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A detailed quantitative calculation is carried out of the tunneling process described by the Belavin-Polyakov-
Schwarz-Tyupkin field configuration. A certain chiral symmetry is violated as a consequence of the Adler-
Beli-Jackiw anomaly. The collective motions of the pseudoparticle and all contributions from single loops of
scalar, spinor, and vector fields are taken into account. The result is an effective interaction Lagrangian for

the spinors.

I. INTRODUCTION

When one attempts to construct a realistic gauge
theory for the observed weak, electromagnetic,
and strong interactions, one is often confronted
with the difficulty that most simple models have
too much symmetry. In Nature, many symmetries
are slightly broken, which leads to, for instance,
the lepton masses, the quark masses, and CP
violation. These symmetry violations, either
explicit or spontaneous, have to be introduced
artificially in the existing models.

There is one occasion where explicit symmetry
violation is a necessary consequence of the laws of
relativistic quantum theory: the Adler-Bell-Jackiw
anomaly. The theory we consider is an SU(2) gauge
theory with an arbitrary set of scalar fields‘and
a number, N?, of massless fermions. The ap-
parent chiral symmetry of the form UN?)

x UNY) is actually broken down to SUN?) x SUWY)
X U(1). This paper is devoted to a detailed com-
putation of this effect.

The most essential ingredient in our theory is
the localized classical solution of the field equa-
tions in Euclidean space-time, of the type found
by Belavin et al.l

Although the main objective of this paper is the
computation of the resulting effective symmetry-
breaking Lagrangian in a weak-interaction theory,
we present the calculations in such a way that
they can also be used for possible color gauge
theories of stong interactions based on the same
classical field configurations. For such theories
our intermediate expressions (12.5) and (12.8) will
be applicable. Our final results are (15.1) to-
gether with the convergence factor (15.8).

Our general philosophy has been sketched in
Ref. 2. We are dealing with amplitudes that depend
on the coupling constant g in the following way:

87
g'cexp[- = (1+a1g2+---)} . (1.1)
The coefficient a, involves one-loop quantum cor-
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rections, and it determines the scale of the ampli-
tude. Clearly, then, to understand the main
features of such an amplitude, complete under-
standing of all one-loop quantum effects is de-
sired. For instance, if one changes from one re-
normalization subtraction procedure to another, so
that g%~ g%+ O(g?), then this leads to a change in
(1.1) by an overall multiplicative constant. Thus,
the renormalization subtraction point y may enter
as a dimensional parameter in front of our ex-
pressions. This is just one of the reasons:to
suggest that our results will also have interesting
applications in strong-interaction color gauge
theories.

The underlying classical solutions only exist
in Euclidean space, but they give rise to a
particular symmetry-breaking amplitude that can
easily be continued analytically to Minkowski
space. We interpret this amplitude as the result
of a certain tunneling effect from one vacuum to
a gauge-rotated vacuum. We recall that, indeed,
tunneling through a barrier can sometimes be
described by means of a classical solution of
the equation of motion in the imaginary time di-
rection.*3

We compute in Euclidean space the vacuum-to-
vacuum amplitude in the presence of external
sources, thus obtaining full Green’s functions.

Of course, we must limit ourselves to gauge-
invariant sources only, but that will be no problem.
It turns out to be trivial to amputate the obtained
Green’s function and get the effective vertex.

The various calculational steps are the following.
We first give in Sec. II the functional integral ex-
pression for the amplitude, first in a conventional
Feynman gauge: C,=9,A,. Later, we go over to
the so-called background gauge: C,=D, A}

This is actually only correct up to an overall fac-
tor, as will be explained in Sec. XI. It is just for
pedagogical reasons that we ignore this compli-
cation for a moment. It is in this gauge that the
quantum excitations take a simple form: “Spin-
orbit” couplings commute with the operator L2
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1
=-3L,L,,, where
9

Bxu

Lo=x, — -x, (1.2)

g kax, ’
v

so that we can look at eigenstates of L. (In other
gauges only total angular momentum T=T+ spin
+isospin is conserved, not L2.)

In Sec. III we consider the quantum fluctuations
described by an eigenvalue equation,

MPp=EYp, (1.3)

in order to compute detd. Now this looks like an
ordinary scattering problem (in 4+ 1 dimensions),
and, indeed, we show that the product of all non-
zero eigenvalues E, in some large box, can be
expressed in terms of the phase shift n(k) as a
function of the wave number %.

In Sec. IV we show that Eq. (1.3) is essentially
the same for scalars, spinors, and vectors, from
which we derive the important result that the prod-
uct of all nonzero eigenvalues is the same for
scalar fields as for each component of the spinor
and vector fields. So, we turn to the (much
easier) scalar case first.

But even for scalars Eq. (1.3) has no simple
solutions in terms of well-known elementary func-
tions. We decide not to compute detdl by solv-
ing (1.2), but we compute instead

det[(1+x2)M(1+x?)] .

The factors 1+x% drop out if we divide by the same
determinant coming from the vacuum (i.e., the
case A®=0). The equation

—— A
ml/)—m Y (1.4)

is a simple hypergeometric equation that can be
solved under the given boundary condition (Sec.
V).

Now we must find the product of all eigenvalues
A, but that diverges badly even if we divide by the
values they take in the vacuum. We must find a
gauge-invariant regulator, and the regulator
determinant must be calculable. Dimensional
regularization is not applicable here, but we can
use background Pauli-Villars regulators. They
give messy equations unless they have a space-
time-dependent mass:

Mz

m . (1.5)

The rules are formulated in Sec. V.

In Sec. VI we compute the product of the eigen-
values using this regulator. In Sec. VII we make
the transition to regulators with fixed mass by ob-
serving that a change toward fixed regulator mass

must correspond to a local, space-time-dependent
counterterm in the Lagrangian. The effect of
this counterterm is computed.

Using the result of Sec. IV we now find also the
contributions of all nonvanishing eigenvalues for
the vectors and spinors. But there are also
vanishing eigenvalues. They are listed in Sec.
VIII. For the vector fields, we have eight zero
eigenvectors in addition to the ones computed via
the theorem of Sec. IV. They are to be interpreted
as translations (Sec. IX), dilatation (Sec. X), and
isospin rotations (Sec. XI). The last need special
care and can only be interpreted correctly when
different gauge choices are compared. This leads
to the factor mentioned in the beginning.

In Sec. XII we combine the results so far ob-
tained and add the fermions. This intermediate
result may be useful to strong-interaction theo-
ries. In Sec. XIII we reexpress the result in
terms of the dimensionally renormalized coupling
constant g2, as opposed to the previous coupling
constant which was renormalized in a Pauli-Villars
manner. In Sec. XIV the external sources for the
fermions are considered and the amputation
operation for the Green’s function is performed.
We obtain the desired effective Lagrangian, but
there is still one divergence. So far, we only
had massless particles, and as a consequence of
that there is still a scale parameter p over which
we must integrate. Asymptotic freedom gives a
natural cutoff for this integral in the ultraviolet di-
rection, but there is still an infrared divergence.
In weak-interaction theories the Higgs field is
expected to provide for the infrared cutoff. Sec-
tion XV shows how to compute this cutoff.

The Appendix lists the properties of the symbols
1, n which are used many times throughout these
calculations.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

Let a field theory in four space-time dimensions
be given by the Lagrangian

L=-3 GGy, - D,®*D, & - a'yuDu.Zp"‘ isrgst by s
(2.1)
where the gauge group is SU(2):
Gy =0,4, - 8, AL+ g€, ALAD . (2.2)

The SU(2) indices will be called isospin indices.
The scalars ®, taken to be complex, may contain

several multiplets of arbitrary isospin:
D, =9, ,5-igTA%%,
u u u @. 3)
[T2, T"]=i€ . T°.

The spinors ¥ are taken to be isospin-z doublets.
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The total number of doublets is N'. Mass terms
and interaction terms between scalars and spinors
are irrelevant for the time being.

We inserted a source term in a gauge-invariant
way, with respect to which we will expand, in
order to obtain Green’s functions. The indices
s,t=1,...,N7, called flavor indices, label the
different isospin multiplets. Isospin and Dirac
indices have been suppressed. J,, must be diagonal
in the isospin indices but may contain Dirac y
matrices.

The system (2.1) seems to have a chiral UN)

x U(N?) global symmetry, butactually hasan Adler-
Bell-Jackiw anomaly*associated with the chiral U(1)
current, breaking the symmetry down to SUNY)

X SUW?) X U(1). The aim of this paper is to find
that part of the amplitude that violates the chiral
U(1) conservation.

The functional integral expression for the ampli-
tude is

W= out<0 lo>in
=f:DA:szﬂ>q>:D¢

xexp{f [£_§012(A)+£§h°“(¢)]d"x}, (2.4)

to be expanded with respect to J. Here C,(4) is
a gauge-fixing term, and £&"t are the correspond-
ing ghost terms.

As is argued in Ref. 2, the U(1)-breaking part of
this amplitude comes from that region of super-
space where the A field approaches the solutions
described in Ref. 1:

a cl _ 2 nauu(x-z)”
Al (x) WACEr) vk (2.5)
where z, and p are five free parameters associated
with translation invariance and scale invariance.
The coefficients n are studied in the Appendix.
Conjugate to (2.5) we have its mirror image,
described by the coefficients 77 (see Appendix).

Now these solutions form a local extremum of
our functional integrand, and therefore it makes
sense to consider separately that contribution to
W in (2.4) that is obtained through a new perturba-
tion expansion around these new solutions, taking
the integrand there to be approximately Gaussian.
The fields &, ¢, and ¥ all remain infinitesimal so
that their mutual interactions may be neglected in
the first approximation. Of course, we must also
integrate over the values of z, and p. This will be
done by means of the collective-coordinate formal-
ism.® One writes

AL =AZCl LA 2.6)

and those values of A? that correspond to transla-
tions or dilatations are replaced by collective co-

ordinates.
The integrand in (2.4) now becomes

£(A%) = 5 (D, AZ) +5 (D, AW - gAZ Ve, GLS AL
-D,*D,®- Jy,D, ¥+ PIp- 5 C,2+ LI
+O(A™, &, )%, (2.7)

where
S el _ f£(A°1)d4x

== an/gz; (2-8)

and the “covariant derivative” D, only contains the
background field AS!, for instance:

D, AS®=8, A%Vt ge,, ALPTAST (2.9)

etc.
We abbreviate the integral over (2.7) by

S ZAVIM, AV L MY — S*My® — G* My
(2.10)

where the last term describes the Faddeev- Popov
ghost. Thus, expression (2.4) is (ignoring tem-
porarily the collective coordinates, and certain
factors V7 from the Gaussian integration; see
Sec. IX)

W= exp(-872/g ) (det)L )™/ 2det M, (det M)~

X detIM,, . (2.11)
The determinants will be computed by diagonal-
ization:

Mp=E, (2.12)

after which we multiply all eigenvalues E. Since
there are infinitely many very large eigenvalues,
this infinite product diverges very badly. There
are two procedures that will make it converge:

(i) The vacuum-to-vacuum amplitude in the ab-
sence of sources must be normalized to 1, so that
the vacuum state has norm 1. This implies that
W must be divided by the same expression with
A°l=0,

(ii) We must regularize and renormalize. The
dimensional procedure is not available here be-
cause the four-dimensionality of the classical
solution is crucial. We will use the so-called
background Pauli-Villars regulators (Secs. IV
and V).

Taking a closer look at the eigenvalue equations
(2.12) as they follow from (2.7), we notice that the
background field in there gives rise to couplings
between spin, isospin, and (the four-dimensional
equivalent of) orbital angular momentum, through
the coefficients 7,,, in (2.5). Now these couplings
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simplify enormously if we go over to a new gauge
that explicitly depends on the background field®

CI;(AQU) = Dy, AI:L(IU
=8, A%W s ge, , ALPIAS Y, (2.13)

Thus the third and eighth terms in (2.7) cancel.
This choice of gauge will lead to one complica-
tion, to be discussed in Sec. XI: The gauge for
the vacuum-to-vacuum amplitude in the absence
of sources, used for normalization, in the region
A, ~0, is usually invariant under global isospin
rotations, but the classical solution (2.5) and the
gauge (2.13) are not. Associated with this will be
three spurious zero eigenvalues of MM, that cannot

be directly associated with global isospin rotations.

The question is resolved in Sec. XI by careful
comparison of the gauge C, with C, and some in-
termediate choices of gauge.

There will be five other zero eigenvalues of
I, that of course must not be inserted in the
product of eigenvalues directly, since they would
render expression (2.11) infinite. They exactly
correspond to the infinitesimal translations and
dilatations of the classical solution, and, as
discussed before, must be replaced by the corre-
sponding collective coordinates (Secs. IX and X).

The matrices I are now (ignoring temporarily
the fermion source)

M, AL =~ DPAL® — 2g€,, GEST AT ™,

- mwzl,b—'—‘ - D2¢+%iTan°1'yu'yv¢ s

v

(2.14)
My® = DP®,

M d=-D.
In order to substitute the classical solution (2.5)
with z2=0 and p=1 (generalization to other z and
p will be straightforward), we introduce the space-
time operators

9
a_ 1. i
Ll"_ 20Ty ¥ ax?’

(2.15)
Lg: - %iﬁauuxuw ’
with
[L:’ Lg] = iéﬂqeabcl’z ’
(2.16)

L?=L2=L,2=—§(x,8,-%,8,)%.

They represent rotations in the two invariant SU(2)
subgroups of the rotation group SO(4).

Isospin rotations will be generated by the oper-
ators T'° for the scalars, T%=37° for the spinors,

and T°A =i, A for the vectors. Then

e (2 \?,38 4., 8 ., 4 .,
D’( +7’31’-1’2L_7’2+1T Ll_(72+1)2T ’

(2.17)

where 2= (x — z)%. This clearly displays the iso-
spin-orbit coupling.

The vector and spinor fields also have a spin-
isospin coupling. For the spinors we define the
spin operators

Sil[) == %inauvyu')’vd) )

(2.18)
Sgd): —%inauu'yu’ylfw y
satisfying
[S5,S8])=146,,€,0 % (2.19)
and
31—y
2_° 5
§,°= 4 2
(2.20)
31+y
2_Y 5
S,°= i 5
For the vector fields we define
STA L= - 3in,,, AX,
S A g“:-éi_awA‘},“ s (2.21)

For the scalar fields §,=5,=0. Thus right- and
left-handed spinors are (z,0) and (0,3) represen-
tations of SO(4), and vectors are (3,%) represen-
tations. Scalars of course are (0,0) representa-
tions.

In terms of the operators S and T, the spin-
isospin couplings turn out to be universal for all
particles. Substituting the classical value for
G%¢! in (2.14) we find

3\ 38 4 , 8
m--<a7> AR e

47?2 16

2 .
RGP R Pv=r

L (2.22)

with M=9M, or - M,? or M, or IM,.

Observe the absence of spin-orbit and isospin-
orbit couplings that contain x, or a/ 9x, explicitly.
It all goes via the orbital angular momentum oper-
ator L, and that implies that L? commutes with 9.
This would not be so in other gauges. Further, M
commutes with J, = _I:1+§1+T and T, and §,. Eigen-
vectors of JIU can thus be characterized by the
quantum numbers
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s, and s, (both either 0 or 3),

t (total isospin, arbitrary for the scalars, 3 for the spinors, 1 for the vector and the ghost),

1=0,%,1,... ,

ji=l-s, -t l-s ~t+1,...,l+s,+¢, aslongasj, =0, (2.23)

.3 . .

.71 "".71"" ’+]1’
3_

8, 0= = Sp,0u. ,+S,,

Li=-1,...,+1.

For normalization we need the corresponding
operator M for the case that the background field
is zero:

N 8\> 308 4 ,
JRO——<3;> —-7:8_’}’+FL . (2-24)

III. DETERMINANTS AND PHASE SHIFTS

The eigenvalue equation (2.12) with JU as in
(2.22) differs in no essential way from an ordinary
Schrédinger scattering problem. In this section
we show the relation between the corresponding
scattering matrix and the desired determinant.

Temporarily, we put the system in a large
spherical box with radius R. At the edge we have
some boundary condition: either ¥(R)=0, or
¥’ (R)=0 (or a linear combination thereof). Here
¥ stands for any of the scalar, spinor, or vector
fields. In the case ¥/(R)=0 the vacuum operator
M, has a zero eigenvalue corresponding to ¥
= constant, and also the lowest eigenvalue of N
may go to zero more rapidly than 1/R* when
R -, Such eigenvalues have to be considered
separately (negative eigenvalues can be proved
not to exist).

We here consider all other eigenvalues of 9.
They approach the ones of M, if R —~«~. We wish

to compute the product
~ E(n)

hnd C A 3.1

L @1

The scattering matrix S(k) = e?'"® will be defined
by comparing the solution of

MY = ~>¥ (3.2)
with
My, = k2T, (3.3)

both with boundary condition ¥~ C»?* at »=0. Let
‘I’o("’) ~ C1f'3/2(e"'k("*‘“) + e+ik(r+a))

=2Cr% 2 cosk(v+a) for large v (3.4)

and

\If(’}’) o C,},-S/z[e-ik(na) + S(k)eik(r+a)]

=202 cos[k(r+a) + n(k)]. (3.5)

If we require at » =R the same boundary condi-
tion for ¥, then we must solve

k()R +a)+n(k(n))=Fk,0n)(R+a), (3.6)
thus

RO k)
ky(n) T (R+a)k(mn)’

The level distance Ak=Fk(n+ 1) - k(r) is in both
cases, asymptotically for large R,

Ak=%+o<§l§). (3.8)

(3.7)

We find that

fI EE(n;=exp{2$ 1n[k(n)/ko(n)];

=exp{2§ i Ak[— Z;(—:)*O(%ﬂ}

-—exp[—% fow ﬂgf)_dk] (3.9)

provided that the integral converges at both ends.
At k-0 the integral (3.9) converges provided
that the interaction potential decreases faster than
1/7? as ¥ -, at k- the integral converges if the
interaction potential is less singular than 1/72 as
7—0. The latter condition is satisfied if we com-
pare I and M, at the same values for the quantum
number 7; the first condition is satisfied if (L, + T)?
for the interacting matrix is set equal to L? for
the vacuum matrix. If we consider the combined
effect of all values for L? and (L, + T)? both for the
vacuum and for the interacting case then we can
split the integral (3.9) somewhere in the middle,
and combine the k-« parts, so that we get con-
vergence everywhere.
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An easier way to get convergence is to regularize:

> E®)[E,n)+M?]
H E,(n)[En) + M?]

-em -3 [0 oy @)

(3.10)

n=1

=y

Regulators will be introduced anyhow, so we will
not encounter difficulties due to no convergence
of the integral in (3.9).

IV. ELIMINATION OF THE SPIN DEPENDENCE

In Eq. (2.22) the operators T'+L, and T +S, do not
commute. Only in the case that

[jl—l I =S+t
(as defined in 2.23) do they simultaneously di-
agonalize. If

fj 1= ll <s+t
and

§, #0, 1#0, s=3%, t+0,

then we have a set of coupled differential equations
for two dependent variables.

In any other case there would be no hope of
solving this set of equations analytically, but here
we can make use of a unique property of the equa-
tion

ME=EV¥, 4.1)

which enables us to diagonalize it completely.
If s, =0 the equation could describe a left-handed
fermion with isospin ¢:

MyY=—(y: D P=EP,

(4.2)
7’54):"‘ b.
But then we can define, if E+0,
Y=y DY (4.3)
with
Iy =EY”, (4.4)
ys¥' ==Y

Now ¥’ has s/ =3, and hence we found a solution
for the set of coupled equations with s!=3 from

a solution of the simpler equation with s, =0. The
operater y*Din Eq. (4.3) does not commute with
L?, so if ¥ has a given set of quantum numbers
1,j,,tthen ¢’ is a superposition of a state withZ’

=1+% and one with I’=1 - 3. Now I does commute
with L?, so if we project out the state withl’=1+%
or I’ =1 - 3 thenwe geta new solution in both cases.
Thus one solutionwith s, =0 and quantum numbers

1,j,,t generates two solutions with s; = 3, U'=1t%,
ji=3,, '=t. In terms of the operators L, S,

and T the new solutions to the coupled equations
can be expressed in terms of the S=0 solutions
as follows:

Li+S,=L,, U'=1x}%,
T'=T, J'=J,

(4.5)

4y

1 9
r_ |2 2 _ 2, 3 ’ .
¥ = [y (2r7-2r”+3) + 137 S! T] ‘I,+_m8'r v,

(4.6)

It is easy to check explicitly that if ¥ satisfies
(2.22) with S; =0, then the two wave functions ¥’
both satisfy (2.22) when the operators L,S,T are
replaced by the primed ones.

Asymptotically, for large », ¥'=(8/3¥)¥, and
hence the phase shift n(k) is the same for the
primed case as for the original case. Consequently,
the integral over the phase shifts as it occurs in
(3.9) is the same for spinor and vector fields
(with s, =%) as it is for scalar fields (with s, =0).

The above procedure becomes more delicate if
E=0. Indeed, although scalar fields can easily
be seen to have no zero-eigenvalue modes, spinor
and vector fields do have them. In conclusion,
the nonzero eigenvalues for the vector and spinor
modes are the same as for the scalar modes, but
the zero eigenvectors are different.

In the following sections we compute the uni-
versal value for the product. Note that also the
regularized expressions (3.10) are equivalent
because the n(k) match for all k. The regulator
of Eq. (3.10) corresponds to new fields with
Lagrangians

£=-3(D,B,)* - s M?B,? - ¢Bl€,,,GL, B, (4.7)

abe™ py

for vectors,
£=X[- (y*D)? - M?] y for spinors , (4.8)
and
£=- (D,£)*D, £ - MPE*E for scalars. (4.9)

Within the background field procedure it is ob-
vious that such regulator fields make the one-loop
amplitudes finite. Later (Sec. XIII) we will make
the link with the more conventional dimensional
regulators.

V. A NEW EIGENVALUE EQUATION AND NEW
REGULATORS

As stated in the Introduction, the solutions to
the equations M¥ = E¥ even in the scalar case can-
not be expressed in terms of simple elementary
functions. But eventually we only need detdit/
detdll,, and this can be obtained in another way.
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V=1 (1+73)M(1+72), (5.1)
Vo=1 (L+ )M (1+7?)
and, formally,
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det(N/IM) = det(V/V,) . (5.2)
The equation
V¥ =¥ (5.3)

corresponds to the expression

[(%)Z% LA . AN R %?;2_;‘3] ¥=0. (5.4)
Write
U
1+72 (5.5)
¥ =721+ 72 "lg(x) |
then
{<%>2+ [Z(j’; n_ 21(l—+xl)]£; + x(lt ) [TPen-(@+j,+ 1) ( +j1+2)]}t1>=0. (5.6)

This is a hypergeometric equation. The physical
region is 1/(1+R?) <X <1. In the Hilbert space of
square-integrable wave functions the spectrum is
now discrete, which implies that we can safely
take the limit R -, The solutions for & are just
polynomials:

d(x) = ax” (5.7)
v=0
B (v—n)(v+n+20+2],+3)
Ay =y (V+1) (V+2j1+2) 3 (58)
where 7 is defined by
m+l+j,+1) (+1+j,+2)=T%+x. (5.9)

If n = integer = 0 then the series (5.7) breaks off.
Otherwise ® is not square-integrable. So we find
the eigenvalues

M= +l+j,+1-)m+l+j,+2+1), (5.10)

n=0,1,2,..., T2=¢(t+1).

The vacuum case, V ¥=) ¥, is solved by the
same equation, but with j, =17, ¢{=0.

The product of these eigenvalues, even when
divided by the vacuum values, still badly diverges
so we must regularize. The regulators of Sec.
IV are not very attractive here because they
spoil the hypergeometric nature of the equations.
More convenient here is a set of regulator fields
with masses that all depend on space-time in a
certain way. They are given by the Lagrangians
(4.7)—(4.9) but with M? replaced by

4M?

W . (5.11)

1

We choose M? here so large that anywhere near
the origin the regulator is heavy. Far from the
origin the classical solution is expected to be
close enough to the real vacuum, so that there
the details of the regulators are irrelevant.

Of course the regulator procedure affects the
definition of the subtracted coupling constant. In
Sec. VII we link the regulator (5.11) with the more
acceptable one of Sec. IV, and in Sec. XIII we make
the link with the dimensional regulator.

The eigenvalues of the regulator are

M rlaj+1-8) n+l+j,+2+0)+ M. (5.12)

The regulators M; withi=1,...,R are as usual
of alternating metric e;=+1. Consequently, detdll
is replaced by

(aetm) [T (detm,)s. (5.13)

This converges rapidly if

2
11
|
-

(5.14)

.—M.a ._Mx _Mz
®
=
I
©

and

R
Z e;InM; =— In M = finite.
1

Let =0 denote the physical field, then

e,=1, M,=0, i:e,:O, ete.
=0
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V1. THE REGULARIZED PRODUCT
OF THE NONVANISHING EIGENVALUES

We now consider the logarithm of the regularized
product of the nonvanishing eigenvalues, for a
scalar field with total isospin #:

InII(f) = i e; Z In A Mi (6.1)

with
Mizalej+1=0) m+l+j,+2+8)+M?  (6.2)

(we imply that e;=1 and M,=0). The summation
goes over the values of all quantum numbers. Now
for given n,1,j, the degeneracy is (2j,+1) (2j,+1)
=(2j,+1) (21 +1). The values of [, j,, andn are
restricted by
o=l+j,-t=0, 6.3)

7=, -1+t=0, 7=2t, n=0.

)

[Later we will divide II(#) by the vacuum value
,(¢), which is obtained by the same formulas as
above and the following, but with ¢ replaced by
zero, and the degeneracy will be (2¢+1) (27 +1)2.]

We go over to the variables o and 7 as given
by (6.3) and s with

S=n+l+j,+5, s=t+o+3. (6.4)
We find that
- 2t s-t=3/2
InIl(¢) = Zeiz Z (0+7+1) (2t+0-T+1)
s=t+3/2 i T=0 0=0

X In[s2+ M2~ (t+3)?].
(6.5)

The summation over ¢ and 7 gives

wne =20 3 3 st sier 7]

s=t+3/2

x In[s2+M;2- (t+3)?].
(6.6)

The vacuum value II () is obtained from (6.6) by

A

A%P)= D s(s+¢) (s— D[ln(s+ ¢) +In(s - ¢)]

s=0+

replacing ¢ with zero and adding an additional
multiplicity 2¢+1, thus

A+l & '
M) = =5— Zei(ss—%S)

s=3/2

xIn(s2+M2~3). (6.7)
Now we interchange the summation over s and i,
letting first s go from #+3 to A and taking A -~
in the end. We get
2t+1 . .

3 2 elAMi(t+3) - A (3))

1

In[I1(2)/TL,()] =

(6.8)
with
A
AM(B)= D (°- s In(s*+ M- 6. (6.9)
8=0+1
Let us first consider the regulator contribution.
Then M is large. We may consider the logarithm
as a slowly varying function, and approximate the
summation by means of the Euler-Maclaurin
formula,

A A 1
3 f(s)= [p Fdx+ [0+ &%)

s=p+l
-]
(6.10)
and we obtain

AY (¢) =indep(¢) + P*(— s M2 - A%InA - AlnA
-zA-iInA-3-%1nM?)

+3¢%2ImA+1)+0 (%) + o<l>-

(6.11)

The first term stands for an array of expressions,
all independent of ¢, and is not needed because it
cancels out in Eq. (6.8).

For A°(¢) the series (6.10) will not converge at
x=p 80 it cannot be used. After some purely
algebraic manipulations we find

A 29
=indep(¢) + 4¢* z s Ins + E s(2¢-s)(s- ¢)Ins

s=1

+¢%(- 302~ 3A-2) InA+ *(A* = 5 A— )+ ¢4 InA - g)m(i) :

i (6.12)
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Now we insert (6.11) and (6.12) into (6.8):
2t 2t+1
In[I1(2)/1L,(¢)] = ;1{2 s(2t+1-5)(s—t—-%)1ns
s=1
A
+H(l+ 1)[42 s1ns_2A21nA_2A1nA-émA+A2+§1nM_§t(t+1)_é-J}. (6.13)
1
We made use of Ll e; =0, 2ire, M?2=0, Ef e;InM;?=_InM. The limit A~ exists. Defining
A
R= kim(Z slns - 3A’InA—3AlnA -5 1nA+%A2>
= O s=1
=0.248 754 477, (6.14)
we find that
2¢+1
In[ TI(t)/T1,(¢)] = &‘f_%_@f;l)[gmm, 4R+ 3 s(2+1-5)(s—t=$)Ins - $1(t+1)- 5] . (6.15)

s=1

R is related to the Riemann zeta function £(z) as
follows:

- 112 - g’(_ 1)

_ In27+vy &(2)
T 12 T2

1 1 & Inos
=12 (11'121T+'y)+2—112 ; ‘? ,

¥=0.5772156649 is Euler’s constant,

and
Ins
—e@=2 -
=0.937548254315844.

VII. THE FIXED MASS REGULATOR

Equation (6.15) gives the regularized product of
all nonvanishing eigenvalues of . But the regula-
tor used was a very unsatisfactory one, from a
physical point of view, because the regulator mass
u depends on space-time:

, 4P

M= (1'1-_7’2)2 . (7.1)

This p must be interpreted as the subtraction point
of the coupling constant g. Now g does not occur
in TI(#)/T0,(¢), but it does occur in the expression
for the total action for the classical solution, and
as we emphasized in the Introduction, any change
in the subtraction procedure is important. The
problem here is that we wish to make a space-
time-dependent change in the subtraction point,
from p to a fixed p,. We solve that in the following
way.

The effect of a change in the regulator mass can

be absorbed by a counterterm in the Lagrangian,
and hence is local in space-time. So we expect
that, if we make a space-time-dependent change
in the regulator mass, then this change can be
absorbed by a space-time-dependent counterterm.
Moreover, since our regulators are both gauge-
invariant, this counterterm is gauge invariant.
For space-time-independent regulators, this
counterterm can be computed by totally conven-
tional methods:

.y 1
AL = 3_2% G,, G,, X 3 Ht+1) 20+ 1) In(p/ ) -

(7.2)

From locality we deduce that the same formula
mustalso be true for space-time-dependent regula-
tor mass p(x), simply because no other gauge-
invariant, local expressions of the same dimen-
sionality exist. Inserting the classical value for

G,
acl_ = rm _
GH'V g (1-}-’}’2)2 ’ (7'3)
and expression (7.1) for u, we get
AS®l= f AL d
16 X 1272
= porcg- L+ 1) @t 1)
N o 2
xfo Ty Py 1+79)
= 24(t+1) (2 + 1)(% In E“ﬁ% + ;—6> (7.4)
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In the expression

H () cl
g S

with I1(¢)/TI,(¢) as computed in (6.15), we must cor-

rect S°! with the above AS°®!, in order to get the
corresponding expression with g subtracted with

2¢+1

HE+1) 2t +1)

In[I1(0)/M,(0)] = =2

[1 ”°+4R+

§=1

We note that the coefficient of the regulator term
in (6.15) has the correct value. It matches the
coefficient of (7.2) that has been computed in-
dependently. The regulator in this expression,
(7.6), is the same as the one used in (3.10), and
so we can use the result of Sec. IV to do the
spinor and vector fields.

In Sec. IV we proved that the nonzero eigen-
values for vector and spinor fields are the same
as for scalar fields, but we must take some multi-
plicity factors into account. Equation (7.6) holds
for one complex scalar multiplet with isospin Z.
Fields with integer isospin may be real and then
we have to multiply by 3. The vector field has
four components but is real, and hence its value
for In(IT1/I1,) is twice expression (7.6), with £=1.
The complex Faddeev-Popov ghost has Fermi
statistics and contributes with one unit, but op-
posite sign. Thus, altogether, the vector field
contributes just like one complex scalar with 7=1.

For fermions we must compute detI,, but the
theorem of Sec. IV applies to ,%. The fermions
have four Dirac components. So, altogether,
fermions contribute just like two complex scalars,
but the sign in In(II/II,) is opposite because of
fermi statistics.

The above summarizes in words the complete
contribution of all nonzero eigenstates to the func-
tional determinants. But the spinor and vector
fields have a few more modes, with E=0, and

also the regulators have corresponding new modes,

with E= p.

VIII. THE ZERO EIGENSTATES

First we consider the vector fields. We have
s,=%, t=1. Careful study of the operator W,
Eq. (2.22), enables us to list the square-intergra-
ble zero eigenstates as follows:

() j,=2, [=0: ¥=(1+7%)2
(j2=52=%) ) (8.1)
multiplicity = (27, + 1) (2j,+ 1) =4.

fixed mass regulators, as defined in (4.9). The
regulator masses M; in there must be such that

R
> e;ilnM;=-1Ingy,. (7.5)
1

Expression (7.4) must be added to (6.15).
Thus we get

s@t+1-8)(s—t -3)Ins—3¢(t+1) - g-} . (7.6)

(ii) j,=0, I=3:
There are two possibilities for the other quantum
numbers:

(@) j,=0, multiplicity=1, (8.2)
(b) j,=1, multiplicity=3. (8.3)

T=7(1+72)2

This completes the set of zero eigenstates. We
interpret these as follows. States (i) have j, =7,
=3, that is, the quantum numbers of an infinites-
imal translation. The translations are considered
in Sec. IX. State (iia) is the only singlet. It will
correspond to the infinitesimal dilatation, Sec. X.
State (iib) is just an anomaly. It will be discussed
in Sec. XI. It is indirectly connected with in-
finitesimal global isospin rotations.

Spinors have similar sets of eigenstates, but
their interpretation will be totally different. If
t=1, then the eigenstates are essentially the
same as the vector ones, but their multiplicity
is half of that because s,=0. In this paper we
limit ourselves to £=3. Then there is just one
zero eigenstate:

§,=0, 1=j,=0, ¥=(1+72)%/2, (8.4)

Its multiplicity is of course N” if there are N*
flavors. It leads to an N’-fold zero in the ampli-
tude [note that in (2.11) the amplitude is proportional
to detdll, and thus is proportional to the product of
the eigenvalues of M,; if we have N’ zero eigen-
values then W has an N”-fold zero]. But this zero
will be removed if we switch on the fermion source
g in the Lagrangian (2.1). In Sec. XIV we will
construct the resulting N”-point Green’s function.
In strong-interaction theories the fermion mass
will also remove this zero. The zero eigenstates
must also be included in the regulator contribu-
tions. From Sec. VII on, our regulator mass is
fixed and is essentially equal to y,. Every zero
eigenvector of the operator M, Eq. (2.22), will be
accompanied by a factor p,? for the regulator (a
zero eigenvector of M, is accompanied by a factor

o )-
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IX. COLLECTIVE COORDINATES: 1. TRANSLATIONS

Clearly, zero eigenvalues make no sense if they
would be included in the products carefully com-
puted in the previous sections. In the case of the
vector fields, which we will now discuss, they
would render the functional integral infinite be-
cause they are in the denominator. It merely
means that the integration in those directions is
not Gaussian.

Let us first consider the four modes (8.1). The
angular dependence and index dependence can be
read off from the quantum numbers. Written in
full, the mode corresponds to the quantum field
fluctuation (with arbitrarily chosen norm):

AC®()=2n,,, (1472, v=1,...,4. (9.1

This can be seen to be the space-time derivative
of the classical solution up to a gauge transforma-
tion:

Agep)=-% %{gz—ﬁ“:*(g::;:] } D),
(9.2)
with
A% (V) = =gy (L4 a?)L (9.3)

The gauge transformation is there because our
gauge-fixing term depends on the background
field.

If we want to replace the variable DA in this
particular zero-mode direction by the collective
variables dz”, then we must insert the corre-
sponding Jacobian factor®

oo [ (B0) s
(9.4)

where A% %(v) is the solution (9.1). The factor
2/g comes from the factor g/2 in (9.2). This way
the result is independent of the normalization of
A%%(v) of (9.1). The factors 7°*/2 arise from the
fact that we compare this integral with Gaussian
integrals, and in these Gaussian integrals the
factors V7 that go with each eigenvalue had been
suppressed previously. We could also have
dragged along all factors V7 at each of the eigen-
values of the matrices M, and then we would have
noticed that the factors v going with the corre-
sponding modes of the regulators, which are still
Gaussian, would have been left over. In (9.4) we
just include these factors from the beginning.
The norm of the solution (9.1) is

[asmwagepai=2ms,, (9.5)

't HOOFT 14

so, together with the regulator, these four modes
yield the factor

2\ Y 274 6 4,474
<§> <_7r_> (272)°d %z =2%n? utg™4d %z . (9.6)
The integral over the collective coordinates z*
will yield the total volume of space-time, if no
massless fermions are present. If there are
massless fermions, then we must include the
sources g, which break the translation invariance.
In that case the z integration is rather like the in-
tegration over the location of an interaction vertex
in a Feynman diagram in coordinate configuration,
as we will see in Sec. XIV.

X. COLLECTIVE COORDINATES: 2. DILATATIONS

From the quantum numbers of the zero eigen-
state (8.2) we deduce its angular and index depen-
dence:

Att=q v (1+x2)72, (10.1)

This is a pure infinitesimal dilatation of the
classical solution:

Aaqu_g 9 <E nau.uxu>

b T d9p\g Xt P

(10.2)

P=1

Thus, going from the integration variable A% in
this direction to the collective variable p, we need
a Jacobian factor:

4 1 i/2
‘DAZ““——Edp[; [ (Agﬂu)“é‘d‘*x] . (10.3)

The norm of the solution (10.1) is

f (AS)2diy =2 (10.4)
Thus, from this mode we obtain the factor

4 2\1/2

?”(‘;_°> dp=4r'/2y, g dp (10.5)

at p=1. Our system is not scale invariant because
of the nontrivial renormalization-group behavior.
The complete p dependence for p#1 will be de-
duced from simple dimensional arguments (in-
cluding renormalization group) in Sec. XII.

XI. GLOBAL GAUGE ROTATIONS AND THE GAUGE
CONDITION

Discussion of the legitimacy of the background
gauge-fixing term has been deliberately post-
poned to this section, because we wanted to derive
first the existence of the three anomalous zero
eigenstates (8.3). They have the explicit form
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(arbitrary normalization)

DoD) = 20, T ® T(L+x2)72, (11.1)
They are a pure gauge artifact

$u®)=D,9°(), (11.2)

wa(b)znakvﬁbk)txvxh(l"'xz)-l ] (11‘3)

but *(d) is not square-integrable. What is going
on? Note that $%(b), since they are x dependent,
do not generate a closed algebra of gauge rota-
tions. They may not be replaced by a collective
coordinate for global isospin rotations. To ana-
lyze this situation we first go back to a back-
ground-independent gauge-fixing term,

Ci(x)=ad, (A% + A%%)
—ap, AT (11.4)

where « is a free parameter. In this gauge we
know exactly how to handle all zero eigenmodes:
There are five for translations and dilatations and
also three for global isospin rotations because
global isospin is still an invariance in this gauge.
To understand the latter we put the system in a
large spherical box with volume V and assume
that all (vector and ghost) fields vanish on the
boundary. Let

A%(b,x) = 5% (11.5)

generate an infinitesimal global isospin rotation.
Then there is a zero eigenmode:

$.(®) =D, A}(D)
=2€,Meun X (1 + 2571, (11.6)

The subscript 1 is to remind us that this is a
solution in the gauge C,. Similarly as in the
foregoing two sections, we can replace the inte-
gral over DA by an integral over the collective
coordinates dA(b) by inserting the corresponding
Jacobian factor

DA~ fHdA(b)(srz/w)ﬂz (11.7)
b
with
%= [ [ve,0)Fa, (11.8)

which diverges as the volume V of space-time
goes to infinity. The integral over the gauge ro-
tation is just the volume of the group and yields

»_ 87
fIbIdA = (11.9)

where the factor g”® comes from our normalization
of A, in (11.6). Thus, in this gauge, the zero

eigenmode yields the factor

872 ma/z
g3 <?> ‘

Now we will study different gauges, and for that
we need to change the boundary condition (we know
from Sec. III that that will not affect the finite
eigenvalues, but the zero eigenmodes change) into
a gauge-invariant one: The ghosts ¢ and gauge
generators A must satisfy

(11.10)

99 oA _
- (R) === (R)=0,

— (11.11)

where R is the radius of the box, and the vector
fields

AR)=0, —AR)=0, (11.12)

where A, is the vector component parallel to the
boundary.

Now observe the following. The gauge term C,,
Eq. (11.4), does not fix the gauge completely
which can be seen in two ways: (a) Global isospin
rotations are still an invariance; (b) one compo-
nent of the gauge term C, is identically zero:

fcg(x)d‘lx:o. (11.13)

This leaves us the possibility of adding a constant
to C,, which is orthogonal to it, with which we
fix the remaining global gauge

Cix)=ad, A2%

LD IR f‘l)iu(b,y)Ai““(y)d"y
> (11.14)

with @, k free parameters and ¥¢,(b,y)=D,0°%, as
in (11.6). The integral over group space is now
replaced by a Gaussian integral. The Gaussian
volume is corrected for by the Faddeev-Popov
ghost,

L= ¢;"(x)[aau D, ¢%(x)

30 (45,000,000 |,
g (11.15)

so that the combined contribution of vector fields
and ghosts is now independent of @ and k: The
zero eigenvalues are replaced by

h\éector = szm
and (11.16)
Aot =

(Remember that the ghost, with the new boundary
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condition, has now an eigenstate ¢ = constant.)
Thus, instead of (11.10), this gauge gives

()\Zghon)s(hgeCtOI)-?'/z: (m/v):;/z. (11_17)

Conclusion: If the redundant eigenmodes are fixed
by an additional component in the gauge-fixing
term, then a correction factor is needed: Equa-
tion (11.10) divided by (11.17):

8 [V 3/2

gt <7r> ’
Here V is the volume of the spherical box.

The background gauge C,=D, A" has a problem

similar to the gauge C,. Both the ghost (under the
new boundary condition) and the vector field have
one eigenvalue that vanishes like 1/V as V—~w
(not 1/R?, as the other eigenvalues). Let $2%(b) be
the three ghost eigenstates and 9%, () =D, ¥4(b) be
the vector ones. Let ), be the ghost eigenvalue

(11.18)

DPY§(b) == 5(0). (11.19)
It is easy to see that
_Jelvseoba (11.20)

e Pdw

From (11.1) and (11.3) we see that this is 0(1/V).
It is safer to have a gauge condition that fixes
this gauge degree of freedom as V-,

C,(¥) = aD, A%%(x)

— D 950,0 [ 95.0,m45% ),
’ (11.21)

although the result, (11.25), will turn out to remain
the same even if k=0, @ =1, The ghost Lagran-
gian is

o= gy (x)[ D%, (x)

-k 910,59 [95.0.9D,6°a% |.
b

and

ABROt =y, <a +K f [zpi(x)]zd"x) s (11.24)
where no summation over b is implied. In this
gauge we find the contribution from the lowest
eigenmodes:

(}\ghost)s(xéector )-3/2 = 7t43/2 X (11.25)
Using
f [Vex)Pa*x=V,
(11.26)
[losFate=am,
we find
7\4=4TT2/V. (11.27)

Thus, together with the correction factor (11.18),
we find the correct contribution for the three
eigenmodes (9.3), together with that of their
regulator:

2 2\3/2/ 472 \3/2
87 <Vuo > (_ﬂ) =2977/2, 37 (11.28)

g3 T v

XII. ASSEMBLING THE VECTOR, SCALAR,
AND SPINOR TERMS

The eight zero-eigenvalue modes for the vector
field give the factors (9.6), (10.5), and (11.28).
Multiplying these gives

27%g78 1 2d*zdp (12.1)

for p=1 (later we will find the p dependence).

The contributions from the nonvanishing eigen-
modes both for the scalar and for the vector
fields are essentially contained in formula (7.6).
As we saw before, the vector fields, combined
with the Faddeev-Popov ghost, together count as
two real, or one complex, scalar with 7=1.

Let there be N%(¢) scalar multiplets for each
isospin ¢, where each complex scalar multiplet

(11.22) counts as one, and each real scalar multiplet
In this sauge counts as one-half. Then from (7.6) we obtain
gave 2 the total contribution from vector and scalar
)\;ec'°’=x4<a+ K f[z/z‘;(x)]"'d“x) (11.23) nonzero modes:
- v
S =exp%_[§+ L ; Ns(t)C(t)] Inp, - a(1) - tZNs(t)a(t)} ; (12.2)

Here

Ct)=5t(t+1) (2t+1)

(12.3)



14 COMPUTATION OF THE QUANTUM EFFECTS DUE TO A... 3445

and

2¢+1
a(t):C(t)[2R—§ln2+% Z; S(2t+1-8)(s—¢-3)1Ins —¢(t+ 1)_3].

S=

(12.4)

The numerical values for C(¢) and a(f) are listed in Table I. Combining (12.1), (12.2), and the classical
action (2.8) gives the total amplitude in the absence of fermions:

s d*zd,
21476g%8 = P

Note that the coefficient multiplying Inu, coincides
with the usual Callan-Symanzik 8 coefficient for
g%(1y) in such a way that (12.5) becomes independent
of the subtraction point y, if we choose g%(u,) to
obey the Gell-Mann-Low equation. We now also
insert the p dependence if p#1 by straightforward
dimensional analysis.

The interpretation of (12.5) is best given in
the language of path integrals: If |0) is the vacu-
um, and ]O) is the gauge-rotated vacuum, then
(12.5) is the total contribution to (0 ]O) from all
paths in Euclidean space that have apseudoparticle
located at z within d%z, having a scale between p
and p+dp. The fermions can be introduced in two
ways:

(i) If they have a mass m < 1/p then only the
lowest eigenvalue will depend critically on 7.

(ii) If they are rigorously massless then the
lowest eigenvalue depends critically on the ex-
ternal source J.

In this paper we limit ourselves only to fermions
with isospin =%. In case (i) the contribution of
the lowest modes will simply be

m >N 4
(P-o )
The nonvanishing eigenmodes are again obtained
from (7.6), which represents the eigenvalues of
I, 2. Now we wish to compute detdll, and we take
into account that the Dirac field has four com-

ponents. Thus the fermion nonvanishing eigen-
modes will give

(12.6)

exp[ C(z) Inp+ 2N az )] (12.7)

Together with (12.6) we find the total fermion factor

that multiplies (12.5),

Nf NF

pV'm* exp[- § N In(pop) + 2NF a(3)], (12.8)

where we again inserted the factors p as they

follow from dimensional arguments. Note that the

well-known Callan-Symanzik 8 coefficient for

£%( o again matches the term in front of Inpu,.
Equations (12.5) and (12.8) could be used as a

starting point for a strong-interaction color theory

82 22 1 s ‘ S
xp{— m+ln(u0p)[?— gzt:N (t)C(t)] - a(1) ﬁXt:N (t)a(t)} .

(12.5)

r

where Euclidean pseudoparticles form a plasma-
like statistical ensemble.” For that, one also needs
to extend from SU(2) to SU(3). We will not do that
in this paper.

In Sec. XIV we consider case (ii). In that case m
must be replaced by the eigenvalue of the lowest
mode as it is perturbed by the source insertion.

XIII. DIMENSIONAL RENORMALIZATION

The regulators used in Secs. VII-XII are what
we call fixed mass Pauli-Villars regulators and
they only make sense in the background-field
formalism. They are given by the Lagrangians
(4.7)-(4.9). In this section we wish to switch to
another regulator scheme which is much more
widely used in gauge theories: the dimensional
method.® Let us emphasize again that if one
switches to another regulator, then that affects
the definition of g(u) and that influences our cal-
culation by an overall constant. We know that
in the dimensional procedure the limit of large
cutoff is replaced by a limit n-4, where n is the
number of space-time dimensions, roughly in the
following way:

InA-~ + finite.

i (13.1)
In (12.5) and (12.7) the regulator mass p, plays the
role of the cutoff A. Clearly then, the finite part
in (13.1) will be relevant. In this section we de-
rive that finite part, in ordinary perturbation

TABLE I. Numerical values of the coefficients C(t)
and ) as they occur in the text.

C¢) at)

0 0 0

% 1 2R_11n 2 U =0,145873
1 4 8R+ 11nz—— =0.443 307
% 10 20R+4In3 -3In 2 - 26-0.853 182

1 0
B(n2r+y) + 53 Z =0.248 754 477033 784
2




3446 G. ’t HOOFT 14

theory. It corresponds to a finite counterterm in
the Lagrangian. It is easy to compute this finite
counterterm when, again, one makes use of the
background fields. There are some diagrams to be
computed and the rest is algebra. This algebra is
identical to the algebra devised in Ref. 9. Sym-
metry arguments restrict the possible form of the
finite counterterm in just two independent terms,
X?and Y,,Y,,, in the language of Ref. 9. The
first of these is obtained by comparing the in-
tegral
1 & 1

@y J 7w
in the limits y,—~ < and n—~4. For definiteness,
we specify the theory at n #4 dimensions: All
trivial factors (27)* must also be replaced by
(2m)", which leads to the factor (27)™" in (13.2).

The integral (13.2) is in this limit

(13.2)

1 2 1
W[m —y—2Inp,+Indr+0(4-n)+0 <;07> ],
(13.3)
where y is again Euler’s constant. So here
1
lnp.o-m—%')w% Indr . (13.4)

The coefficient in front of ¥,,Y,, is obtained in

the same way by comparing the integral

1 (k2)2
27)" f 'k B2+ p2)* (13.5)

24785780 5d*%2 dp exp {— %;’;—) + (lnp+ 4—_172 > [2?2 -1 Z Ns(t)C(t)—J +A - ; Ns(t)A(t)} ,

with

A=_a(1)+%(ln47r-y)+ £=6.998435 (13.9)
and

A@)=at)+ ilz (Ind7 — y— %)C(t) .
Numerically,

A(0)=0, A(z)=0.239246, A(1)=0.816799,

A(3)=1.786912. (13.10)
Similarly for the fermion factor
p”mefexp[— ZN7 (1np+ 4in>—NfB] (13.11)
with
B=-20(3)+3+(ndr - y+ 112 )
=0.498412. (13.12)

in the two limits. This time we get
Ll 2 o +indr- E+0(4-n)
@ne 4_n—'y— npg+ Indmr - =+ -n
+O< 1 >]
M2 ) 47
(13.6)

Thus

(13.7)

1
Inpo~ 7— —zy+3 Indr- 3.

4

So we get different answers in the two different
cases and we must find out which of the coef-
ficients Inpu, come from which of the terms, either
the X? or the ¥,, Y, term. That turns out to be
easy. The Y, Y, terms only come from the co-
variant derivatives in (4.7)-(4.9), whereas all
other interactions, including the one proportional
to 0,,G,, in (4.8), occur in the X* terms. Thus,
the substitution (13.7) must be made for the scalar
fields and for those contributions of the vector
and spinor fields that come from their kinetic
terms. Those are exactly the contributions that
make up the Iny, in (7.6). The substitution (13.4)
must be made for the remaining Iny, terms, which
are exactly all Inpy, contributions that came from
the zero eigenmodes (12.1).

In conclusion, (12.5) is to be replaced by

(13.8)
7

r

If we define the subtracted coupling constant as
in Ref. 10,

gpn) = u4'"<g§(u)+ et 7 +> , (13.13)

N -

with a, depending only on g but not on » or p, then
we can make the following replacements in (13.8)
and (13.11):

g5n) ~g2(u),
(13.14)

1
Inp + i ~1In(pu).

Here the superscript D stands for the dimensional
procedure which defines g2. We see that the ex-
pression in terms of g 2(u) differs slightly from the
one in terms of g(u,).
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XIV. THE FERMION SOURCE AND THE GREEN’S
FUNCTION

We now consider the fermion zero eigenmode
(9.4), and assume that the fermion mass (12.6)
vanishes. In that case the source J;; in (2.1)
must be taken into account, since the lowest
eigenvalue will now mainly be determined by this
source. We determine the lowest eigenvalues
E(@), i=1,...,N’ of the operator

My=—v,D,0,+9s; (14.1)

by perturbation theory, taking J as the small
perturbation. The method is the standard one
(the author thanks S. Coleman for an enlightening
discussion on this point). The unperturbed,
degenerate eigenmodes are (taking for simplicity
p=1)

P =C(L+72)3 25, (14.2)

a=1,2, s,t=1,...,N".

The coefficients #® contain besides the isospin
index a a Dirac index. They satisfy

Jiu®=Stu® + T4,uP=0,
or

(Mapu Yy + 4T u=0 (14.3)
and

Ysh=—1U. (14.4)

The coefficient C is determined by normalizing ¢,
C'2=u*uf d*x(1+x%)3
=7%/2 if uru=1. (14.5)
Let
Hye={9(s) |, [9(0))
2 f (L + 20k 8, (e | (14.6)

then E(Z) are the N eigenvalues of H. We wish
to compute

I1 E@ =detr
H

=<1r_§> dsettf d*x(1+ ) SuX g, (0)u® .
(14.7)

For large x%, this amplitude has exactly the
space-time structure of an N”-point Green’s func-
tion, where each source point is connected to the
origin by two fermion lines. The integral over
the collective coordinate z [which is at the origin
in Eq. (14.7)] will correspond to the integration

in coordinate configuration over the vertex vari-
able.

Equation (14.7) should really be considered as
our final result for the space-time dependence of
the fermion Green’s function. But it would be
enlightening if we could represent it in terms of
an effective Lagrangian.

We found that the effective Lagrangian can best
first be written in the form

f
eri=c [T @) @1,) (14.8)
s=1

where w is some fixed Dirac spinor with isospin
3. Owing to Fermi statistics, the various terms
of the determinant in (14.7) will arise with the ap-
propriate minus signs so that we may limit
ourselves to sources J,, that are diagonal in s
and ¢:

For = (%)d, . (14.9)

Here J may still contain Dirac matrices.
In the presence of this source, the amplitude

from the effective interaction (14.8) would be

c H - BS p(x)J (%)S p(= x)0] (14.10)
where the minus sign comes from the Fermi statis-
tics and the Sp(x) are the Dirac propagators for
massless fermions in coordinate configuration,

Y

Spx)= T rouk (14.11)

Comparing this with (14.7), at large x*, we find

that we must require (leaving aside temporarily
the other contributions to the overall constant)

(rxw ) (@ %) = x*u g,

(14.12)
C= ()Y,

where we may sum over the isospin index @ but

not over the Dirac components. Now from (14.3)

one can derive

Z uaﬁa =% (1 - 75) ’ (14.13)
o

so we must require the w, to be such that
D W@, =3(1+y,). (14.14)

[+

Thus, the w, are some parity reflection of « .
There is clearly no gauge-invariant solution to

(14.14), so our effective Lagrangian (14.8) is ap-
parently not gauge invariant. But note that we
only wish to reproduce the amplitude (14.7) for
gauge-invariant currents J,. Thus, any gauge
rotation of (14.8) does the same job. We get a
gauge-invariant £°f if we average over the whole
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group of gauge rotations:

eett_ C<ﬁ (¥w) (Gll)s)> )

where the brackets { ) denote the average for all
gauge rotations of w. We can then derive

(14.15)

(W@ =7 84 (1+7,) , (14.186)

and, for instance,
2
(I G @) = & @om o - smot)e™
s=1 1 2 1 2
X P (L+y)PBrp oL s )P .

(14.17)

The Lagrangian (14.15) only acts on the left-
handed spinors. The parity-reflected Euclidean
pseudoparticles will give a similar contribution

acting on the right-handed spinors only. So in
total we get £°*f of (14.15) plus its Hermitian con-
jugate.

Note that we obtain products of fermion fields,
such as (14.17), that violate only chiral U(1) in-
variance. They have the chiral-symmetry prop-
erties of the determinant of an N*x N matrix in
flavor space and are therefore still invariant under
chiral SUWNY) x SUNN’). The symmetry violation is
associated with an arbitrary phase factor ¢*'* in
front of the effective Lagrangians. If other mass
terms or interaction terms occur in the Lagrangian
that also violate chiral U(1), then they may have
a phase factor different from these. We then find
that our effective Lagrangian may violate P in-
variance, whereas C invariance is maintained.
Thus we find that not only U(1) invariance but
also PC invariance can be violated by our effect.

XV. CONVERGENCE OF THE p INTEGRATION

The entire expression that we now have for the effective Lagrangian is

872
£ (2)dz = 214+3Nf,"6+2Nfg-8d4Z f p-5+31vfdp exp{— 2 T(Tu)] +1n(pp) [?_ L Z NS@)C(t) - ng]
:

f
+A- ‘; NS@)A({) - NfB} <ﬁ (¥sw) (a¢s)> +H.c., (15.1)

with
(W @,) =7 0,g(1+7y), ete.,

and the numbers A,A(?), B, C(t) as defined before.

The p dependence has been changed because the
effective Lagrangian (14.8) is not dimensionless.

We see that this integral converges as p—~0
(except when there are very many scalars). But
there is an infrared divergence as p—. In an
unbroken color gauge theory for strong inter-
actions this is just one of the various infrared dis-
asters of the theory to which we have no answer.
But in a weak-interaction theory it is expected
that the Higgs field provides for the cutoff. Let
there be a Higgs field with isospin ¢ and vacuum
expectation value F. Let its contribution to the
original Lagrangian be

&¥=_D,*D, % - V(2). (15.2)

Formally, no classical solution exists now, be-
cause the Higgs Lagrangian tends to add to the
total action of the pseudoparticle a contribution
proportional to F2, but this can always be re-

-

duced by scaling to smaller distances, until the
action reaches the usual value 87%/g? when the
field configuration is singular.

On the other hand, it is clear that the quantum
corrections, as can be seen in (15.1), act in the
opposite way. There must be a region of values
for p where the quantum effects compete with the
effects due to the Higgs fields.

Tohandle this situation rigorously we alter
slightly the philosophy of Sec. II. In Euclidean
space it is not compulsory to consider only those
classical fields for which the action is stationary.
We will now look at approximate solutions of the
classical equations, so that the total action is only
a slowly varying function of one collective param-
eter, p.

We simply postulate the gauge field A to have the
same configuration as before, with certain value
for p, and now choose the Higgs field configuration
in such a way that the total action is extreme. Only
those infinitesimal variations thatare pure scale
transformations donot leave the action totally invari-
ant, but nevertheless the parameter p gets the full
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treatment as a collective variable.
As will be verified explicitly, the dominant

values for p will be those where the quantum effects

and the Higgs contribution are equally important.
Since the quantum effects are small we expect
that there

p<1/M,, (15.3)

which implies that the Higgs particle may be con-
sidered as approximately massless. Let us scale
toward

p=1, IF] ~1, MP2~AF?«<1,
The equation for this field will be approximately
2% —
b #=0, (15.4)
B*(y—o0)=F2,

The solution to that is a zero-eigenvalue mode of
the familiar operator (2.22):

j1=0, l=j2=q)

(15.5)
2] - (12) 171,
The contribution to the classical action is
s"= [[- D,*D,® - V(®)ld*. (15.6)
The first term is (observing that x, A ¢'=0)
- fau(Q*Dué)d4x=— f«p*a,cbd%
|4 s
= 41%qF?. (15.7)

The second term in (15.6) is of order AF*, where
A is a small coupling constant. If we scale back
to arbitrary p, then the Higgs field factor in the
total expression is

expS” = exp[- 41%¢F?p? - O(\FpY)]. (15.8)

We see that the second term in the exponent may
be neglected at first approximation.

Thus (15.8) multiplies the integrand in (15.1)
and the p integration is now completely conver-
gent. The integration over p yields a factor

F(dmPqF)2-/ ¥ -cp3NT L 0 2) (15.9)
where
C=4%-%> N()C(t)- 3N". (15.10)
t
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APPENDIX: PROPERTIES OF THE n SYMBOLS

The group SO(4) is locally equivalent to SO(3)
X 80(3). The antisymmetric tensors A ,, in SO(4)
having six components form a 3+ 3 representation
of SO(3) X SO(3). The self-dual tensors

AL, =5€,,05 08 A1)

transform as 3-vectors of one SO(3) group. We
now define the n symbols, in a way very similar
to the Dirac y matrices:

A= N Aa s

(A2)
a=1,2,3, up,v=1,...,4

is a covariant mapping of SO(3) vectors on self-
dual SO(4) tensors. A convenient representation
is

if p,v=1,2,3

Napv = €auw
Naav = = 040, (A3)
Naua = Oqu »

Naas =0

Let us also define
ﬁauu = (— 1)6u4+6V4nau.v . (A4)

The symbols 7,,, will then do the same with vec-
tors of the other SO(3) group and tensors B, that
are minus their own dual.

We have the following identities:

Now = 2€uvagTaas » Tauv = = 2€uvagTlaas » (A5)
Nawr = = Navp > (A6)
Mo Mouw = 4005 » (AT)
Mo Mapa = 30,0 (A8)
Naww Maww = 12, (A9)
Naws Narr = Ourin = 0uabp+ €upr (A10)

ékhnauv + ékvnalu + 6kuna v).+ naokehu,uq = 0 ’ (All)

Naww Mour = Oa60a+ €apeTleva » (A12)
€ateMouvMerr = OueTava = OuaTlave = OvrMapat Soallanr 5

(A13)
NauvTour =0 (A14)

Narw Toer = NaraToew - (A15)
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