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It is shown that chiral-dynamical models for the pion-nucleon system can be obtained simply by requiring
that the source function in the pion field equation be expressible as a complete divergence. Both nonderiva-
tive and derivative pion-nucleon couplings are considered. The nonderivative-coupling case yields models
with one coupling constant, while the derivative-coupling case leads to models involving two coupling
constants. Since our approach avoids the use of chiral symmetry, it does not raise the problems associated
with a broken symmetry. It is also suggested that the nonlinear pion-nucleon coupling, arising from the diver-
gence condition, might very well represent a fundamental coupling rather than merely an effective coupling.

I. INTRODUCTION

HEN confronted with phenomena whose basic

nature is unknown, it is often helpful to search for
analogies with other phenomena that are better under-
stood. The theories of electromagnetic and gravitational
interactions have been developed to the extent where
they are considered to be in the latter category, and
are found to have significant similarities.! The funda-
mental basis of strong and weak interactions, on the
other hand, is not well known. The purpose of this
investigation is to explore the theory of strong interac-
tions by emphasizing an analogy between the meson
field equations and the electromagnetic and gravita-
tional field equations. We shall confine ourselves to the
interaction of pions and nucleons in this paper, while
other mesons and baryons will be included in sub-
sequent papers.

Since the source functions in the electromagnetic
and gravitational field equations represent the current
four-vector and the total energy-momentum tensor,
they satisfy the condition of vanishing divergence, and
it seems reasonable to look for appropriate divergence
conditions for the source functions in the meson field
equations. However, the source function in the pion
field equation does not carry any tensor index, and we
cannot demand that its divergence vanish. We shall,
instead, impose the requirement that for the pion-
nucleon system this source function be expressible as a
complete divergence, and thus the pion field equation
should be of the form

(O2—m2)m=0,]5. (1.1)

It is also natural to assume that the Lagrangian density,
which yields (1.1), should involve derivatives of the
lowest possible order.

In recent years Weinberg,? Schwinger,® and others*
have proposed Lagrangian schemes with broken chiral

1S. N. Gupta, Phys. Rev. 96, 1683 (1954).

2 S, Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Letters 18, 188 (1967).

s J. Schwinger, Phys. Letters 24B, 473 (1967).

4 For a review of Lagrangian schemes with chiral symmetry,
see S.) Gasiorowicz and D. A. Geffen, Rev. Mod. Phys. 41, 531
(1969).
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symmetry, which seem promising in the light of experi-
mental results. We shall show that all the chiral-sym-
metry results together with the symmetry-breaking
terms for the pion-nucleon system can be obtained
simply as a consequence of requiring that the pion field
equation be expressible in the form (1.1). Evidently,
the field equation (1.1) can be written

aﬂ(JAB—auﬂ)="m2"; (1.2)

which can be interpreted as the well-known condition®®
for the partially conserved axial-vector current (PCAC),
if we regard J,;—9,= with appropriate normalization
as the PCAC current. Thus, in the present treatment we
regard the PCAC condition as fundamental but completely
avoid the use of chiral symmetry.”

Apart from its basic simplicity, our formulation has
the following conceptual advantages.

(1) The analogy between the pion field equation
and the electromagnetic and gravitational field equa-
tions suggests that the nonlinear pion-nucleon couplings
resulting from our treatment might represent funda-
mental couplings and not merely effective couplings.

(2) Since we do not make use of the broken chiral
symmetry, we are not faced with the question of why
and how this symmetry is broken.

(3) There is no temptation here to introduce the
scalar ¢ meson.

We shall first consider the case of the nonderivative
pion-nucleon coupling in Secs. IT and III, then con-
sider the case of the derivative pion-nucleon coupling
in Secs. IV and V, and subsequently establish the
relationship between them in Sec. VI, where the role
of the chiral symmetry will also be briefly discussed.

We shall take c=7%=1, denote the space-time coor-
dinates as %, = (%1,%9,%3,i%0). treat the v, as Hermitian
matrices, and use boldface letters to denote isovectors.

5 M. Gell-Mann and M. Lévy, Nuovo Cimento 16, 705 (1960).

6Y. Nambu, Phys. Rev. Letters 4, 380 (1960).

7 The fundamental role of the PCAC condition in the deriva-
tion of Lagrangian schemes for the pion-nucleon system has also
been recognized by other authors. See, e.g., D. B. Fairlie and
K. Yoshida, Phys. Rev. 174, 1816 (1968); R. Dashen and M.
Weinstein, sbid. 183, 1261 (1969).

1123



1124 S. N.

An asterisk will be used to denote the complex conjugate
of a number or the Hermitian conjugate of an operator.

II. LAGRANGIAN FORMALISM WITH NON-
DERIVATIVE PION-NUCLEON COUPLING

In order to examine the restrictions imposed on the
Lagrangian density for a pilon-nucleon system by the
divergence condition, we begin by considering the
general nonlinear form?®

L=Lort+ Loyt LartLay, (2.1)

where
Lor=—3(0um dym+tm’m-x) (2.2)
Lov=—N(y-0+M)N, (2.3)
Ler=a(z*)4b(x")dym - dumtc(n?) (=-0um)?, (24)
L.y=—MNa(ivse-=)N . (2.5)

Since (vsx-=)2=m=?, the function « can be expressed as

a(tyse =) =s(=?)+ 20t (=) ysx - =, (2.6)

and thus L involves the five unknown Hermitian
functions a(x?), b(=?), c(=?), s(=?), and #(=?). It is the
most general isospin-invariant Lagrangian density
with nonlinearity in the pion field such that L, is at
most bilinear in the derivative of the pion field, and
L.y contains no derivative coupling. Because L must
reduce to the free Lagrangian density Lo+ Loy in the
absence of interaction, it is required that

a(0)=a’(0)=56(0)=s5(0)=0,

where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to

the argument, which is =2
The above Lagrangian density yields the nucleon

field equations
0Ny, =MN (1454 2ityse =),
YO N =—M(1+s+2ityse =)N

(2.7)

(2.8)

and the pion field equation

(Q2—m)m=2Ms'NNx+4Mt' (Niyse-nN)n
+2MtNiyseN —2a'=+2¢ (= 0,7)
+4b (7 9um)dum+-2(c—0)0u (% Opm) =

+20 (= O2m)=+200%x.  (2.9)

In order that (2.9) be expressible in the form (1.1),
J.s must evidently be of the form

Jus=BNiv,yseN +d(=?) (z- dym)mte(n?)dum, (2.10)
with

B=const, ¢(0)=0, (2.11)

81t is understood that the ILagrangian density consists of

ordered products of field operators, although for simplicity we

have omitted the ordered-product notation. See S. N. Gupta,

Phys. Rev. 107, 1722 (1957).
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where 8 is required to be a constant rather than a
function of =2 because the terms bilinear in the nucleon
field in (2.9) do not involve any derivative of the pion
field. Substitution of (2.10) into (1.1) gives

(O2—m2)m=B(8,N )iy, vseN +BNiv,ysw0,N
+-2d' (m - 0ym)?m+dd, (= Opm) =

+(d+2¢) (m-9ym)dym+eO2=, (2.12)
so that, on simplification with the help of (2.8),
(1—e)O2x=2MB(1+s5)NivseN —4MBINN =
+2d (= 0um)2m+do, (= Oum)m
+(d42¢) (= 3,m)dym+-mim.  (2.13)

By obtaining the value of %= from (2.13) and
substituting it into (2.9), we obtain

5" (1—e)+2(1—2b— 20/ =218 JMN N
+2[t(1—e)+(20—1) (145)8 M NiyseN
+4[¢ (1—e)+b' (14+5)8]M (Nivse- =N )=
+[20' (e—1)4 (20— e)m?+20"m?=2 ]x
+[4' (1—e)+ (20— 1) (d+2¢) J(x - 9um) 9z
F[2(c—b)(1—e)+(26—1)d+2b'd=2]0 . (% ym) =
+2[¢' (1 — )+ (26— 1)d'+b' (d+2€')+ 25 d' =]

X(x-9,m)x=0. (2.14)

The above equation can be satisfied only if the co-
efficients of the terms involving NNz, Niysel,
(Niyse-=N)m, =, (%-9,m)0um, 0u(m-9,m)=, and
(m-9,m)*x vanish separately. The solution of the
resulting differential equations leads, as shown in
Appendix A, to the following relationships.
Let us put

HO)=7, (2.15)
so that f can be interpreted as a coupling constant
that specifies the first-order pion-nucleon coupling in
(2.5). The constant § is then given by

B=7.

The functions s and ¢ are not determined uniquely, but
they satisfy the relation

(14s)2+4pn?=1,

while the functions g, b, ¢, d, and e can be expressed in
terms of f, s, and f as

(2.16)

(2.17)

1—2a' /m2=—5'/2t, (2.18)
1—2b=2/f2, (2.19)
c=(—35")/2 /22, (2.20)

d=Q/ Nl ~C(1+5)],  (2.21)
e=1—(t//)(14s). (2.22)
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III. SPECIAL NONDERIVATIVE-COUPLING
MODELS

The divergence condition provides the four relations
(2.17), (2.18), (2.19), and (2.20), which are to be
satisfied by the five functions a, b, ¢, s, and ¢ appearing
in the Lagrangian density. Therefore, all these functions
can be determined only by choosing one of them in some
appropriate manner. We shall now discuss three special
models such that in each model one of the functions
a, b, and ¢ vanishes. This simple procedure, as we shall
see, yields all the models considered by Chang and
Giirsey.®

Model A
We first consider the model obtained by putting

a=0. (3.1)
Then, according to (2.18),
—s'/2ft=1
or, on using (2.17),
[1— (1470 = — (/=)
which gives, in view of the condition (2.7),
s=cos(2fv/=%)—1, (3.2)
and, on using (2.17) again,
i=(1/2+4/=2) sin(2f/=?). (3.3)

Substitution of (3.2) and (3.3) into (2.19)-(2.22)
gives all the functions appearing in L.y, Lxx, and Jys,
and thus

L.y=—M[cos(2fv/=)—1]NN

—M 1/ =)sin(2fv/=)Niysz-=N, (3.4)
Lew=3[1— (/45500 2/ )]
X[Opm-0ym— (m-9um)?/=2], (3.5)
Jus= fNivyseN+(1/a)[1— (1/4fv/ =)
Xsin(4 /=) [=20,m— (m-dym)=]. (3.6)
Model B
To obtain another model we require that
=0, 3.7
so that (2.19), together with (2.15), yields
t=f, (3.8)
and, on using (2.17),
s=(1—42=)12—1, (3.9)

Again, the above values of s and ¢ enable us to determine

9 P. Chang and F. Giirsey, Phys. Rev. 164, 1752 (1967).
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all the required functions, and lead to the results
Ley=—M[(1—47%=")"2—1INN

—2fMNiysz-=N, (3.10)
Law=(m2/4f2)[ (1 —4f2m2)12 =142 f2m?]
—2£2(1—4 /22 (m-9,m)?, (3.11)
Jus=fNivyyseN —4f2(1 —4 f2m2) 12 (e - )
+[1— (=422 ]9, (3.12)

This model was suggested by Gell-Mann and Lévy,5 and
further developed by Weinberg? and by Brown.!

Model C
If we put
=0, (3.13)
it follows from (2.20) that
is2=¢ or —35=2,

where, in addition to £(0) = f we have used the condition
s'(0) = — 22, which is obtained by differentiating (2.17)
with respect to =? and then putting =*=0. The above
relation becomes, on using (2.17),

[1=(1+s)] =—(1/2),

which gives, when integrated with the condition (2.7),

s=—=2f2m2 (14 f2=2)!, (3.14)
and, on using (2.17) again,
t=f(14 =) (3.15)

After determining the required functions with the
help of (3.14) and (3.15), we obtain

Loy =2M P22 (14 22NN —2M (14 f2m2) 1

XNivsw-=N, (3.16)
Lyr=3m[x2— (1/f2) In(14 f2x2) ]
+3[1— 1+ 22 2](0um-9um),  (3.17)
J,,5=f]Vi’y,.'75‘=N—2f2(1+f27:2)“2(1c-6,,1':)7:
+[1—(1—f2=) (14 2229, m.  (3.18)

This model is related to the work of Schwinger discussed
in Sec. V.

Besides the above three models, we have been able
to find two other reasonably simple models correspond-
ing to d=0 and s’ =const, respectively. The values of s
and ¢ for these models are

s=(144?x%)"12—1,
for d=0, and

s=—2fm,

t= f(1-+4 frm2)112

t=f(1 _f2ﬂ2)1/2

for s’ =const. The derivation of L.y, Lsr, and J,5 from
the above values of s and ¢ is quite straightforward.

07, S. Brown, Phys. Rev. 163, 1802 (1967).
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IV. LAGRANGIAN FORMALISM WITH DERIVA-
TIVE PION-NUCLEON COUPLING

We shall now reinvestigate the Lagrangian formalism
of Sec. IT by giving up the condition that L,y contains
no derivative coupling and assuming instead that L,y
contains a single derivative of the pion field. Thus, we
retain the Lagrangian density of Sec. IT except that
L.y, given by (2.5), is replaced by

Lov=0o1(z=)Niy st 0,aN Fas(w2)Niy,z =X, mN
Fas(w?) (m-0,m)Niyyyse =N, (4.1)

with a1, as, and 3 unknown Hermitian functions of =2
In addition, we must now include analogous terms in
the general form of J,.s, which becomes

Jus=B1(=*) Niv,yseN 4. Eﬂ?)N 1y XaN
+85(=?) (Niyuyse-=N)=

+d(=2) (% dum)m+e(m2)d,m.  (4.2)

The Lagrangian formalism yields the nucleon field
equations

au]V'Yu =NEM —Q@YuYsT 0T — syt mX0um
“ag(ﬂ'auﬂ)i'}’u')’f’)"ﬂj: (4 3)
VuOulV = — EM —outy Yt 8“,”,,_0[2{7"1- ‘X ‘

—az(m-um)ivyse = N,
and the pion field equation

(O2—m) =
=3, LaiNiy,vseN +aelNiy, e X wN

+asm(Nivyse  wN) ]—2=[a) Nivyyse-0,mN
Fa) Niyye- mXdumN +as’ (- 0,m)Niy,oys- =N ]
FasNiy x X 3w N —asNiyvs (2 =)0,=N
—asNiy oys(m-9,m) N
—2a'm+2¢ (= ym) 2440 (% 9ym) I
+2(c—b")9, (% 9um) =+ 20" (= O%x) =

+2600%.  (4.4)

On the other hand, substitution of (4.2) into the
divergence condition (1.1) gives

N. GUPTA AND W. H. WEIHOFEN

(O2—m?)m=0,[B1Niv,vsxN +B:Niy, x X =N
485w (Niyuyse-wN) ]+2d' (= 0,m) %

+dd, (= 0,m)n+ (d+2¢) (= dm)dum+e0?m.  (4.5)

The total divergence terms appearing in (4.4) and
(4.5) have the same structure, and they can be simplified
by using the nucleon field equations (4.3) and the
commutation property of the isospin matrices

[ Ax]=2ixXA, (4.6)
along with the standard vector identities such as
X (eXdm) = (2 0m)m— (v =)0y,
(v m)maXIm= (v =Xdym)=
—(m-dm) e Xn+=2eXdxw.  (4.7)

Thus, it is possible to express (4.4) as

(2 —m)m=2Mo1NiyseN +2Mas(Niysz =N )=
+ (20 —as— 20100 — 2000572) (- 0, ) N iy yyselV
— ey —az— 20300 — 209057%) (Niy v 57 - 9umV ) m
—2(0 —a*tases) NViys - mXd,mN)=
+2(ay’ —ad+oas) (7 9,m) Nive X =N
+2(a2+a12+a22ﬂ2)]\7’57“1 XdumN
—20'm+2¢ (m - 9,m) w440 (7 9,7)0,uw
+2(c—)0, (= 9ym)=+2b (= O2m)=+2000%x%, (4.8)

and (4.5) as

(1—e)0%x=2MB:NiyseN +2MBs(Nivst - =)=
+2(81 —aBa—asBom®) (= 0,m) Nivy,yseN
+2(B5" —asBstasBs) (- 9,m) (Ni’YWs‘C ‘alN)=
+ (8s+2a9B1+2as8:%2) (Ni'y,.ym -0umN)w
+2(asB82—a18s) (Niy - = Xd,mN )=
+ (Bs+ 20182 — 2a:81) Ny yse - =N) 9,
+2(8y —asBotasBr) (m- 6,‘7:).2\7’5')/,.‘\': X=N
+ (824201814 228272) Ny e X3,V
+2d (= ym)2m+-do, (= I,m) =

+(d+2¢) (= 0,m)0 m+mi=.  (4.9)

By obtaining the value of (O%x from (4.9) and sub-
stituting it into (4.8), we find

[2MB1(1—2b) —2Ma;(1—e) J(NiyseN) +[2MBs (1 —2b) —4 MY (81+8572) — 2Maz(1—e) J(Nivst =V )=
+[2(B1 —a1Bs—azBam?) (1 —2b) — (2ay’ — a3 — 2a100 — 2a003%?) (1—€) (% 9,um) (Vv yseN)
+[2(85 —asBs+asBs) (1—2b) — 28" (281’ +B5 — 2asB1+285 72 — 2098572) ] (m+ 0,%) Wiy vt wV ) w
+[ (B34 2981+ 20s85m2%) (1 —2b) — 28" =2 (B34 20281+ 200983%2) + (20 — vz — 20100 — 2e000u3m2) (1 —e) ]
X (Niv st 0,mN ) m+[ 2 (asB82—a1Bs) (1—20) +28' (Ba+ 20181+ 20:185m2) — 2 (e? —ay’ —anas) (1—e) ]
X (Niyue = XumN)m+[ (8s+2a182— 2cs81) (1—20) TV ivyse - =N )9, =
+[2(B2 —asBatazBr) (1—28)+2 (a2 —as —anas) (1 —e) J(m- 9,m) (Niy, o XwV)
+L (B2 201814 2c5872) (1 —2b) — 2 (0 +avatas?m?) (1 —€) J(Niy, e X3umN) —[ 20’ (e— 1)+ (26— ) m2+ 2" m2=? =
—[4b'(1—e)+(2b—1)(d+2¢) J(m-0um)0um—[2(c—b") (1 —e)+ (26— 1)d+20"d=2 ]9, (= - 0 =) =

—2[¢' (1 =€)+ (2b—1)d'+b' (d+2¢')+2'd' =2 ] (% 8 )2 =0.

(4.10)
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Again, as in Sec. II, the coefficients of all the terms on
the left-hand side of (4.10) must vanish separately.
Then, after solving the differential equations, as shown
in Appendix B, we arrive at the following results.

By introducing two functions s(=?) and #(=?) such
that

(14s) =1,

s0)=0, «(0)=F, (4.12)

it is possible to express the functions a, b, ¢, d, and e
again in terms of f, s, and ¢ by means of the relations
(2.18) to (2.22). We also put

a1(0)=g, (4.13)

so that g can be interpreted as a coupling constant that
specifies the first-order pion-nucleon coupling in (4.1).
We are then able to express the functions ai, as, and a3
in terms of g, f, 5, and ¢ as

(4.11)
with

=gt/ [,
ar=s/2x2, (4.14)
as=(2¢/ LA+t —s't4st/227],
and the functions By, 82, and B; as
ﬂl:g(l'*'s) ’
Bo=—2/t, (4.15)
Bs=—gs/=2.

Note the appearance of two independent coupling
constants f and g in the above relations.

V. SPECIAL DERIVATIVE-COUPLING MODELS

It is possible to obtain derivative-coupling models
corresponding to those described in Sec. ITI. However,
L.y and J,s now acquire a more complicated form,
although L., remains the same. The first two models
described below have not been derived before with two
coupling constants, while the third model has been given
by Schwinger.

Model A’

When a=0, the functions b, ¢, d, ¢, s, and ¢ have the
same values as in Model A of Sec. ITI. Moreover, the
functions a1, as, as, 81, B2, and B3 can be determined by
substituting the values of s and £, given by (3.2) and
(3.3), into (4.14) and (4.15). We thus obtain

L.y=(g/2fv/=) sin(2f+/=%) Niv,vsz-0u=N
—(1/72) sin(fv/=2)Niy,z- = Xd=N
+(g/=)[1—(1/2f/=*) sin(2f/=*) ]
X (m-0,m)Niyyse =V, (5.1)

Jus=g cos2fv/=)Niv,yseN — (f/+/=)sin (2 /=)
X Niye XaN~+(g/=2)[1—cos(2fv/=2)]
X (Niyyse-wN)m+(1/2)[1— (1/4f/ =)

Xsin(4fv/ =) [#2d,m— (=-dum)m]. (5.2)
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Model B’

This model, for which =0, corresponds to Model B
of Sec. III. By following the same procedure as described
above for Model A’, we find ~

L.y=gNivvse-dumN — (1/222)[1— (1 —4 f2=2)2]
XNy 7w XdmlN — (g/w)[1— (1 —4 f2=2)~12]

X (= 3um)Nivyse- =N, (5.3)
Jus=g(1—4 /=) 2N iy,yseN —2 fNiye X =N
+(g/m)[1—(1—4 2= V2] (Niy,ysn- =)=
APl — AP (3 )
+[1—(1—4f2=2)2 ]9 . (5.4)

Model C’

The model, obtained by taking ¢=0, corresponds to
Model C of Sec. III, and gives

Low=g(14 =) Niy,yse-9umN
— f2(1+ f2=2) " Niyz- = X0umN

Jus=g(1— =) (14 =) ‘Niy,yseN
2 (14 Py Niy,e XN
+2gf2(1+ 2=t (Ni’)’p')’a‘v -xN)=
—22(14f2=2) "2 (% Q)=
+[1—(1— f2?) (14 f*=?) "2 ]0um,

in agreement with Schwinger’s results.?

It is, of course, possible to obtain additional deriva-
tive-coupling models as indicated in Sec. III.

The constants g and f appearing in the above models
remain unrelated unless additional considerations are
introduced into the formalism.! Moreover, since
L.y can be expanded in powers of f?, it is sufficient to
require that g and f2 be real to ensure that L,x is
Hermitian. We shall, however, for simplicity take f
itself to be real.

(5.5)

(5.6)

VI. CHIRAL SYMMETRY AND TRANSFORMATION
OF PION-NUCLEON COUPLING

Let us define a function U (iyse- =) as
U=1+4s42ityse = (6.1)

in terms of the functions s(=?) and #(=?) of Secs. II
or IV which satisfy the relation

(1+4s)24-48m2=1. (6.2)
Then,
U*U = (1+s)24-482=2=1,
so that U is unitary and
Ul=U*=14s—"2ityss =. (6.3)

1t Such considerations have been advanced, e.g., by J. Schwinger,
Phys. Rev. Letters 18, 923 (1967).
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It can also be established, with the help of (6.2), that

U= (14-35)12ki (14-3s) P yge-m,  (6.4)
which implies that
(U:tl/2>* — U:F1/2 , Va U2 = U:F”Q’y,, . (6.5)

Evidently, in the nonderivative-coupling case the
sum of (2.3) and (2.5) takes the form

Loy+Lin=—NH-0+MU)N.
We also find that
Tr(8,U3,U") =8[d,m- 0y
+ (52441224 44t") (= - 9um)? ],

where Tr denotes the trace of the products of isospin
matrices, and consequently, by virtue of (2.19), (2.20),
and (6.2),

—(1/16f?) Tr(8,U8,U™")
=—3(1-2b)d,m- dum—+c(m-9um)2.

6.6)

(6.7

Thus, the sum of (2.2) and (2.4) can be expressed as
LoztLar=—(1/16f2) Tr(8,U9,U~")+L", (6.8)

where
w2 2a’
L'=—im’z>+a= —%m2/ (1 - -—>(7(ﬂ2)
0 m?
or, in view of (2.18),
m2 72
L'=— [ —d(=?. (6.9)
a5ty 1

In the derivative-coupling case, the sum of Ly
and L.y becomes, on the substitution of (4.14) into

(4.1),

Lon+Loy=—N(v-0+M)N+(g/ ))iNiy,yse-0,=N

+(s/27))Niy e =X 3,m=N +(g/ HL2(1+5)
—25't+st/72 ] (=m0, m)Niry,ysn =N,

and it can be verified by direct calculation that (6.10)
can be put in the form

Lon+Liy=—N(v-0+M)N
—[(+8)/2 W (U0,U-15)N
—[(/~8)/2f N (U720, U)N,
while Lo,+L.- is again given by (6.8).

The relations (0.6), (6.11), and (6.8) exhibit chiral
symmelry except for the symmelry-breaking term L', which
disappears only if the pion mass is unrealistically assumed
to vanish.?

(6.10)

(6.11)

12 Properties of the Lagrangian-density terms of the form (6.6),
(6.11), and (6.8) under chiral transformations have been dis-
cussed in Ref. 9. Also note that these authors use chiral sym-
metry for the determination of the symmetry-preserving terms
and the PCAC condition for the determination of the symmetry-
breaking terms.
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By putting®

N=U-2N", N=N'U'2, (6.12)
where the second relation follows from the first one by

virtue of (6.5), it is possible to transform (6.6) into the
form

Loy+Lay=—N'(y-d-+M)N’

— Ny (U129, U-2)N', - (6.13)

which shows that the nonderivative pion-nucleon
coupling is equivalent to a special case of the derivative
coupling (6.11) corresponding to g=f. We have also
investigated the Lagrangian formalism by taking a
mixture of the nonderivative and derivative pion-
nucleon couplings, and verified that the nonderivative
coupling can again be eliminated by a unitary trans-
formation so that the total pion-nucleon coupling is
of the form (6.11).

We conclude that (6.11) together with (6.8) provides
the most general form of the Lagrangian density for the
pion-nucleon system that satisfies the divergence con-
dition (1.1). However, the choice among the various
models discussed in Sec. V must await further theoret-
ical and experimental developments.

APPENDIX A: SOLUTION OF EQUATIONS FOR
NONDERIVATIVE-COUPLING CASE

The vanishing of the coeflicient of each of the seven
terms in (2.14) yields the differential equations

s'(1—e)=—2(1—2b—2b'=2)i8, (A1)
t(1—e)=(1—-20)(1+5)8, (A2)

! (1—e)=—b(1+5)8, (A3)
1—2a' /m2=(1—20—2b"=2)/(1—¢) (Ad)
d=4b (1—e)/(1—2b)—2¢ , (A5)
c=b+1d(1—2b—2b'=2)/(1—e), (A6)

o' (1—e) = (1—2b—2b'=2)d’' —b' (d+2¢). (A7)

By putting #?=0 in (A2), we find, in view of (2.7)
and (2.11),

B=1(0)=1. (A8)
It also follows from (A1)-(A3) that
2(145)s' = —4(@F2'x), (A9)
which gives
(1Fs)2 4w =1, (A10)

where the constant of integration is determined by the
condition that s=0 for =?=0.
According to (A2) and (A3), we have

/t=—b/(1—2b)

18 According to Ref. 2, the above transformation can be inter-
preted as a redefinition of the nucleon field operator.
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or
Int=% In(1—20)+Inf,
where we have used the condition that 6=0 and
t=f for =*=0, and thus
1-2b=2/12. (A11)
On using (A8) and (A11), we also obtain from (A2)
e=1—(t/)(1+). (A12)
The relation (A4) becomes, by virtue of (Al) and
(A8),
1—2d' /mi=—s'/24t, (A13)

while (A5) gives, with the help of (A11) and (A12),
d=2/fHlts’ =t (1+s)]. (A14)

By using (A11), (A12), and (A14), and simplifying
by means of (A9) and (A10), it is possible to express
(A6) as

o= — (2/ 1) (b5t +12%) (A15)

or
o= (li—1s'2) /2P, (A16)

It can also be verified that (A7) is indeed satisfied by
b, e, d, and ¢, given by (A11), (A12), (A14), and (A15).

APPENDIX B: SOLUTION OF EQUATIONS FOR
DERIVATIVE-COUPLING CASE

The differential equations resulting from the vanish-
ing of the coefficients of all the terms in (4.10) are given
by

B1(1—2b) =a1(1—¢), (B1)
Bs(1—2b) —2b (B1+B3=%) =as(1—e), (B2)
2[B1 —Baartas=?) J(1—20)
=201 —a;—2as(aitas=?) J(1—e), (B3)
(Bs' —asBstasBe) (1—20)
—b'[Bs+281 +285' = — 2as(B14-Bs%) ]=0, (B4)

(854202 (B1+B8572) J(1—2b) — 26" = 85+ 2a2(B1+B57%) ]
= —[2&1/ —a3—2a2(a1+013ﬂ2)](1—3> ) (BS)

(asBs—a1Bs) (1—28)+b'[Ba+2a1 (B1+Bs=2) ]

= (a2 —a’ —anas) (1 —e), (B6)
(B3 2a18s—2asB1) (1—20) =0, (B7)
(By —azBatasB1) (1—20)
= —(a?—a) —aiaz)(1—e), (B8)
(Ba+ 20181+ 2089%2) (1 —20)
=2(a12+a2+a22ﬁ2)(1—6) , (B9)

together with the relations (A4)-(A7).
By subtracting 2a» times (Bl) and (2asm®+1)
times (B2) from (BS5), we obtain the simple relation

,31b/= —oq'(l—e)
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or, on using (B1),
o far=—b'/(1=2b),
which has the solution
ar=g(1=2b)"2, o(0)=g. (B10)
It then also follows from (B1) that
Bi=g(1—e)(1—2b)712, B1(0)=g.  (BLI)

By adding (B3), (B5), (B7), and 2=? times (B4), we
find

(By +B5+85'=*) (1—2b—2b'%?) =0

or, (1—2b—2b'%?) being nonzero because it obviously
cannot vanish for #?=0,

By +Bs+Bs'=*=0,
which can be integrated immediately to yield
Bit+Bsmi=g,

where the constant of integration is determined by the
condition B1(0)=g, obtained above. Substitution of
(B11) into (B12) gives

Bs=(g/=)[1—(1—e)(1—2b)"""],

and a further substitution of (B12) and (B13) into (B2)
gives

as=(g/=)[(1—2b—20'=?)/(1—e) —(1—-2b)*]. (B14)
According to (B7),
ﬂ3+201162—201‘zﬁ1=0, (BlS)

while (B9) can be reduced, with the help of (B1), to
the form

(B12)

(B13)

a1B82—2asB1+ 209w (1B —a581) =0

or, in view of (B15),
B3+2as(B14Bs=?) =0. (B16)

By substituting the earlier results into (B15) and (B16),
we can express ap and (s in terms of b and e as

az=(1/2=)[ (1—e)(1—2b)"12—17,
By=(1/2=%)[ (1—e)?/ (1—2b)—1](1—2b)12,

We have now found all of the nucleon functions in
terms of b and e. However, we have used only six of
our nine equations, because only a linear combination
of (B3) and (B4) has been used, while (B6) and (B8)
have not been used at all. When the results for the
nucleon functions are substituted into (B3), (B4),
(B6), and (B8), we obtain in each case the same rela-
tionship between b and e, given by

e

(B17)
(B18)

)
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which yields
(1—e%/(1=2b)+N(1-2b)=2=1, (B19)

where M is the constant of integration. It is convenient
to introduce f, s, and ¢, defined as

14s=(1—e)/(1—2b)1"2,
t=f(1—20)"2,

H=h (B20)
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so that (B19) can be expressed in the form
(1+4s)24-4pm2=1.

By using (B20) and (B21) and remembering that
the relations (A4) to (A7) also hold in the present case,
the functions a, b, ¢, d, and e can be expressed in terms
of s and ¢ in the same form as in Appendix A. Moreover,
the functions ai, as, a3, 81, B2, and B;, when expressed
in terms of s and ¢, give the relations (4.14) and (4.15).

(B21)
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Nonlinear Lagrangian Transformations
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In nonlinear Lagrangian schemes it is useful to transform the nonderivative pion-nucleon coupling into the
derivative coupling. The effect of such a transformation on renormalization constants and closed-loop
diagrams is investigated by direct calculations of the second-order nucleon and pion self-energies and the
fourth-order nucleon-nucleon interaction with the inclusion of the renormalization diagrams. By carefully
combining the contributions of appropriate diagrams, the complete equivalence of the nonderivative and

derivative couplings is demonstrated.

I. INTRODUCTION

RANSFORMATION of the pion-nucleon cou-

plings! has recently been carried out for nonlinear
Lagrangian schemes by various authors.>® It is thus
found that the nonderivative coupling, given by

L.y=—2fMNiyse-mN+22M=2NN
—2nf M=Niyse-=N+0(f9, (1)

can be transformed into the derivative form

L.y'= fNiveyse: 0N — fPNiye- =X 9,mN
+2(1+n) fo (=" 6,,1:)]\_/'1'7,‘151: -mlV
+nfimNiyyse ,mN+0(f*), (2)

where M is the nucleon mass, f is the coupling constant,
and the value of the dimensionless parameter # depends
on the choice of the Lagrangian scheme.? These schemes
also involve nonlinear pion-pion couplings which,
however, are not affected by the transformation and
will not be considered here.

The conversion of (1) into (2) essentially involves a
redefinition of the nucleon field by means of a unitary
transformation. The physical interpretation of the

1 For the older work on this subject, see S. S. Schweber, Infro-

duction to Relativistic Quantum Field Theory (Harper and Row,

New York, 1961), p. 301.

2S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Letters 18, 188 (1967).

3 For a general discussion, see S. Coleman, J. Wess, and B.
Zumino, Phys. Rev. 177, 2239 (1969), and earlier papers quoted
there.

4 For instance, # takes the values —%, 0, and —1, respectively,
in the models referred to as A, B, and C by S. N. Gupta and
W. H. Weihofen, preceding paper, Phys. Rev. D 2, 1123 (1970).

resulting nucleon field is somewhat obscure, since it has
associated with it any number of pion fields, which
appear in the series expansion of the unitary trans-
formation function. Therefore, while there is general
agreement that the tree-diagram contributions remain
unchanged under the above transformation of couplings,
the situation with regard to diagrams with closed loops
is not entirely clear. It is also doubtful whether the
renormalization constants remain unaltered, because
the derivative coupling at least superficially appears to
be more divergent than the nonderivative coupling.

In order to clarify and reinforce the general theo-
retical arguments, we shall investigate the equivalence
of the nonderivative and derivative couplings by direct
calculations of the second-order nucleon and pion self-
energies and the fourth-order nucleon-nucleon inter-
action. As we shall see, the demonstration of equiv-
alence by direct calculations requires extensive
manipulations, and it brings out several interesting
features that afford a deeper understanding of the
relationship between the two couplings.

Besides using the standard notation =, &V, and N for
the pion and nucleon field operators, we shall denote the
pion mass as m to distinguish it from the nucleon mass
M. We shall also take c=7%=1.

II. NUCLEON AND PION SELF-ENERGIES

The second-order self-energy diagrams due to the
nonlinear pion-nucleon coupling are shown in Fig. 1,
where the “leaf” diagrams [Figs. 1(b) and 1(d)] arise



