} (95)

The constant 2 is an infrared cutoff whose presence is made necessary by considerations entirely unre-
lated to any renormalization procedure.'®

However, this is not a unique form for w® (w,w"). Due to the fact that the matrix elements of 8 ,a} (x)
are zero, gauge invariance can be maintained for arbitrary M when Eq. (5) is modified to

Al (x)=ST[Sdl (x))s +Md 0 ), (x). (96)
If M is taken to be second order in g, Eq. (91) becomes

w® (w,w") =0* 0" {(0|[A%™ () AL AV (0")]410) +M® (0l [0 50 a4 (w)ak (w”) +a% (w)o 500 ,a% (w")]0)} .

(97)
As
(0l[8 58,a% (w)ak (w') +a% (w)a 518 ,a% (w')]4|0) ==2i[8,5850 D o(w =) = 8548 51,0% (w —w’)] 6"
Eq. (97) becomes, for appropriate choice for M‘?,
2 m ’ 2 10 ip e (w-1w'
w® 0,0 =000 [ L 0,00 [ apin(LHD) (B2) (0spsr - p70550e "] (98)

This is the same result that is obtained from evaluating the diagrams of Fig. 1 upon use of dimensional
regularization,'® in the limit u2~0,

Much the same procedure can be used to calculate elements of the S matrix in quantum gravity. Expand-
ing the Einstein Lagrangian of Eq. (A18) to first order in K results in a term!7"1°

éhuv[(aph’p)\avh’p)\_%a hpp vh)\x) +2(axhppaph aphpxaphu)\“‘%a h;w ph)\x)J (99)

With this as the motivating factor, the vertex function for the gravitational interaction is set equal to
(l)(xu 2 3) =%K”Scc1 Blsazﬂzsaaﬂspé(aia'fs)
x (0 0‘196 31°Q apByr0igBy ™ 26f"’o"‘l"‘zQ B1Byr0y 83+46°°‘26/’°‘36°‘1 52(‘3 8 33)64(;(1 = %,)0%(%, = %,)
(100)
where S, stands for symmetrization between the indices « and g3, and P; stands for summing over the
3! permutations of the indices 1, 2, and 3.
Once again, in order to satisfy the Ward identities, a vertex function involving a set of ghost fields must
be postulated. Upon examining Eq. (83), it is found that a set of spin-one fields, a,(x) and b,(x), must be

postulated. Unitarity will imply that these ghost fields obey Fermi statistics, as was the case for the
Yang-Mills interaction. The equations of motion and the commutation relations for the ghost fields are

Oa,(x)=00b,(x)=0, (101) -Q L Q _ _J\r_.
and N

{a, (x),b, ()} ==i0,D(x -¥)
. Y w ( ’ FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams for the second-order vec-
{ap (x),a,(y )} = {bp (%),0 v(y)} =0. tor propagator for the Yang-Mills interaction.
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The vertex function for these ghost fields as implied by Eq. (83) is
SW =3 (-i)K fd“xd‘*y d*2[(9%0} 05 = 950%0 5, = 85050, +0%8),050)0% (X =¥)0% (¥ = 2)] : g (x)ar ()0, (2) ;.

(102)

The second-order propagator w""’(xl, 2) can be calculated in a manner directly analogous to that used
for the Yang-Mills theory; the only complications are algebraic in nature, We have

w(z)(wpwg):DIEIz(OI[H(U (wl)H(l) (wz)]-rIO),

Hy?y KoV
where
Hizll/)(x) = {ST[h'uy(x)S] +} W,

Upon substitution of Eqgs. (100) and (102) into these equations, the resulting propagator can be determined
without encountering divergent integrals.

V. GAUGE INVARIANCE TO HIGHER ORDERS

It is now possible to use the Ward identities to show that gauge invariance is obeyed up to all orders in
perturbation theory for non-Abelian gauge fields. For concreteness, our attention will focused on the
problem of quantum gravity, although an exactly analogous treatment holds for the Yang-Mills field.

First of all, it will be established that if the Ward identity is satisfied up to order 7, then it will be
satisfied, within a vertex function, up to order » +1, The method used to show this is very similar to that
of Ref. 6.

Let us assume that the Ward identities of Eqgs. (83) and (85) hold in perturbation theory up to order =,
As a result, Eq. (58) is modified to become

3, Hyy=03,hy, +§; 8, HE . (103)
Also for [<n, Eq. (76) holds, giving

(8,70 (), HG3 (%)) = .[ asp Kpu(x,9)] 9. (104)
From Eq. (103), we have
{Colley Hyuy ()H . y(%,) "+ Hy oy (%,)]4]0)H7
=Z:(<0I{Hulyl(x1)"'[ whu (), Hy o ()] =+ By () [0+ €01 [0, HEX (M, (6,) o (5,)]410)

B!

(105)
Insertion of Eq. (104) into Eq. (105) gives

{(ollo, Ay (), o, () + - Hyy o ()] 001
—E«Ol{Hulul(x ). [ uiv ,pru(xi’x)]c' "Hu,,u,,(xn)}+|0>)(”)
+ 0l oy, HEX A, o (3)+y_y (5)1110)

2 0y () A {18 g (), HE (5) o= (1/20)[00 4 K06, )] F o+ g (6004100

(106)

“nn

This allows one to examine the corrections to the nth order form of the Ward identity. If we convert Eq.
(105) into an equation for ® products, just as Eq. (81) is converted into Eq. (83), we have
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X, Xy,

- Lot -D"(Z CORH, b (6) Al Oy o Ko (g X)]e v+ Hy Ly, (%,)410)

+(=1) E Zlu,u{.ujuj c(x )
m#=i,j pairs

(n)
X <0HH”1,,1(951) o ‘Aijm[Dumumpr (% m, x)Jc v 'Hu"vn(xn)}+‘0> +°° ')

+0* 0+ - 07(0] @00, HE (1), 1y (%) by 1y (%,D]0)

+0% 0. .D"Z<O|¢(h“1”1(x1)” 'Ai{[aphuu(x) H(n)u (x; )] (l/zi)[[]uiuipK;"&(xiyx)}c}' * 'h'pnu,,(xn))lO) .

(1o7)
The commutator in Eq. (107) can now be evaluated. As
Hyy (%) =8 [Shy ()]s
we have
Hy () =y () 487D C (e, oo,
XDp(% = 8)Quu no@(Exgy ¥y " Xn) 1 h uyvy (%1 )by (%) (108)

As a result, using Eqs. (14) and (108) we have
[auhuv(x),Huil/‘(xi)]c:iQuU,u' vt u c(x xi)

+LSTZ (75—1'1))' fd“xl---d"x,,DR(xi—&)[iQu,,_pl,,lD”i(x—xl)]

XQ ;v 0@ (Exgy 8y Xy v " %)ty (%) 0ty (). (109)

Inserting the nth-order form of the Ward identity of Eq. (85) into Eq. (109) we find that
n 1
[aphpu(x)’Hl(Ji)vi(xi)]cz Z [Duivipru(xi,x)] f:")

wisT A [ty D= 9D, (=50 I 5 53

S R CALIEY R C AP (110)

where

H(X’xl---xn)zw(auxuy_éaux xl'..xn)

s
1 -
- EZ o*gre--a” ;«Ol{levl(xl)' ' 'Am[meumpru(xmax)]c' ¢ 'Hp"u"(xn)}+l0> +000)
111)
Substituting Eq. (110) into Eq. (107), we obtain
Q0 (o) = [ AR A Bl x e e BTG & ) =0, (112)

where

L 1
B(xl'..xn;yl...yn)__.(—l)"l:]l...ljn[z)\ [ﬂxvxvponDR(xx‘yx)iLIl e(xi—yi)[u.-U,-P,-d,-Dc(xi "yi)} s

and
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QUM (x,%,* 2 x,) = w0, Xy, %, ***X,)

- _2% o*0gt.-.0On Z,;«OHHWI("J .. 'Am[D#mvaKP p(Xmy X)), 'Hunun(x,.)}+|0> 4e00).
(113)
Similarly, the equation
(%, %, * "2 x,) = fd"ﬁd"il S dfE B(X, Xyt X By 6 E)QM(E E 0 E,) =0 (114)
can be derived. Using the fact that B2=B, Eqs. (112) and (114) together imply that
(I-B]™=0. (115)

This is the dynamic equation that is to be obeyed by any vertex function. Consequently gauge invariance
to order n can be satisfied by the insertion of vertex functions whose form is determined by the boundary

condition that the Ward identity is to be satisfied.

VI. UNITARITY

In establishing the unitarity of the S matrix, we will adhere very closely to the program of ’t Hooft.!®
By use of the Ward identities, it must be shown that the contributions of the nonphysical polarizations of
the gauge fields to the absorbtive part of the S matrix cancel against those contributions coming from the

ghost fields.

We first must derive the Cutkosky rules® within the formalism of asymptotic field theory. If S=1+T,

then STS =1 implies that

T 4T =-TT", (116)
Using the gxpansion for T given in Eq. (6), except now including the ghost fields explicity, we obtain
=i @) 5
113 S e iy [t el 2t () i) 5z
x;aiii(x{)---50'"'(2{,:):. 117)

Using the fact that the commutation relations imply
that

1a%(%)a%y(v) 1 =af(%)a%(y) +10%%0 s D (x - y),
_ (118)
:b2(9)6%(2) 1 =02(9)0°(2) +i6°°D P (y — 2),

the product of normal-ordered products in Eq.
(117) can be reduced to a single normal-ordered
product. In this way, the Cutkosky rules are de-
rived,

It has been shown that if Bogoliubov causality is
postulated?' then the dynamical axiom of Eq. (30)
follows, as well as microscopic causality, which
states that

[A%(x),A%()]=0 119)

for spacelike separation of x and ¥. This, in turn,
implies that

of[a, A% (x)+-1.10) =0, (0|[AG(x) -+ ].]0).
The Ward identity of Eq. (34) now takes the form
071 -+ % OI[ATL (x,)+* A% (x,)1,]0) =0, (120)

This is the equation that ’t Hooft uses in establish-

-
ing unitarity'; consequently his argument can now
be carried through in tact.

Unitarity for the gravitational field can be es-
tablished in an analogous manner, With the Ward
identities that have been derived, ’t Hooft’s meth-
od!® can be used to show that the effect of the ghost
fields is to cancel the contribution of the non-
physical polarizations of the graviton field to the
imaginary part of the S matrix.

VII. DISCUSSION

The approach of asymptotic field theory is seen
here to provide a useful vehicle for discussion
problems involving non-Abelian gauge symmetry.
As only renormalized quantities are introduced at
the outset, there is no problem with divergent
quantities, and no need for introducing a renor-
malization or regularization procedure. This fact
allows one to avoid the Adler anomaly that occurs
when a chiral gauge symmetry is present.®

Hopefully, the techniques introduced here may
shed some light on the problem of renormalization
of general relativity. It has been shown in Sec. V
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that higher-order vertex functions may be chosen
with the boundary condition that they satisfy the
Ward identity, but it remains to be seen whether
these vertex functions are uniquely determined.
An example of how asymptotic field theory can be
used to determine the form of an interaction is
given in Ref. 7, where it is shown how the Pauli
interaction is to be excluded from quantum elec-
trodynamics. Further investigations are being
made in this direction.

APPENDIX A: CLASSICAL GAUGE FIELDS

Some properties of the classical gauge fields
that have been analyzed up to this point are ex-
amined in this appendix.

First of all, the massless Yang-Mills field' is
dealt with. The standard means of deriving the
Yang-Mills Lagrangian is by demanding a cou-
pling of the vector field to a spinor or scalar field
that is invariant under rotations in some isospin
space. However, it is useful to point out how the
coupling can be derived without referring to other
fields. This approach will be useful in Appendix

B when the Yang-Mills formalism will be extended.

It also allows for a different insight into the gravi-
tational interaction.

First of all, consider an uncoupled vector field
Al (x), where i refers to the group index and u to
the Lorentz index. The structure functions of the
group are denoted by c¢;;,. For the uncoupled La-
grangian, we take the standard Lagrangian for a
spin-one particle,

L_-‘lfu,v u.w (AI)
where
S=0,A0-0,AL. (A2)

The resulting equation of motion is
DAL ~9,(8,A})=0. (A3)

Suppose we now require that the equation of motion
be altered so that the vector field couples with
strength g to a conserved current generated by
demanding that the Lagrangian be invariant under
an infinitesimal transformation

Al <Al +cPRAT o”, (A4)
In general, an infinitesimal transformation

Do)~ 4(0) + @ ;xﬂ%(x) (A5)

leads to a conserved current,

'—Z a(a ¢ ) AB¢B (AG)

For the case of the Lagrangian of Eq. (Al), we ob-

tain

Ju=c*fl, AL (A7)
The equation of motion now becomes

DAl -0,(8, AD)=~gcii*fj, Ak (A8)
This requires an alteration of the Lagrangian of
Eq. (A1) by the addition of a piece

—gciiy AT ATAR (A9)
By Eq. (A8), such a term in the Lagrangian con-
tributes another term to the conserved current.
The process is repeated once more, and the final

piece that must be added to the Lagrangian is found
to be

_ L g2ciiteimigi AR AmAT, (A10)

Upon collecting together Egs. (A1), (A9), and
(A10), we find that the full Yang-Mills Lagrangian
is given by

L=-%Fi Fi, (A11)
where

Fi, =0,Ai-08, AL + gct/*Al AL, (A12)
The resulting equation of motion is

(8,0% + gc'PiA2)F] =0 (A13)
or

ViiF],=0.

If L? is a matrix representation of the group in
question, and 8i(x) an arbitrary function, then the
following gauge transformation is a symmetry of
the Lagrangian

LiAi()~U(6) [LiA;(x) _gU"(e)apU(e)] U-1e),

(A14)

where U(0) = exp[ - iL 6% (x)].
For infinitesimal 6%(x), the gauge transforma-
tion takes the form

Al(x)~Al(x) - —V”O’(x) (A15)

This implies that
F‘i“’__ (5” +Cilj91)F‘J;V
and
VIR, = (8" +c )V .

If one quantizes the Yang-Mills field by use of
path integrals the Lagrangian one uses is

L=L, —%? (A16)

inv ©

where L, , is given by Eq. (A11) and — 3c? fixes

inv
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the gauge in which one works. If under the in-
finitesimal gauge transformation of Eq. (A15),

c—~c+ M@,

then an extra term ®M¢ must be added to the La-
grangian.'® The field ¢ is a complex scalar field
with Fermi statistics that appears only in closed
loops and does not enter the unitary condition. For
example, if c=9, A%, then dM¢ = ¢*(036%
+gciPiA? s )¢l

Einstein’s theory of gravity? is a theory of clas-
sical fields. Attempts to quantize it have either
been those of “canonical quantization”®* 23 in which
the metric field has been considered in terms of
its true degrees of freedom, and of “covariant
quantization”'® 11771924 jn which the gravitational
interaction is mediated by spin-two “gravitons”
on a background of Minkowski space-time. The
latter point of view was adopted in this note.

The field equations for the metric field g,, are,
in the absence of matter,

R,,=0, (A17)
where

R,,=8,T% —8,T5 + T TG — T4 IT,
and

T =28%(8,84s+ 98wy — 0 Qay)-

These equations can be derived from the varia-
tional principle

5[(1?2512@‘)614“0, (A18)
where

g=detg,,
and

R=R, g"".

Upon expanding the metric tensor in powers of
the gravitational coupling constant K, we see that
if

VEgt =g

=5,,+Kh (A19)

©nvs

then
8,,=0,,—Kh, ,+K2h,,h,,+0(K?3).

Indices are now raised and lowered by use of 5, ,
consequently they may all be taken to be lower
case.
Substitution of Eq. (A19) into the Lagrangian of
Eq. (A18) yields, to lowest order in K,
%R@:%a B0, h, ~50,h, 8

[TRAS 0 Rl T R4 D 17244772

hlh -9,h 81} hu)u

134472

which is the Lagrangian of a spin-two field.
The gravitational equation of motion is invariant
under the coordinate transformation

axlu axlv
g ) = 5 £ ). (A20)

If "™ ~x* =KF"(x), then for infinitesimal F* Eq.
(A20) takes the form

hu,,-—hu,+auF,+auFu -6,,8F
+K(huA8va+huxaxFu —anxhuv—huva).F).)'
(A21)

For K=0, Eq. (A21) gives the standard form for a
gauge transformation for a spin-two field.

According to Duff,® the same approach that al-
lowed us to arrive at Eq. (Al11) from Eq. (Al) can
be used to derive the Lagrangian of Eq. (A18) from
the free Lagrangian L, for a massless spin-two
field. To the free Lagrangian, an interaction term
is added in which the field %,, is coupled with
strength K to the energy-momentum tensor T, ,.
To first order, T,, includes terms arising from
the energy-momentum contributions of the free
spin-two field itself. The altered Lagrangian L,
+KL, now makes further contributions to T,
which adds further corrections to the Lagrangian.
In the same fashion that Eq. (All) can be derived
from Eq. (Al), this process can be continued to
give

L=L,+KL +K?L,+- - -
If this series were summed, the hope is that the
Einstein Lagrangian can be recovered upon making
the identification
Vg g"’=5,,+Kh,,.

It is of interest to examine the formalism of free
spin-two fields. In the Bargmann-Wigner equa-
tions,? a spin-n field of mass m is represented by
a symmetric spinor of 2% dimensions satisfying
the 27 equations

(7 +d +m)ua'\1’a'3-“h = 0’

(A22)
(v 9 +m)¥yp...n=0.
In the representation in which
0 -G 1 0 0 -1
y= V= , Ys= ;
¢ 0 0 -1 -1 0
(A23)
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the ten symmetric matrices are y,c and S, ,c, and
the six antisymmetric matrices are ¢!, y,c™, and
e

For the spin-two field we take

\I’aﬂyé =huv(7uc)a8(7uc)76 + Auhu('yu C)aB(S)wC))LG

+Bkau(s).o c)aB(YuC)yﬁ + Gu u).a(suu C)aﬂ (S)w c)yﬁ'

(A24)

In order to ensure that ¥ is symmetric, it is evi-
dent that

huu =huu. ’
Aure=Biou ==A, 0 (A25)
Gu.v)w =Glouv == Gvulc == Gu vor*®

Also, contraction with the antisymmetric matrices
(c™ays (¥s¢™)g, and (y,c™')s, must vanish. Con-
tracting with (c™)g, (c™)s. leads to

Py, =0,

Au lc(yuslo"'sxa'yu) :01 (A26)
GLL 12,04 Su.vSMr =0.

Contracting with (y,c™),, (vs¢™s. leads to

A, lu(yushu = Sx yu) =0,

(A27)
G uno(Suy Sro + 2 Su) =0.
Use of the commutation relations
{rusvr=20,,,
[V Saol = 20(8, 675 = 8,170, (A28)
s Saat = 26€ 500 Vi Vs
{8005 Saot =2(8,18,0 = 8,60,0) = 2€u1n0 Vs
shows that Eqs. (A26) and (A27) imply that
Ry =0,
Auun=0,
€unne Aine=0, (A29)
G 0

pouv = Y

€u VAo Gu Vo = 0.

This is sufficient to ensure that ¥ is a symmetric
function.

We can now substitute Eq. (A24) into Eq. (A22).
Upon contracting the equation with (¢™'¥,)se (€ ™6
and with (¢™'S,,)s, (¢™") s and using

TI‘(‘)’,, 'yuskcr) = 4i(6vl6u6 - 6u Aéva)y
Tr(suus)xa) = 4(5‘“5"0 - 6vl6u o)’ (A30)
Tr('yu‘yu) =45,,,

Tr(y,)=Tr(y, v,7) =0,

we obtain

i(8,B 1py = 8,B ) == mh

TOV pTV

TV (A31)
i(apGuvrp - apGu VDT) == WIA-m vy

and
7:(3,,. hTu - a‘rhwu) == n7(B1r‘rv
i(aﬂA-r)m - aTAxo) == m(Glon-r - G)w-m)'

-B

‘fﬂll)’

(A32)

Upon replacing A4, ,, by (2im)A,,, and G,,,,, by
(24m)?G,, 55, and applying the symmetry conditions
of Eqgs. (A25) and (A29), Eqgs. (A31) and (A32) be-
come.
9,B,,, =—-m?h

TV TV

—_ 2
apGuqu"—m Buv‘r:

(A33)
avh'rv - a‘rhwv =B1r'rw

awB)m-r - a'J'B)unr = war-r‘

From these equations it is immediately apparent
that

8, h,,=0 (A34)

pv =
and
(O-m>n,,=0.

All standard features of massive spin-two fields
are thus reproduced.
In the massless case, Eq. (A33) reduces to

9,B.,=0,

8,Guyr,=0,
and (A35)

8, M, —0,h,,=B

W = TTVS
aﬂBXaT - a‘rBMﬂr = G)wm"
These equations cannot be derived from the Barg-
mann-Wigner equations.
The quantity G, ,,, is invariant under the trans-

formation
h'u.v_.hu.v"'aufu"'avfu’ (A36)

which implies B,,, =B, +9,(8, f;, -9, f,). Con-
sequently, we take k,,=h,,, but assume that the
conditions

hU-U- = 0
and (A37)
8,h,,=0

vu

are gauge dependent. To extend the equation of
motion for #,, in a gauge-independent fashion, the
equation

8,B,,,=0

vor =
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is generalized to

9,B,,.+9,B,,,=0, (A38)

et

which is independent of the gauge transformation

of Eq. (A36). Expressing Eq. (A38) in terms of 7%,

yields
8,(8,,, —8,h,)+0.(8,h,,-8,h,,)= (A39)

vieT p vt v ™pp

as can be seen from Eq. (A35). Replacing /%, , by
h,,—%0,,h,, gives the standard equation of motion

th_%awmhop_ au‘rzhuu_auvzhu-rzoy (A40)
which is invariant under
huv—.huv+aufv+avfu_5uuaf' (A41)

For a spin-two field, the Lagrangian density for
this equation of motion is

L =33, h,0, by —18,0,,0,h,, —8,h,,0 N, (A42)

vy T

We shall now examine the polarization tensors
associated with a spin-two field. A symmetric
matrix has ten independent components. The re-
striction that it be traceless and transverse re-
duces the number of degrees of freedom to five,
the number one would expect for a massive spin-
two field. A symmetric matrix 2,, with the gauge
degree of freedom of Eq. (A41) will then have two
degrees of freedom. The polarization tensors €2,
for the spin-two field can be constructed out of the
polarization vectors e}, for a spin-one field.?” If
el and ¢2 denote the transverse polarization, we
use the conventions that

4
a a_
D caei=
a=1
a ,b _ sab
el e, =0%,

3
a aza 2 3
; ey ef=0,,+k,ky/m* (massive case), (A43)

2
> el es=5,,—kyky/ (ke Y)Y
a=1

"(yaks‘*'yska)/(k'y)a

where y, is defined to be (0,0, 0,%) in a reference
frame in which 3 = (k/|k |, 0).

For the spin-two field, ten suitable polarization
tensors are e, e;,...,e5e5, (eLeirese?)/V2,. ..,
(el ej+ejel)/V2. These ten tensors €2, obey the
completeness and orthogonality conditions

D €MEA=1 if a=y, B=0and/or a=5, B=y
A
=0 otherwise

and (A44)
Eh e gAn,

This can be verified directly from Eq. (A43).
Five traceless and transverse tensors that are
linear combinations of €2 and obey Eq. (A44) are

1
(el ej-eied),

€ip= =
€Zg= r(e e;+eep),

€3p=(3)"2(zel el +3e2 el —e3 e)), (A45)

1 .
ep=—I(eles+ede),

V2

and

— (et ef+ed el

€aB \/—

These are suitable polarization tensors for a mas-
sive spin-two field. Only €, and €2, are polariza-
tions for a massless spin-two field. From Eq.
(A43), it may be shown that for m #0

i ens e'ﬁ\ﬁ
A=1
= %(éa'yéB& + 6&6537 - 60413675)
1
+5s (8o Rgke+0a5ks oy + 86 kyk, + 085,k ke)
2/1 k, kR 1 k,k

5 (0= (300 ),

and for m =0

2
A A
Z €ap Cye
A=1

=3 (e
t=1 j=

elejel+relelelel -eleleiel),
which can be evaluated from Eq. (A43). Conse-
quently, the form of the propagator for massless
spin-two particles is

1
DaB,YG(k) =9 (50“5537 + 6&7685 - 6&8675)?

+ (gauge terms).

APPENDIX B: SOME USEFUL INTEGRALS

In evaluating the second-order propagator, the following expressions are useful:

g(x)=_1f dar 1 i eikx,

27 J_ A - i€
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AW (x) = — AP (= x)
=72‘;’)—3[d4pef“e(p)o<p2+m2>,
and
1 ipx
AR(x)=——(27T)4’£d4pe » PrrmE’
By going to the frame of reference to which §=0, it may be shown that
J 40000 =105 (b = p')2 4 m)6(p 4 m1%)= Z26(0)0(= = i) (B4 4 )12,
S @070 =805 (0 = P4 60 P = T (6= 7 = ) (o 4 ),
S @p6(p = p6(58 (=5 +m* )b+ mp, 1
2 2 2
=[P'—'gzipu pu_ <7’V12 +P4—>6uu} é%e(p)e(_ —47’”2)(?44-47’”2?2)1/2,
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