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First we show that the renormalized regularized Lagrangian density satisfies the constraint equation which can
be interpreted as the divergence equation for the local normalization current. The normalization current which
we introduce in this paper generates a constant multiplication factor in front of the field operator and leads to
the appearance of renormalization-group transformations. Using a nonlocal action principle we introduce the
charge operator which can be identified with the quantum generator of renormalization-group transformations.
Further, we consider the divergence of the canonical dilatation current, and we show how to define the
renormalized dilatation charge operator which generates Callan-Symanzik corrections to canonical scaling. We
obtain the result that both generators for the renormalization group and renormalized scale transformations
exist in a cutoff-free limit in the sense of derivation and both are time-independent, i.e., they implement the
symmetries of renormalized theory. Finally, we investigate in our operator framework the breaking of
renormalized scale invariance owing to the presence of mass terms. Both off-shell (Gell-Mann-Low) and on-
shell (conventional) renormalization schemes are discussed. The dependence of the renormalized scale
transformations on a physical mass in different renormalization schemes is exhibited.

I. INTRODUCTION

Let us consider first the class of massless La-
grangian models described by an unrenormalized
scale-invariant Lagrangian density.! The renor-
malization of such theories implies

(a) the modification of scaling properties leading
to the presence of noncanonical anomalies in
“naive” dilatational Ward identities and

(b) the necessary appearance of a masslike
parameter k describing the off-shell normaliza-
tion momenta of the vertex functions.?

The modified scaling properties of renormalized
Green’s functions are governed by the Callan-Sy-
manzik (CS) equation® and their « dependence is
described by the Gell-Mann-Low (GML) renor-
malization-group (RG) equation.? It appears that
in the massless case the CS and RG equations are
related simply by a dimensional transformation.

Usually the scaling properties as well as the re-
normalization-group transformations are discussed
in the language of time-ordered Green’s func-
tions. The most compact and elegant derivation of
CS and RG equations was given in the framework
of the Zimmermann extension of the Bogoliubov-
Parasiuk-Hepp (BPH) renormalization method.?
However, in the BPHZ renormalization scheme
the local renormalized operators are defined only
through finite-part prescriptions,® determining the
renormalized Gell-Mann-Low expansion for the
Green’s functions. Because these finite-part pre-
scriptions are not represented by the modification
of the Lagrangian, i.e., by adding counterterms,
it is not possible in a regulavization-free venov-
malization scheme to watch explicitly what is hap-
pening to the field opevator in the course of the re-
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normalization procedure.

The purpose of this paper is to study the renor-
malization-group equations and scaling anomalies
in the operator framework of renormalized quan-
tum field theory (QFT). In order to be able to use
the machinery of the Lagrangian formulation of
QFT we shall assume that the renormalized
theory is obtained as a cut off-free limit of a fi-
nite regularized renormalized Lagrangian theory.
The condition for the proper choice of regularized
renormalized Lagrangian density £ z(x; g, k; A) is
the existence of the finite renormalized field oper-
ator

Lim ®,(x; 8, k) = @ p(x; 8, &) (1.1)

where @, is the solution of regularized renormal-
ized field equations.” One of the advantages of
such a formulation is the possibility of using for
any finite A the operator form of the quantum ac-
tion principle®

M:ifd"ye(xo—%)

Bai
 [00003 (o, 2Lldals ],

(1.2)

where &,(x;{a}) describes the solution of regu-
larized QFT described by the Lagrangian density
£ (x;{a};A), and {a}=(a,* + + @,) denotes the set
of parameters (masses, coupling constants, etc.).
The present paper is divided into two parts. In
Secs. II-IV we shall consider the massless re-
normalized theory, generated by a scale-invariant
unrenormalized Lagrangian density. In such a
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14 RENORMALIZATION GROUP AND SCALE TRANSFORMATIONS...

model one can define two one-parameter Abelian
symmetry groups, leaving the renormalized
Green’s functions invariant:

(a) renormalization-group transformations

G brs-vsDn3 85 K)
=Z"2 (N 8)G by -+ -5 P03 B(X8),K/0),
(1.3)
(b) renormalized scale transformations®
Gulbyse--sbD0385K)
=1"Z"2(158) GApy/1, - . -, /138 (138), k),
(1.4)
where Z and g are defined as*®
9 —
Aax Iz 9)=18), Z(1;9)=1 (1.5a)
9 — —
Aoy EX52)=p8(2), 2(L;8)=¢ (1.5b)

and are called effective wave renormalization and
effective coupling constants, respectively. Let us
recall that in the operator formalism a one-to-one
correspondence is expected between the symmetry
groups and the presence of time-independent quan-
tum generators (the quantum Noether theorem?!?),
In Secs. III and IV we are able to introduce the
quantum generators for both symmetry groups
(1.3) and (1.4), i.e., we ave able to descvibe the
action of the renovrmalization-group and venov-
malized scale transformations as the mapping of
the algebra of renovmalized field operators.

The second part of our paper (Secs. V and VI)
contains a discussion of the massive renormalized
theory. It appears that both renormalization-
group transformations and renormalized scale
transformations are modified. The renormali-
zation group remains to define a symmetry, but
the renormalized scale transformations are bro-
ken.

Our procedure in this paper is first, to derive
the formulas for the generators in regularized
renormalized theory (finite A), and then to dis-
cuss the limit A -«. It appears that the commu-
tators generating infinitesimal renormalization-
group transformations as well as infinitesimal re-
normalized scale transformations do exist in the
limit A - «. We obtain therefore the result that
the generators of both symmetry groups do exist
as a limit A -~ of corresponding cutoff-dependent
generators in the sense of derivation,'? and by
performing multiple commutation one can define
finite transformations of renormalized field oper-
ators.

The plan of this paper is as follows: First, in
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Sec. IT we show that the properly renormalized
Lagrangian satisfies for any finite cutoff A the
operator equation®®

7] ]
7A/K(g)auN“}=[K B + Baslg) gg]eeR(g,K;A),

(1.6)

where the local current N{} generates the multipli-
cation of the field by a constant**

[N2(@), @,(X,0)]=-i®,(X, 1), (1.7

and B, /., Vs, are Gell-Mann-Low coefficient
functions in the presence of the cutoff A.!> Qwing
to relation (1.7) we shall call N4 a normalization
current, and relation (1.6), the renormalization-
group constraint (RGC) equation. Indeed, in Sec.
III by using the nonlocal Schwinger-Peierls action
principle we demonstrate that Eq. (1.6) can be
treated as the conservation law for the time-in-
dependent renormalization-group charge operator
R, which generates the renormalization-group
transformations. In Sec. IV we consider the re-
normalized scale transformations. First, we
calculate explicitly the divergence of the canonical
dilatation current Sf}, generating for fixed value
A the canonical scale transformations

[SME), B,5(%, O] = i(x, 04+ 1)8,(%, 7).  (1.8)

Using again the Schwinger-Peierls action princi-
ple we introduce the generator of renormalized
scale transformations.'® In the limit A -« such
a generator can be identified in the sense of a
derivation with the time-independent generator
of dimensional transformations in the renormali-
zed theory.!” Further, we consider the Lagran-
gian models with the mass term. In Sec. V we
study the off-shell (GML) renormalization proce-
dure. The operator formulation of renormaliza-
tion-group transformations can be constructed in
complete analogy with the considerations in Secs.
II and III. In the discussion of renormalized scale
invariance, it is shown that the presence of mass
leads to modification of the group law (due to the
so-called “hard terms”) and to symmetry break-
ing (due to the remaining soft “mass vertex in-
sertion”). In Sec. VI the on-shell normalization
is discussed, which leads to still another form qf
renormalized scale transformations, broken by
the presence of nonvanishing physical mass.

The considerations in Sec. II-VI are formal, at
least in three respects:

(a) The discussion in Secs. II-IV is based on the
assumption of the existence of the iimit (1.1) for a
massless theory, which should be defined in such
a way that the IR divergences related to the so-
called exceptional momenta do not occur.'®
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(b) It should not be forgotten that there are im-
mense mathematical difficulties related to the de-
scription of a transformation in QFT which con-
nects two theories with different renormalized
parameters (masses, coupling constants, etc.).'®

(c) We discuss only one choice of counterterms
leading to finite field equations.” For the com-
posite operators occurring in our considerations
to be made finite in the limit A — <, one would have
to consider other multiplicative and additive renor-
malizations, corresponding to different normal-
product prescriptions.®*®

In order to illustrate the derivation of the RGC
equation on the most exploited example in the
literature, we discuss in Appendix A the renor-
malized regularized formulation of massless
go®* theory.?° In Appendix B we derive and dis-
cuss briefly the nonlocal Schwinger-Peierls ac-
tion principle, which we use extensively in Secs.
III-VI. In Appendix C we discuss for complete-
ness the operator form of the renormalization-
group and renormalized scale transformations for
the so-called soft renormalization schemes.?!"24

II. RENORMALIZATION-GROUP CONSTRAINT EQUATION

We shall consider the conventional renormaliza-
tion of the scale-invariant Lagrangian field theory
defined formally by the unrenormalized Lagrangian
density £, [¢;g,]. Such a Lagrangian theory is
renormalizable in the sense of Dyson’s power-
counting rule. In order to obtain a renormalized
regularized theory one must perform the follow-
ing two steps:

(i) Introduce regularization and the mass coun-
terterm

°enr[¢’go]*£reg[¢A;go;A] . (2.1)

We assume further that one can apply to the regu-
larized Lagrangian the canonical formalism.?® We
introduce the cutoff parameter A in such a way
that it has a dimension of mass.

(ii) Perform multiplicative renormalization

= A , A2
Lred 43803 4] Eﬁreg[Za” 2<—,;z;g>%;go< = :g); A]

=£R[<I’mg, K3 A] (2.2)

in such a way that relation (1.1) and the Gell-
Mann-Low normalization conditions®* are valid.

In formula (2.2) there are introduced the renor-
malized charge g and the wave renormalization
constant Z,,

A2
g=g<'—(z- 3go) s

A? = [A? A
Zg <F ;go> =Z3<,?“ ;g<7<"§' ;go)) 1)

(2.3)

related to the Gell-Mann—Low coefficient func- .
tions occurring in (1.6) (see Refs. 4 and 10)

g
Bas8)=k =
Al 9k go=gO(A2/K2;A’)’
(2.4)
9
Va8 =2k 5= 1nZ
Ak zk ok 3g0=go(A2/n2;e)

5. = 8 . =
=%Kﬁ InZ+3 ﬁA/x(g)g Inz,.
From (2.2) one obtains immediately the following

operator equation:

=0. (2.5)

oAa=Z51/ 2(AZ/ K25 0)0p
g0=80(A2 /K2 )

We shall show that relation (2.5) takes the form of
the RGC equation (1.6). Let us observe first that

a:( =« 5% Z';/Z(*’_;eﬁs B+, :;?:’ez ‘h,u)
+ % K %é’% , (2.6a)
Barel®) 5 = 80 g 2207 g
+9, %ﬁf‘: <I>A’u
*Barde) B T ()
If one differentiates the relation
go=go(~£; ;g<f§ ;go)) s (2.7
one gets
0=k 280 4 28 £ 6y /ule)- (2.8)

Substituting the field equation

9L AL
reg — reg .9
5%, O* 3%, (2-9)

and the relations

a£reg —__-Z 1/2 8£%
ad, " 9%,’
(2.10)

8£re8=2~ 1/2 8£E

b, , 3 E N
and using relations (2.4), (2.6), (2.8), and (2.10),
one obtains the result that the relation (1.6) is in-
deed valid if we choose

NA(x)=TE(x; A)®,(x) , (2.11)
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where
2L
R_ R
IE 5, (2.12a)

Because IIF describes the canonical momentum,
i.e., we have for any A

[ME(X, 15 ), ®,(%;0)] = — i63(X-F), (2.12b)

we conclude that N4 describes the normalization
current.

Remark 1. In formula (2.1) the mass counter-
term is obtained as a value of the proper self-
energy diagram at p?>=0 (the value of physical
mass). Calculating the mass counterterm in per-
turbation theory one obtains

dmZ=NM(g,), (2.13)
where
M(go) =y Ck(goz)k

k=]

el

and the factorization of A? follows from scale in-
variance. We see therefore that the mass coun-
terterm is included in the replacement (2.1).
Remavk 2. Relation (1.6) or (2.5) can be treated
as an operator condition for the equivalence of
renormalized theories with different off-shell GML
parametrizations. In Appendix A we shall impose
the RGC equation on the renormalized regularized
Lagrangian of massless A¢* theory. It will be
shown how in the presence of finite cutoff A the
information contained in the RGC equation allows
us to restore the conventional formulas relating
renormalized and unrenormalized Lagrangians.

IIIl. THE GENERATOR OF RENORMALIZATION-GROUP
TRANSFORMATIONS

Let us integrate relation (1.6) over the four-
dimensional volume between the time hyperplanes
t=t, and t={,. One gets

Yasu(@INM L) - NA(H)]
2 4 3 9
='£1 dyKa_,;'"ﬁA/n(g)%]SR(y)'

(3.1)

Relation (3.1) can be written in an equivalent form
as

RA(t,)=R™(t,)=R*, (3.2a)
where

R%=v, , (N (2)
t
- [ atv[kge + Bl gz |8x(n). (3.20)

Let us observe that, owing to the Schwinger-

Peierls nonlocal action principle® (see also Ap-
pendix B), one obtains

3 B
Er ®,(x;8,K)=1 f d*y 6(x, - 9,)

)
@Sg(y;g, K3 A)],

(3.3)

X [‘I>A(x;g, K),

9

" b, (%; 8, K)H‘jd"y 6(x5 — ¥o)

]
X [‘I’A(x;g, k), 3 LY 865 A)] .
(3.4)
Using (3.3)-(3.5) and (1.7) one gets

9
[RA, @A(x;g, K)]=—7:(')’A/K(g)+ ﬁA/K(g)%'FK 5;)

X ®,(x;8,K) (3.5)

We see that the operator R* generates an infi-
nitesimal transformation of the renormalization
group. One can introduce the finite renormaliza-
tion-group transformations via multiple commu-
tators

VA @, (x52, )V, ()
_h iy

c= nl [RY,...[RY, ®,(x;38,0)]...]

:ZA/KUZ()‘;g)‘I’A<x;§A/x(>\§g), ;) s
(3.6)

where (we denote u=A/k)

7] —
X gy InZ,058)=7,0(8) ) 2% 8) ha=1
(3.7

and

A % 28)=8.,(8) g8 |h1=28-
(3.8)

The parameters Z,,,(}; ¢) and g, ,,(}; g) denote

the effective wave renormalization constant and
effective coupling constant in the presence of fi-
nite cutoff A. Applying the transformation (4.6)
twice we obtain

— K
MzZA/xl’z(hlkz;g)%(x;gm(mz;g), W)
1t 2

= )‘ZA/xllz(K1;g)ZA/u)\ll/z(AzagA/x(A13g))
X, (%38 /023 8aseAi38)) . (3.9)
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We get the following multiplication law of finite
transformations of the renormalization group in
the presence of finite cutoff A:

Eu(xlkz;g)=§u“1(7\2;§u(7\1;g)), (3.10a)
Z, M55 8)=Z )5 (X538, (A38DZ (A58) . (3.10D)

Let us consider now the cutoff-free limit A -
defining the renormalized theory. It is easy to
check that the regularization which leads to finite
field equations usually does not provide a finite
cutoff-free limit for the renormalized Lagrangian
or for the generator R*, defined by (3.2b). How-
ever, observing that the GML functions for the
regularization giving (1.1) do have finite limits,
i.e.,

Y(g) =}i_{271\/,<(g), B(g)=l{l_>r2 BA/K(g) (3-11)
are well defined,?” the limit
limRA=R (3.12)

A=

exists in the sense of a derivation,'? i.e., we have
— . 7] 9
(R, lx; g, 1)]=-i(v(2)+ Bl&) 5 +k 50 |25 85)

(3.13)

and via multiple commutators one can define the
renormalization group transformations for the
renormalized field operator

V(N®(x; g, K)VHA) =21 2(N; 8) <I><x;§0;g), ;) ,
(3.14)

where g and Z satisfy Egs. (1.5) and the following
multiplication law:

G 8) =8 (03800 58)),

(3.15)
Z(A 2g58)=2Z( A3 8N Z (N5 8).
It is easy to see that under the assumption
v |0y =|0) (3.16)

the transformation (3.14) implements the invari-
ance (1.3) of the renormalized Green’s functions.
Remark 1. The RGC equation (1.6) can also be

written as

8“RA(x) =0, (3.17)
where

R} (x) =N2(x)
9

+fd"x aret(x —x’) [K%+BA/K(g)@j| L")

(3.18)

ret is a retarded solution of the equation

o aret(x) = 6%(x). (3.19)

and a

It is easy to see that choosing the noncovariant
solution of (3.19),

aret(®, 1) = (0, 6(1)6°(), (3.20)

one obtains the generator (3.2) of the renormaliza-
tion group as a charge operator related to the cur-
rent (3.18)

RA:[ d* RME, 1). (3.21)

We see therefore that the current (3.18) can be
called a renovrmalization-gvoup curvent.

It can be shown that the value of R* defined by
means of the formula (3.21) does not depend on the
choice of the nonlocal four-vector aX®!, satisfying
Eq. (3.19).

Remavrk 2. An interesting conjecture is the
statement that R* is a ¢ number, which in general
can be set equal to zero. In such a case instead
of the rvenormalization-group transformations
(3.13) and (3.14) one obtains the renormalization-
group identities:

(i) differential form

R=0= [k +8(e) = +7(8) | 83,00, (3.22)
(ii) global form
V) =1=8(x; 2, k) =Z"/2(\; 8)® <x;§(7\;g),§>.
(3.23)

In such a case one can say that the parameter «
is a purely redundant variable.

IV. ANOMALIES IN THE TRACE OF ENERGY-MOMENTUM
TENSOR AND SCALE TRANSFORMATIONS FOR
RENORMALIZED FIELD OPERATOR

Let us first write the formula for the canonical
scale transformations of the unrenormalized reg-
ularized field operator

¢'(x; A)=UQ@)d (x; AU (1)
=1 (x; A). 4.1)

Because the cutoff parameter A occurring in the
regularized Lagrangian has the dimension of
mass, the regularized unrenormalized Lagrangian
transforms under (4.1) as follows:

UL ool ®,805 AJU M0 =128, [0, 205 A/1].
(4.2)

The canonical dilatation current, generating the
canonical transformation (4.1), is given via the
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Noether theorem by the usual formula
SA=x"Tree, (4.3)

where ffff denotes the regularized improved en-
ergy-momentum tensor, defined as®

Treg Treg+ (guv ANA__ 9 NA) (4.43.)
the four-vector N, is the normalization current

given by the formula (2.11) (see Ref. 29), and

reg _ re
T ——5 ¢, -

LW

Assuming that the field equations are satisfied,
one gets the divergence condition

(4.4b)

l‘eg

aus b = Froms = _ A 2res (4.5)
A €

describing the trace of a regularized energy-mo-
mentum tensor. Formula (4.5) expresses canoni-
cal scale symmetry breaking by the regularization
procedure.*

In order to study the scale invariance of the re-
normalized theory one should use the identity

2L, 3 3

A—-——aAeg goz (AEA—+K—8—K>£R
which follows directly from relation (2.2). Ob-
serving that formulas (4.4a) and (4.4b) remain the
same under the change of the renormalization of
the field operator, we get the following formula
for the trace of the regularized renormalized im-
proved energy-momentum tensor Tf,,

, (4.6)

4

. S
B Sh = FRe = _ <K———+A8A>£ 4.7)
where
SA=x"TE . (4.8)

The formal canonical dilatation charge operator is
defined as

s4 0= [axshE, 1 (4.9)

and satisfies relation (1.8).

In order to define the renormalized scale trans-
formations, let us recall that for fixed cutoff A the
theory is determined by the value of the renormal-
ized coupling constant g and the choice of the nor-
malization point p?= - k%, and only if we perform
both changes

p=p'=p/l, kK—=K'=k/l (4.10)

can the normalization conditions be preserved. We
shall assume that the renormalized scale trans-
formations relate two, “the same,” renormalized
regularized theories, i.e., those described by the

same values of g and A and the same normaliza-
tion condition. In order to include the shift of x in-
to the definition of renormalized scale transforma-
tions, we introduce the following formula for the
generator of renormalized scale transformations:

sg(t)=sA(t)+ftd4x K%)-. (4.11)

Using (3.4) one gets
[s%(t), (bA(SZ’ t;ga K)]

) 9 -
=i (x“au +1- Ka>‘1>A(X, t;g, k).
(4.12)

The generator S4(¢) depends on time in accordance
with the formula

dsg(t f o 2821

A (4.13)

In order to study the limit A -, one can introduce
the generator of renormalized dimensional trans-
formations

]
f dix A "eR(") (4.14)
where it follows from (4.13) that
DA _
dt ’
(4.15)

Dy(t)) = D%(t,) =Dy,

and the dimensional transformation of the renor-
malized theory is realized as the following quantum
symmetry mapping:

[D}, ®4(x;2,1)]
¢] 9
=_1q <xu3u +1- Ko™ Agj—\—>t1>A(x;g, K).
(4.16)

If we make a rather plausible assumption that the
A dependence of the renormalized field operator
&, does not contain unusual oscillations for large
A, we can supplement (1.3) with the condition

lim A 22058 1)

lim &l = 0. 4.17)

Substituting from (4.16) the relation (4.12) and
using (4.17) one obtains
lim [D4-$A@), @, (X, t; g, k)]=0. (4.18)
A—>o
One can therefore say that the renormalized scale
transformations in a cutoff-free limit coincide
with the dimensional transformations, and that
the time-dependent genevator Si(t) in the limit
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A - converges in the sense of devivation to the
cutoff-free genevator of dimensional mapping. Be-
cause the dimensional tranformations always (ow-
ing to simple dimensionality counting) leave the
theory invariant in such a way, one can conclude
that the renormalized theory is also invariant un-
der the renormalized scale transformations (4.12).

The global renormalized scale transformations
can be written as follows:

Up(D®(x; g, U™ <z>=1¢(1x;g, lf>. (4.19)

Using the renormalization-group invariance one
obtains the second form of the renormalized scale
transformations. Let us introduce the generator
which adds to (4.12) the infinitesimal renormaliza-
tion-group transformation:

55(1) = S&(t) + RA. (4.20)

Using (4.20) as a generator one gets the following
infinitesimal change of the field operator:

530, 04 0= =15, + 1+ 7, (0)+ k) %)

x®,(X,1). (4.21)

In the limit A -« we obtain

[Br, ®p(x) )= -i(xuau 1 +y<g>+s(g)a%) B o),
(4.22)

where the time independence of §R follows from
(4.18). The global form of the transformation
(4.22) appears as follows:

U@ (x; 2, )T (D)= 2 /2(0; ) 8(x; 505 0), k).
(4.23)

The Abelian group multiplication law is ensured
by the relations (3.15).

We see from formulas (4.22) and (4.23) that the
second form of the renormalized scale transfor-
mations exhibits more explicitly the Callan-Sy-
manzik corrections to the canonical scaling laws.
If the renormalized scale symmetry is not spon-
taneously broken, i.e.,

Ux(0)]0y=|0), (4.24)

formula (4.23) implies the invariance (1.4) of the
renormalized Green’s functions.

Remark 1. The renormalized scale transfor-
mations of the renormalized field operators in

the Thirring model® have been introduced by
Kupsch, Riihl, and Yunn®? in the discussion of
finite conformal transformations. They describe
the renormalized scale transformation as a prod-
uct of a canonical scale transformation and a
transformation changing the normalization point.
This decomposition corresponds on the level of
infinitesimal transformations to relation (4.12),
where the generator of renormalized scale trans-
formations is a sum of the canonical one and the
generator describing the scale transformations

of k.

In the case of the Thirring model the function g8
is identically equal to zero, and in formula (4.23)
we should set g(\;g)=g. Because,-from the dis-
cussion of conformal Ward identities, it follows3*
that the anomalies of the conformal current are
described also by the same two coefficient func-
tions ¥ and B, we expect that it will not be so dif-
ficult to generalize the formulas obtained in Ref.
32 for finite conformal transformations if =0
to the case when g#0.

Remark 2. One can also obtain the renormalized
scale transformations by using the notion of sym-
metry rearrangement, introduced by Umezawa
and co-workers.,*® It appears that the canonical
scale transformations of asymptotic fields due to
the renormalization procedure are rearranged
into the renormalized scale transformations
(4.19) or (4.23) (see Ref. 36).

Remark 3, If the conjecture that R =0 is valid
(see Sec. I, remark 2) one gets from (4.20) that

S8(1)=SA() or Ux(D) = (). (4.25)

In such a case formulas (4.19) and (4.23) repre-
sent two forms of a unique formula describing the
renormalized scale transformations.

V. RENORMALIZATION GROUP AND RENORMALIZED
SCALE TRANSFORMATIONS FOR MASSIVE THEORY :
OFF-SHELL NORMALIZATION

Our method, based on a discussion of invari-
ance properties of the renormalized regularized
Lagrangian density, can also be applied to the
massive theory. In this section we shall discuss
the Gell-Mann—Low off-shell normalization
scheme. For the massless theory the off-shell
normalization is a necessity; however if, the
physical mass m+# 0 one can choose also the mass m
as the normalizationpoint. InSec. VIwe shall dis-
cuss the conventional on-shell normalization; be-
sides, we shall consider briefly in Appendix C the
so-called soft renormalization schemes,?™2*

In the presence of a mass term relations (2.1)
and (2.2) are replaced by



£nr[¢; go, 7noz] - £reg[¢A; gO’ mo2; A]’

Az mz
‘f‘reg[(bz\;go,mo 5 Al= £’reg[ 31/2(!(2 5F;g>‘I’A;go(

=£.[®,; 8, K, m*; A,

where the mass counterterm has the form

2
6m2=m02_m2.—_m2(M(£—2;g0> —1). (5.33.)
We see that provided

lim ———L(" 20 _p1(g,), (5.3b)
x>
we obtain if m -0 the formula (2.13) for the mass-
less theory.
(i) Renovrmalization-gvoup tvansformations.
Equation (2.5), in the presence of the unrenor-
malized mass m,, takes the form

a.,B
K L =0 (5.4)
02 Mg

and leads again to the RGC equation describing

in the operator framework the renormalization-
group invariance. Introducing the GML coefficient
functions

mz) % (5.52)

ﬁA/x(g; Kz aK

go-go(Az/x y /K?,g)

m?\ 1 8 m? -
n/,‘< 57>=§ 77 InZ, +27A,K( ; Kz) 35 102y
| (5.5b)

we obtain after obvious generalization of the dis-
cussion in Sec. II the operator relation

3L » 8L .
7A/n<gr )a N BA/&(g’ K2> ag +K—87<&' (5°6)

Defining

RA01) =4 (g, )N(t)

- f: d4y[BA/u<g; %@i) 32; + Ka—i]'ﬁa(y)’
(.7)

one gets that the operator (5.7) in the limit A —
generates the renormalization-group transforma-
tions

[RGn), 2(x;2, k,m)]
= —i[’y( ;%2>+B< ;%>%+ Kai'(](i’(x;g, K;m).
(5.82)
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(5.1)

A m? A? 2 m?
,—c_a-,;z-;g>,sz -W;go(g,psg))m]

(5.2)

r

If the counterterms in (5.1) and the renormaliza-
tion constants in (5.2) have been chosen properly,
the limits

mz . mz
7( ;—z)=hm n/g<g;—-z->, (5.8D)
K Ao K
. mz . mz
ﬁ( ;7> =1im Ba /K<g;7) (5.8¢)
will exist.

In order to write the global transformation for-
mula, one should introduce the solutions of the
following two equations:

9 mz _ )\zmz
X 1nZ”2(7\;g, 7) ='Y( ;?>, (5.9)
m2
Z()t‘g —> =1
159 K2 et
9 _ m?2 A2
Ka—xg(l;g,ﬁ) =B(g§_’<§“>; (5.10)
_ m?
g(k;g,7> =g.
A=1
We obtain

VN2 (x; g, k,m)V, 2 (A)

m? _ m?\ K
=Z”2<>~; £ 7><I>(x;g<>t;g, 7),;;7”)-

(5.11)

We see that in the presence of physical mass m
the renormalization-group transformation remains
a symmetry.

(ii) Anomalies of the trace of the enevgy-momen-
tum tensor and the venovmalized scale transfor-
mations. The “naive” canonical dilatation current
S0 satisfies the formal divergence relation

pu§(O = Fiom =_mo%‘%§ , (5.12)
where T9 describes the “naive” unrenormalized
energy-momentum tensor in its modified form.?
Introducing the regularization (5.1) one gets in
place of (4.5)

ausA Tregu

9 9
_<m°a—m0 + A5K>£reg

, (5.13)
8o
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and, further, using the relation which follows
from (5.2)

9 9
(’"ormo 257 e

9 9 9
= —_— aB
N <mam +K8K +ABA)

(5.14)
we obtain
B”Sﬁ = ff”
e] 2] é]
— K — . .1
(m v +K8K+A A>£ (5.15)
Introducing
m 3g
5.16a
A BA/K<g’ ) BWL g0=go(A2/K2,m2’K2§g)’ ( )
m2 1 3 =
Am?’A/,(( H "K‘2‘> =2m . InZ,
m?\ 8 ~
+ éABA,K<g; F)@ InZ,,
(5.16b)
om,, 2( m2> 2
m =K g5 —|m?,
om g0=g0(A2/K2, m?/Kk?; g) Alx T K?
(5.16¢)

one can write, using relation (5.2), the following
formula for the mass derivative:

9 m 2No L
" o L —”“/k(g’ >3“N ‘ABAN( T)?ﬁ

om,2 aL,,

+m .
dm  dm,?

(5.17)

If we define

~ m? 9
N LA RN
/k\&? K A go=g0(A2/x2;m2/K2;§)

m? m
:BA/K<g; K2>+ABA/k<g’ ),

(5.18)

m 8 ~ m?
')’A/K<g, “‘) = - %AE—K InZ, - %BA/K<3§ KT) ’

(5.19)
9 . ~ m? m?
55“123:71\/«( ;K—2>+ AYA/K( ;K7>,

the divergence of the canonical dilatation currentin
renormalized regularized theory can be written
as

m2\oL
Bus =_yA/K<g, >8 N +BA/K<gy >agR'

2
_%KA/K2<g;7:> M2 2= A o
(5.20)

where we used formulas (5.16)~(5.18) and the fol-
lowing obvious relation:

0L .
Bm

=30,20c). (5.21)

The formal charge operator generating the renor-
malized scale transformations takes the form

§£(t;m) (t)+yA/K< ; )N"(t)

'BA/K<g’ >f d'x 8£R(x) (5.22)

and satisfies the following ET commutation rela-
tions:

-~ ~ 2 9
[S,’%(l;m),@A(B'(,t;g,fc,m)]_—.—i[xua“ +1+7A/;<< ;Tz>+BMk< ’m ) g]@A(}'{,[;g,K,m). (5.23)

The conservation law for the generator S§ (for finite A) has the following form:

dSi(t; m) 1

i) EKA,K<, ) 2zg< - 2,g>f @ @2, 1) - [ @ A A 25 Xt). (5.24)

If we subtract properly the divergences occurring
in the composite operators, in the limit A - o we
obtain the following:

(a) If condition (4.17) is valid the term AOLL /N
in (5.24) can be dropped,*” and the product Z,®
should be replaced by the multiplicatively renor-
malized square of the field operator.>®

(b) Introducing the limits

- m?2 ., - m?
NE = =%\1‘IE’YA/K i )
~( m? m
B<?K2> tim )

(5.25)



14 RENORMALIZATION GROUP AND

and the equations
9 | = m?\ ~( A%m?
7\5 11'121/2<)\;g, ;2‘) =’y<g;—'-2——> )

K
~ m2
Z<)t;g, _2>‘ =1
K A=1

(5.26b)

(5.26a)

9 m?\ (- A®m?
Aaxgﬂ<x9g-7 K2>_B<g, 2 >y
- m?
A-
g( ’gy Kz)

one obtains the global scale transformations in the
presence of the mass parameter:

URD) ®(x; g, k, m)UR(1)

-~ 2 2
=1zZ'/? <l;g, %)@(x;E(l;g,%), ;i,m) . (5.27)

=g

A=1

This formula describes the generalization of the
transformation law (4.23) in the presence of physi-
cal mass m #0. Introducing [compare with (4.20)]

SQ(t;m):ég(t;m)—RA(m), (5.28)
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one obtains the relation

[S&t;m), @ ,&, t;8,k,m)]
. 9 m?
= _z[x“au +1 —Ka—"f - A,,,YA/K<g§ K_2>

m?\ o

- AmBMK<g; T)—]éA&, tyg,k,m), (5.29)
K*/og

which is the generalization of relation (4.12) if

m#0. Indeed, at least in perturbation theory, we

obtain that

. m? . m?
11mAm3A/,<<g; 2>=11mAm7/A/K<g; 2>=0a
m=0 K m=0 K
(5.30)

and formula (5.29) in the limit m — 0 coincides with
(4.22).

We see therefore that the “havd” part of the mass
derivative m(d/9m) &£, has contvibuted to the mod-
ification of the renovmalized scale transformations
in the presence of the mass pavameter, and the
“soft” part is treated as the tevm which breaks
the renormalized scale invariance.®®

VI. RENORMALIZED SCALE TRANSFORMATIONS FOR THE MASSIVE THEORY: ON-SHELL NORMALIZATION

One obtains the on-shell normalization by re placing (5.2) in the following way:

5 1/2 AZ AZ 5 A2
Leoel® 1380, Mm% M= Legg| 257258 ) @ u380\ 8 ) M\ 738 ) A

= £R[¢A;g, mz; A] .

In such a formalism one cannot perform the re-
normalization-group transformations. In order
to discuss the renormalized scale transformations
let us observe that from (6.1) we get the relation

9 9
<m% + A'a—K>£R

9 9
(Wlo——amo + Aﬁ>£reg . =

’
I4
(6.2)
and we get for the divergence of the canonical di-

latation current in the renormalized regularized
theory the following formula:

~ ) 9
wQA _ 7Ry _ — S
push =T = <mam +A8A>£R. (6.3)
Introducing
-~ 9 A2
BA/m(g)=_m%g<7n’z";go>y (6-4)

~ 3 - 3 .
Vam(8) ==z 10z + 3By, m(8)57 02,
(6.5)

(6.1)
r
one gets from (6.1)
d ~ ~ aL
m%£R=YA/m(g)3“N,f _BA/m(g) —@&
+%EA/m2(g)m2Z~3<I)A2, (6.6)
where
9 AZ
- 2 — —_— .
()= (2em ) i(2:). (6.7
If we define the generator
St m) =M1 +7 4, m(EINMD)
~ t oL
“Baye) [ a5 (6.8)

then the following “nonconservation law” is satis-
fied:
dS x(t;m)

T =— %,EA/m’“’(g);/rLzZ”3 fd3x<I>A2(§, t)

__/d3xA% £, 1) (6.9)
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In the limit A -« we obtain the following infinitesi-

mal renormalized scale transformations:

[§R(t;m)’ (1)(;{, t;gy Wl)]
B} _i<xu8“ . 1+77(g)+z3(g)%><1>(i, Lg,m),
(6.10)

where

B(g)=limB,,(g), ¥(g) =limy,, . (g). (6.11)
A= Ao

From the formula for dS A/dt it follows that in the
cutoff-free limit the renormalized scale transfor-
mations are broken by the renormalized mass in-
sertion term [described in the limit A - « by the
renormalized field square operator|. The
global form of the renormalized scale transforma-
tions obtained from (6.10) appears as

U@ (g, m)U (1) =122 (x;8) 3(1x;5(;8),m)
(6.12)

where

\g02)=A (), £(1;8)=g
(6.13)

a - ~ o~ -~
hgxan”z(k;g) =9(g), z(1;8)=1.

In the case of on-mass-shell normalization we
have only one form (6.12) of the renormalized
scale transformations.

Remark 1. It should be stressed that the coef-
ficient functions (6.11) are not equal to the ones
introduced in Sec. III for the massless theory.
The coefficients (3.11) can be obtained as the
limits

.- m?
limy (g; —KT) =v(g),
m=0

(6.14)

2
limB (g; %) =B(g),
m~0
and one gets formally the functions (6.10) from the
functions 8 (g,m?/k?) and 7(g;m?/k?) by setting
k®*=-m?, Because in the general case B(g;0)
#B8(g;-1) and 7(g;0)#7(g;-1), the coefficient
functions (6.11) and (3.11) do not coincide.

Remark 2. In addition to the two previously dis-
cussed renormalization schemes, other ways of
normalizing the massive renormalized theory may
also be used:

(@) Intermediate normalization, at p=0 (used in
the BPHZ venormalization scheme). The discus-
sion in our framework of such a parametrization
would follow the considerations of this section.

(b) Soft renovmalization schemes. There are
several versions,?'*** but all are characterized by
the property that the so-called soft mass parame-
ter m enters only in the mass & term as a
multiplicative factor, i.e., we have

meP=m K, 2(&), (6.15)
and the RGC equation has the form
9L 8L
YA/K(g)auNu =BA/“(g)—E&+ aA/K(g)mSa mi
9L,
==, (6.16)
where
e} 9
@)= Bang) W), (61D

and v, ,.(£),8,.(g) are defined by formula (2.4)
for the massless theory. ]

More detailed discussion of the renormalization-
group transformations and renormalized scale
transformations for the field operators in the soft
renormalization framework is presented in Ap-
pendix C.

VII. SYMMETRY MAPPINGS: REMARKS ABOUT
RIGOROUS FORMULATION AND PROBLEM
OF DIVERGENCES

We shall refer to symmetry mappings as trans-
formations which leave the Green’s functions in-
variant but velate two theovies with diffevent val-
ues of the numerical parameters* (masses, cou-
pling constants, etc.). Examples of such symme-
try mappings were considered in this paper, i.e.,

(a) renormalization-group transformations (for
finite A and A -, arbitrary masses),

(b) renormalized scale transformations |for
A~ and m =0 (see Ref. 41)],

(c) dimensional transformations (for finite A
and A -, arbitrary mass).

As follows from our discussion, the symmetry
mappings are generated in QFT by formal charge
operators which are nonlocal in time. One can
say that in the case of symmetry mapping we re-
place the broken local symmetry, generated by a
local nonconserved current, by a symmetry map-
ping, generated by a conserved current which is
nonlocal in time. Indeed, as the simplest soluble
models show,*? the derivative of the field operator
with respect to the parameters cannot be ex-
pressed by the canonical variables at a given
time. In this paper we use the nonlocal Schwinger-
Peierls principle which defines such a derivative
as an explicitly given operation which is nonlocal
in time.



14 RENORMALIZATION GROUP AND SCALE TRANSFORMATIONS... 3423

The description of the change of the parameters
in QFT leads directly to the problem of inequiva-
lent representations.'® Even if we consider the
theory with cutoff (ultraviolet divergences re-
moved, finite A), the numerical changes of the
parameters do not represent sufficiently smooth
perturbations, and in order to stay in the same
Fock space, one has to introduce local changes
of the parameters. Already in the simplest case
of a mass shift in free-field theory one can ob-
serve that the global change m —wm +dm cannot be
represented by unitary mappings in the Fock
space generated by the free field with mass m.

In order to obtain unitary implementability one
has to consider local changes of the mass param-
eter

m—~m+0mé(x), (7.1)

where, for example, £(x) CD(R*).*®* We see that
the change m —m +6m can be obtained only if we
perform an infinite number of steps, each one of
which can be implemented unitarily.** In such a
simple case we have the following two possibilit-
ies*:

(a) One can introduce a large space of states
%, containing reducible representations of canon-
ical commutation relations (CCR) and all irre-
ducible sectors which are needed in order to pass
continuously from the global value of the mass
parameter m to the value m + 0m.

(b) One can consider only the mappings of the
field operators. In such an algebraic approach
the change of a mass parameter for free fields is
an automovphism of the field algebva which is not
unitarily implementable. More explicitly, one
can express the creation and annihilation opera-
tors of the field with mass m +3dm as a linear
form in terms of creation and annihilation opera-
tors of the field with mass.*® However, even when
the unitary transformation performing the global
mass shift does not exist, the relation between
the operators is finite and well defined.

In principle both possibilities (a) and (b) are
correct, but the second possibility seems to be
more promising in the complicated case of non-
linear interactions. In particular, the transforma-
tion changing the normalization of the field |see
(1.7)] is perfectly well defined in an algebraic
framework, but if we wish to represent such a
change as a transformation on the space of states,
we will be forced to introduce mutually orthogonal
Fock spaces for every value of the normalization
constant. Similarly, the existence of the quantum
generators in the sense of a derivation’ suggests
that one should not ask how the space of states
transforms under symmetry mappings (it will

always be a wild change), but how the transforma-
tion of the field operators appears, expressed in
terms of multiple commutators.

For the regularized theory one should introduce
the local changes of the parameters, i.e., re-
place the numerical parameters o; by external
space-time-dependent fields «;(x). Formula (1.2)
takes the form

GQA[x;{a}] =1:fd42 9(.760— yo)

5(1,-(3’)
oy 08glz;{ak;A)
x [@A[x,{a}], W] ’

(7.2)

where £ [z;{a};A] is the functional of external
fields a,;(x), converging to the usual Lagrangian
density £4(z; a;;A) if a,(y) ~®,;.* Having formula
(7.2) one can describe the shift a; - a;+ ()0, as
generated by

6£R[xo;{a}§A]=£xofz f dty ﬁ(y)%;—é—]-ﬁai.

(7.3)

If we assume that 6£[z]/6c,(y) is local, i.e.,
proportional to §*(z — v), the function £(y) intro-
duces a space-time cutoff as well as regularizes
the product of the 6 function and the commutator
on the right-hand side of (6.5).%®

However, formula (7.2) is not easily tractable
for explicit calculations with nonlinear interaction
terms. In particular, it is not known how the
counterterms in the regularized Lagrangian den-
sity £.z;{a};A] [see (7.2)] depend on the deriva-
tives of the external fields o, (x).

Finally, a few words about the limit A -, For
finite A, the theory is canonical and difficulties
with symmetry mappings correspond to the prob-
lem of the dependence of the irreducible
representations of CCR on the dynamics. How-
ever, in the limit A -, owing to the presence of
infinite renormalization constants, the field alge-
bra ceases to be a canonical one. In such a case
the role of basic algebraic objects can be attached
to the asymptotic fields*® and to the S matrix,
mapping unitarily “in” onto “out” fields. The
Borchers classes of interpolating fields giving
the same value of the S matrix now play the role
of different representations of CCR. It should be
added that the Schwinger-Peierls nonlocal action
principle in its standard form (1.2) or (7.2) should be
applied to the dynamical changes which do not
modify the ingoing asymptotic fields determining
the four-dimensional algebra of asymptotic fields.®°
Because fixing the normalization conditions for
asymptotic fields means giving up the normaliza-
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tion conditions for the interpolating field, we see
that the discussion of symmetry mappings via the
Schwinger-Peierls action principle leads to the
consideration of a noncanonical algebra of renor-
malized field operators. Only in such an algebra
without a normalization condition does the limit

A - have a very good chance to exist, and also
it does make sense to consider the renormalized
field operators parametrized by continuous values
of coupling constants.
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APPENDIX A: RGC EQUATIONS FOR
MASSLESS &4 THEORY
Let us write the required renormalized Lagran-
gian for the massless g,¢* theory,
Lr(®r; & K A)
‘SR[‘I’A; 8 Zs: Z1;A]

_ (A2
=32, (K—z;g> 34 ®p 8, @

- [A? - (A2
-8Z, (K_z;g>(¢4)A—%A2m2<;2—;g> @2,
(A1)

where (9*), denotes the regularization of the local
power &' by means of a kernel which is symmetric,
ie.,

O(®)r_ 4 /xa
@ ‘8<1>_A‘4(q’ I (A2)

and is local in time. The paraemter k describes
the normalization point for the propagator

PPGR (1) | oe - p2=1 (A3)

and provides the definition of the renormalized
coupling constant

(4)(171, ey D) ‘p‘-#j:(xz/ D 480 =8 (A4)

The wave renormalization constants Z, and Z, can
be determined by the asymptotic behavior of

G® (p%) and Tx(p,,...,p,). Introducting the three
functions

9 -
'7A/K(g) = %K B_KanS!
8 ~
Ba/el)=K —1nZ, , (45)

- -
KA/K(g)'—'I‘ 5/; m?

we obtain

2] ~
Ly Lr=71r,(8) Z, 0" @3, ®

= Ba/k(8) 8 @) — 307K/ (8) 2 (AS)

and
) 19InZ, ;
— L == ELE Y]
5y R"3 ag Z,0" %3,
aan

gZ ((P‘I)A - Zl(q"i)A -— zAz—é—sz

)

The conventional Callan-Symanzik coefficient func-
tions are obtained if we observe that the renormal-
ized coupling constant g also depends on k. These
functions are defined by the following full deriva-
tives with respect to the k parameter:

]
BA/x(g)=Kag’

d -~
')’A/,‘(g)-_-%KEK'anS

~ 9 1nZ~q
=7A/K(g)+%BA/K(g) ag =,
d. =
51/u(8)=KacInZ, (a8)
81nZ
_GA/K(g)"'BA/n(g) g )
d .
"A/«z(g)-‘-'fzzmz
- am
=KA/K2(g)+BA/K(g)_‘ag
If we use the relation
9“®a,d = 04(83,8) - S0P (A9)

and substitute the field equation

6(2%),
0@

Z,06=-gZ, — A2 (A10)

we obtain for the regularizations satisfying Eq.
(A2) the following equation:

) 9 ~
(5 Bar8) 5 |Er =V D Z,2"@0,2)

=[4274/(8) =854/u(8) = Bas (8] 2, (2%,
—-3A%[k, ,2(g) = 2y, ()M?]®%  (Al1)

Because in the x®* model formula (2.11) gives
NAx)=Z,®(x)8,8(x), (A12)

we obtain
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PN L) =[5+ B85 | S (a13)

provided that

(Al4a)
(A14b)

Basg)=4gv,(g)~g8,,.(9),

K7 2(8) =2y, (g%

Using formula (A8) one can write relation (Al4a)
as

koe(Z,2,7%) =0, (A15)

i.e., one can define the unrenormalized coupling
constant g, independent of k as follows:

80=2,Z,7%. (A16)
Similarly relation (A14b) leads to the relation

9 ~ -
KB—E(ZB‘lmz) =0 (A17a)

or

Z;StmP=M(g,), (A17b)

and one gets the definition of the unrenormalized
mass counterterm (2.13)

oy =$AZ 2 =5A2M (g,). (A18)
It should be stressed that relations (A16) and (A18)
came out from purely algebraic considerations
with the renormalized regularized Lagrangian

(A1) expressed only in terms of renormalized pa-
rameters.

APPENDIX B: NONLOCAL QUANTUM ACTION PRINCIPLE
AND NONCONSERVED CURRENTS

Schwinger’s quantum action principle can be
written as (see e.g. Ref. 8)

6<az’tzlautl>=i<az, tzléwleauto , (B1)
where
ta
Wy, = d*x (%) . (B2)
t
Writing
5((12, t, lau ) =5«a29 tzl)lan t,)
+{aty by [ (8]ay, 2,)), (B3)
we obtain (B1) for any variation of W,, if
6lay, t,)==i6F™ (¢ )|, t,) , (B4)

where

sFmon! (t)=6ft aixe() . (B5)

We see that the change of state vectors at time ¢
induced by the change of the action operator (B2)
is given by an infinitesimal nonlocal unitary trans-
formation

U=I-i8F™V(¢,), (B6)

and the changes of operators O(¢) are given by the
formula

O(t)=i[O(t), 6Fmu ()] . (B7)

If the change of W,, is due to the variation 6a of
the parameter « in £ one can write

4 a£(x')
nonl = 4,0 2N T
SF™n (¢) f_md 2 6a (B8)

and the dependence of O(¢) on o satisfies the gen-
eralized Heisenberg equation

80(¢)
da

=i[O(t), D™ (¢)], (B9)

where the nonlocal operator playing the role of the
generator has the form

t ’
Dnonl(t)=f d4x' 3£(x )
o da

e 8L (X, t')
= ’ — 1! 3,7 ) .
f_w dre(t t)fdx v
(B10)

The operator 6(¢) can be treated as an inverse of

time differentiation, i.e., we have
D"‘m‘(t) [ ax ""‘G’; ) (B11)
or
8
B“D,',“’“‘(x):M , (B12)
da
where
D"°"‘(t)=fd3x03°"‘(§,t) (B13)

and Dﬁ"“‘ has three vanishing space components.
Relation (B12) can be also solved by a covariant
inverse of the four-dimensional gradient operator,

ok at (x) =6"(x), (B14)
where a{f‘(x, %,) =0 for x,>0. A good choice for

a? (x) is

1 .
apt(x) =8, A (x )=—2TTxu6’(x2), (B15)
where A™! is the retarded Green’s function for the
free massless field. Using (B14) we obtain

ag(x!)
“ou (B16)

D;‘mnl(x)= fdﬁlxlAl"(;f‘(x_xl)
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and

Dnonl t) fd xfd4 /Aret(x xl t—'t) ( ’)

da

(B17)

Formula (B9) with D™"(¢) given by (B17) describes
a covariant version of the nonlocal Schwinger-
Peierls action principle.

APPENDIX C: RENORMALIZATION-GROUP AND
RENORMALIZED SCALE TRANSFORMATIONS
IN SOFT RENORMALIZATION SCHEMES

If follows from formulas (5.17) and (6.6) that in
the two renormalization schemes discussed in
Secs. V and VI the change of the physical mass
implies the appearance in the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor of “soft” as well as “hard”
terms.*® However, one can treat the nonvanishing
mass term as a perturbation performed on the
massless theory. In such a way one introduces the
soft mass parameter m,, and the modification of
the regularized renormalized Lagrangian (2.2)
appears as

Lr(@p58, kM) =L@ g, k5 1)
=Lp(®p58, K5 A)
—smp 12 (8) 28,7 . (c1)

The function KA/Kz(g) can be determined from the
additional normalization condition, describing the
dependence of the inverse propagator on the mass
parameter.5?

(@) Renormalization-group transformations. In
order to obtain the RGC equation (6.16) one should
use formulas (5.4) and (C1). The time-independent
generator of the renormalization-group transfor-
mations

R=y, , (eNM¢)
—ft a* [B (9> +a,,(g)m —8—+xi}
. y AJk £ ag A/k g s ams ok
x Lr(y) (Cc2)
leads to the formula

[RY, &, (x; g, , ms>]=—i<n/K<g>+sA/K<g>§g

+a, . (gm —a*wci
A/x\E. sam, Ok

X @5 (x; g, k, mg) , (C3)

which has a limit as A -« and can be written in
integrated form as

VN2 (x; g, &, m )V "1

=Z 1/2(7x;g)<b<x; E(A;g),f, my (A;g)) ,
(C4)
where
] — —
Aﬁlnm8 ;8 =a(g) (C5)

and

a(g)= lim a,,(g).

A >

We see that the soft mass parameter plays the
role of a x-dependent coupling constant, and it is
changed under the transformations of the renor-
malization group. In the limit m, -0 we obtain
from (C2) and (C4) the formulas for the massless
theory discussed in Sec. III.

(0) Renovmalized scale transformations. The
divergence of the renormalized regularized dilata-
tion current is given by the formula

/\ R
M Il

- < m3+A-—>£ . (C6)

One can introduce the following formula for the
global renormalized scale transformations:

V()@ (x5 g, Kk, M) U™ (1) = wA(Zx;g,f, %)
cn

In the limit A - « the transformations (C7) coincide
with the dimensional transformations and describe
the symmetry of the theory. Using (C2) one can
also write in the limit A - « another form of the
renormalized scale transformations

Up(D)®(x; g, k, my) Up (1)

e/ P iny(l;9) .
(C8)

Formulas (C7) and (C8) generalize in the presence

of the nonvanishing soft mass parameter m, two

forms (4.19) and (4.23) of the renormalized scale
transformations for the massless theory.

=1Z2'2(x; g)8(lx; 2\ 9), &,
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G-m? dm?
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case when the asymptotic ingoing fields are modified.



