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A linear SU(n) o model with spin-zero mesons is demonstrated to be renormalizable in the one-loop
approximation for n > 4. The mesons are assigned to the (n,n*)® (n*,n) representation of SU(n) X SU(n).
The model incorporates both Nambu-Goldstone symmetry breaking and explicit symmetry-breaking terms
linear in the fields. The counterterms are evaluated. As an additional four-point coupling is available in the
SU(4) case, the SU(4) model is considered separately. A number of useful relations among the SU(n) f and

d tensors are presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

The o model has been actively studied for almost
twenty years.®? This sustained interest originates
primarily from its ability to incorporate a large
number of general theoretical ideas and its diver-
sity of linear and nonlinear forms. As a result
it has proved to be a useful laboratory for both
theoretical and phenomenological investigations.

For many years the phenomenological studies
employing this model used it only in the tree ap-
proximation, in an effective Lagrangian approach.?
In the tree approximation the model can reproduce
most of the results of current algebra and partial
conservation of axial-vector current (PCAC).®
The vector and axial-vector currents in the model
obey an SU(r) x SU(z) current algebra. The cur-
rent divergences can be constructed to be pro-
portional to the fields. More recently, renormal-
izable models have been considered and the cal-
culations have been carried out in the one-loop
approximation. Numerical work with the linear
SU(2) (Refs. 4 and 5) and SU(3) (Ref. 6) models in
the one-loop approximation indicates that the sec-
ond-order corrections are relatively small (10—
15%) and that the resulting spin-zero mass spec-
trum agrees quite well with experiments.

With the discovery of the fourth quark flavor”
(charm) and the likelihood of additional flavors,?
it is interesting to generalize the linear ¢ model
to include these cases. In this paper we consider
the linear SU(z) ¢ model with »> 4 containing
spin-zero mesons. The model incorporates both
Nambu-Goldstone® and explicit linear symmetry
breaking. We undertake an explicit renormaliza-
tion in the one-loop approximation and isolate the
required counterterms. This will enable numer-
ical work at the one-loop level.

Lee!® and Symanzik!! have independently shown
that the SU(2) o model with linear symmetry
breaking is renormalizable and that only the
counterterms of the symmetric Lagrangian ac-
quire divergent parts. Crater'? investigated the
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SU(3) model with spontaneous symmetry breaking
in the one-loop approximation. Chan and Hay-
maker'® considered the SU(3) model with the addi-
tion of linear explicit symmetry-breaking terms
in the one-loop approximation. Our approach
parallels that of the latter authors.

In Sec. II we outline the general structure of
a linear SU(n) ¢ model containing spin-zero me-
sons and incorporating symmetry-breaking terms
that are linear in the fields. The renormalization
of the model with » >4 in the one-loop approxima-
tion is considered in Sec. III. The renormaliza-
tion procedure in the special SU(4) case is sum-=
marized in Sec. IV. Our conclusions are pre-
sented in Sec. V. A number of useful identities
for the f,,, and d;, tensors of SU(r) are given in
the Appendix.

ijk

II. THE SU(n) LINEAR ¢ MODEL

The SU(z) ¢ model is constructed from the basic
fields M¢ and M2 (a, b=1, ... ,n), where the upper
(lower) index denotes the n (n*) representation
of SU(n) and the unbarred (barred) indices denote
the left- (right-) hand space of chiral SU(r)x SU(n).
These operators obey the linear equal-time com-
mutation relations

[F;,ME]==3(\), M¢ (i=1,... ,n*=1), (2.1)

[F7, M8]=3(\9) M8, ~ (2.2)

[Fy, ME]= (%), M2, (2.3)
and ‘

[F5, ME]==5(09),  ME 2.4)

with F* and F~ the generators of SU(n) x SU ()
which act on the left- and right-hand spaces, re-
spectively. These generators are related to F
and F°, the vector and axial-vector charges, re-
spectively, via

F:=5(F +F%), (2.5)

The field operators also obey the Hermiticity
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relation

(ME)*t =ME ’ (2.6)
and transform under parity as

PMYX, )Pt =M¥(-%,1). (2.7)

These operators of mixed parity can therefore be
decomposed as

- ME=T 4+i®) (2.8)
and
M}=2}- i}, (2.9)
where =2 and 2 denote multiplets of scalar and

pseudoscalar fields, respectively. For matrix
notation we identify

M§=M,, (2.10)

and
(2.11)

Thus the n Xn matrices M and M1 belong to the
(n,n*) and (n*,n) representations of SU() x SU(x),
respectively.

The number of even-parity, chiral-invariant,
renormalizable operators that can be constructed
from M and M' depends onn. For n>4, the only
such invariants are

izt
ME=M],.

I =Tr(MM?), (2.12)

I12=[Tr(MM")}, (2.13)
and

L=Tr(MMT™MM?'). (2.14)

These couplings are invariant.under U(z)x U@).
In the SU(3) and SU(4) cases the additional re-
normalizable coupling

I,=detM +detM? (2.15)

can be used. In these cases it is an n-point coup-
ling and is invariant only under SU () XSU(n).

The chiral invariants can be rewritten in %?-com-
ponent notation using the reduction

M= =N +i9),
where ¢, and o, are the n®-plets (1®n%-1) of
Hermitian pseudoscalar and scalar fields, re-
spectively. Latin indices will be summed from

0 to n® - 1unless otherwise noted. The o, and ¢,
fields transform as the (n,n*)® (e*,n) representa-
tion of SU(z) X SU(r) and have the linear commuta-
tion relations**

[Fi’ ¢f]=ifilk('bk (z =17 e ’nz— 1) ’

[F i 05]1=1f 13404 »

(2.16)

(2.17)
(2.18)

[F?, d)j]:idijko-k.’ (2.19)

and

[Fi,(rj]=—id”kq>k. (2.20)

We now restrict our discussion to the case n>4.
The bare, chiral-invariant, Lagrangian density is
then

C&y=3Tr(8,Mo*M") = 512 +f I 2+f,I,. (2.21)

We assume that the symmetry-breaking Lagran-
gian density transforms as the (z,n*) ® (in*,n)
representation. The simplest form available is
then

Lo =—€,0,, (2.22)

where €, is nonvanishing only for I=Y =0 operat-
ors.

Employing the SU(n) identities given in the
Appendix, the bare Lagrangian can be rewritten
in the n%-component notation as

£=30,0,0%0,+38,0,0"¢, = 512(0,0,+ ,0,)

+5F 51 (0,0,0,0,+ 6,0 ,0,0,)

+2ﬁu.kr°¢01¢k¢z — €05, (2.23)
where
Fin =N i+ 2 S s (2.24)
Fihkl =f104300 + 5 2 1 » (2.25)
and
ignr = 0450, + 0,85, + 0,0, (2.26)
o500 =10 s + A i@ gs ¥ i1y s (2.27)
and
5500 =D s 30 it tkmS mit *F timS mine - (2.28)

To permit a Nambu-Goldstone symmetry real-
ization we define the vacuum expectation value of
the scalar fields using

©]o, |0y=¢,. (2.29)
A new scalar field with vanishing vacuum expec-
tation value is then defined as

S;=0,~ &, (2.30)

Owing to the difficulties inherent in this transla-
tion, we do not normal-order the translated Lag-
rangian.®

The Lagrangian after translation can be written
as

£=%ausiausi+%au¢ia“¢1_ %’nsiisisj - %m?j2¢{¢j
+3F 1 (S;S,5,8,+ ¢,0,;0,0,) + 2F,; ,,5:S;%:0,
+G38:15:5, = 3G, 49:0,5,-E S, (2.31)



20 RENORMALIZATION OF AN SU(n) LINEAR ¢ MODEL IN THE... 533

where
m§;= p20,, = 4F 6,k (2.32)
my=pto = 4R Lt (2.33)
Ge= 3F b (2.34)
G?f:k=_§ﬁii,kl‘sl’ (2.35)
and
Bi=e; 12— 3F jut bk (2.36)

Pgrturbation theory is defined as an expansion
in the powers of X defined via

201, N) =%2-,c(w>. (2.37)

This is effectively an expansion in the number of
closed loops. The varidble X is used only for pow-
er counting and is set equal to unity at the end of
the calculation. This expansion preserves the
symmetry of the Lagrangian order by order.!?

As the final step in the restructuring of the Lag-
rangian, we introduce the ) factors andthe second-
order counterterms giving

£=30,5,04S,+38,0,0%,— 5(m>+X20m?)3,;S S,
- sm2+220m?) 80,0,
+5N(F+N20F) ;,(S:5,5,5,+ 0,0,0,0,)
F2R(F+220F) ;1SS ,0.0,
+ MG +220G)5;,S,S S = 3N(G +228G)?; ,0:0,S,

LR 22k Sl il ijik
-3 E+E)S,, (2.38)

where the second-order counterterms are denoted
by the 8. These counterterms can be separated
into divergent (D) and finite (A) components, i.e.,

0=D+A. (2.39)

Naturally this separation is arbitrary; however,
the finite parts of the divergent Feynman integrals
encountered in the theory can be chosen in a nat-
ural way. Once this is done the A terms are well
defined. The divergent parts of the counterterms
are used to cancel the divergent parts of the in-
tegrals. All physical quantities are then finite.
This renormalization procedure is considered in
detail in the one-loop approximation in Sec. III.

In the definitions of the masses and coupling
constants of the translated Lagrangian, all basic
Lagrangian constants appeared linearly, except
the £,. To ensure that the symmetry of the Lag-
rangian is maintained, only terms to a given order
of A can be retained in the counterterms. Con-
sequently, to second order, the counterterms of
Eq. (2.38) are related to the basic Lagrangian con-
stants by

OF=F(0f,,06,), (2.40)
OF = F(8f,, Of,) , (2.41)
0G5;,=G%;,(0/,00,) +3F ;,,08,, (2.42)
6Gfi:k=G?j:k(6f1!5f2)‘%ﬁi]yk16£l’ (2.43)

2
oms,=m%5(0,2, 0f,, 0f,) = 8F ,,, £,08, (2.44)

2 .
om e =m P (5,2, 0f,, 0f,) = 8F,, ,,£,08,,  (2.45)

and

O ,=E (0,2, 0f,, 0f,, 0€) +mS, 0k, . (2.46)

We conclude the general case by stating the cur-
rents and their divergences. After translation
the vector and axial-vector currents are

V;Z%fkij(sisusj+¢i§u¢j)+fkij‘giausi (2.47)

. and

Ag:dki;‘j’i‘éusj"dku‘giaud’j’ (2.48)
respectively. Employing the Gell-Mann divergence
relation'® one finds

8,V = 1325 (2.49)
and

auA¢=-d”kej¢P. (2.50)

The SU(4) case requires some special considera-
tion as the additional I, four-point coupling is al-
lowed. The bare, symmetric Lagrangian is

Lo=3Tr(8, Mo M) = F U2, +f 12 +f,l, +gl, .

(2.51)

As £, is unchanged, the only major effect of I,
is to modify the F and F couplings. In this case

Fin =38A 0 t (i +38) Thm
+é(f2- i?‘g‘)Jz,;jkl (252)

and

Em==28A 5 t110,0u + 513 3
- %g(JJ%jkl—'Jzijkl)’ (2.53)
where

A, =80,0,00

ijkl i0 7jO RO T 10

—2(0,,0,,0,, +5 symmetric terms)

+v27(6,,d,,, +3 symmetric terms) .
(2.54)

The remainder of the analysis parallels that given
for the general case. Equations (2.49) and (2.50)
are valid only for 7 #0 in the SU(4) model. The
renormalization in the one-loop approximation for
this case is considered briefly in Sec. IV.
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III. ONE-LOOP RENORMALIZATION FOR THE GENERAL
CASE

In this section we demonstrate that the linear
SU@) [n >4] o model is renormalizable in the one-
loop approximation. As indicated above, we in-
corporate both Nambu-Goldstone symmetry break-
ing and explicit symmetry-breaking terms linear
in the fields and transforming according to the
(n,n*)® (n*,n) representation of SU(r) xSU(n). It
is shown that all the divergences can be canceled
by employing only the counterterms of the sym-
metric Lagrangian. These divergent counterterms
are evaluated. )

Consequently, in this demonstration we assume
that only the terms of the symmetric Lagrangian
require divergent counterterms to cancel all
divergences to second order and set

D&,=De;=0. (3.1)

At the conclusion it is clear that D2 Df,, and
Df, are, in fact, sufficient to cancel all second-
order divergences. The Feynman rules for the
Lagrangian of Eq. (2.38) are given in Fig. 1.

L x —iEj
L ipS[ kz]ij
R r iD“"[kz]ij
i % ¢
¢ —-6iG ik,i
\\k
) i
k
i k
i l
ik
N 7
X 8iF|jk|
j' 4 \\\l
i Sk
4 8iFj k)
i M
L —18msﬁ
Looxeoosi —i3mé?

FIG. 1. Feynman rules for the Lagrangian of Eq.
(2.38). Solid lines represent scalar fields and dashed
lines pseudoscalars.

nl
+ crossed
N ml -

FIG. 2. Feynman graph representations of the diver-
gent contributions to the four-point proper scalar vertex
to second order.

To begin, consider the four-point proper scalar
vertex. The diagrams to be evaluated to second
order containing divergent terms are given in
Fig. 2. Straightforward evaluation of these dia-
grams gives the relation

d*l

DF ijkl 4F1]mrlelmn'DZ (2’”) s[(l_p)zlmm'Ds[lzjrm'

+4Fu:mn‘Fkl,m’n'
' '
Crodtl 2
S = (g

+crossed terms. (3.2)

'Da[lz]rm'

To isolate the divergent parts of the Feynman
integrals we expand the propagators about the
point p*=0 and the arbitrary chiral-invariant
mass m?=1? giving

D[(l —P)z]ij=7§%i;

m?, = (PP =20 p+1A)5,,

@ = AP +

(3.3)

This expansion is valid whether or not there is
particle mixing and allows the divergent parts of
integrals to be easily identified.
Equation (3.2) contains the logarithmically di-
vergent integral
B ;,u(p?) =i (2 D[(l ]ijD[lz]kl : (3.4)

Using Eq. (3.3), one finds

B ju(D%) = 5:16k1if(d4l ) lyz)z (3.5)
=9,,0,B(v?). (3.6)

The convergent integral B, ,,(p?% is defined as
B (D?) =B ;5 (p?) = 6,;0,B(v%) . 3.7

Including the crossed terms explicitly, Eq. (3.2)
can now be rewritten as

D 1360 = A e i ikmnFJImn+F¢lmnFikmn
+F” manz,mn+thz,mnFJl,mn
+I’:iz,mnl’:jk,mn)B(V2) . (3.8)

Employing the identities in the Appendix,
F,. F and F,. _F can be reduced to

ijmn® Rimn ijymn~ Rklymn
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“mm i m:"" <’ m_.a /) .
D i i i— ) + crosse
‘< O< P n )<. + crossed < . N\ N

FIG. 3. Feynman graph representahons of the second- FIG. 4. The divergent diagrams in the three-point
order, divergent contributions to the four-point proper proper scalar vertex to second order.
scalar-pseudoscalar vertex.

F iimnFrimn =200 +4)0,,0,,+2(3,,0,,+6,,0,) |+ 31, f,[8r0,,;0 kl+2n(6i16k0610+6h1610610)+4‘]2i1k1]
3,240 + 80,0, +2(0,,0 11+ 040,) + 2V T ol g + 0,08 gy + Oy + O 1) | (3.9)

and

- PN

F{i,mant,mn=f1 n 6i16k1+ Zflfz[gnéuékl_ 2n(0;;0,0,0+ 6,9, JO)]
+ 3/, [4nd 5y +80,;0,,+ 2(8,0,,+0;,0,,) = 2V2n(0;0d jp; + 05 1oy + Dol 43, + 0,645 |- (3.10)

Equation (3.8) can next be rewritten as

DF ,,,=8J},,,[f,2(® + 4) + dnf, f, + 3,2 |B(V?) + 8J%,,,(3f,f, +nfB(V?) . (3.11)
From Egs. (2.24) and (2.40) we also have
DF 4y = Df T 0 + 3DfeT %y - (3.12)
Consequently, the required counterterms are
=8[f,2(n® +4) +4nf, f, + 31,°|B(V?) (3.13)
and |
Df, =161, (3f, +nf2)B (V7). (3.14)

With these values for the second-order counterterms, the four-point proper scalar vertex is finite in
the one-loop approximation. Similarly, these counterterms remove the second-order divergences in the
four-point proper pseudoscalar vertex in an identical calculation.

The four-point proper scalar-pseudoscalar vertex requires separate consideration. The diagrams con-
taining divergences to be evaluated to second order are given in Fig. 3. Requiring the divergent parts of
the amplitude to vanish, one obtains

DF,,, kl—4(‘F F +Fumanz.mn+2Fim.knF/m.zn+ZFm.anjm,kn)B(Vz)- (3.15)
Employing the identities in the Appendix,
FiimnF it mn =2(0% +2)8,;0, 2f1f2[8"6u wr = 20(08;;0,00;0 = 0,000 0) + 2755, ]

+ 315 (40 gy +80,;0,, = 20,0, + Giloﬂz) +2v20 (8,4d 1y + 050 3y = Oyl 55 = O30d ;)| (3.16)

ijsmn™ kimn

and

i‘lm,knﬁimytrI:flzaiiakl*flfzJ?jll+%f22[4nfikmfmjl+2(6116kt+6 O] ' @.17)
Equation (3.15) can now be rewritten as

DF 5 o = 8[(0% +4) f.2+4nf, f, +3f,2]0,,0,,B(V?) +8f,(3f, +nf,)J3,,B (V). (3.18)
From Egs. (2.25) and (2.41) we also have

DF 15,00 =Df10 450, %sz‘]?m . © o (3.19)

Cénsequently, the counterterms of Eqs. (3.13) and (3.14) also render this four-point vertex finite.

The three-point proper scalar and scalar-pseudoscalar vertex calculations reduce to those given above.
First consider the scalar vertex. The diagrams containing second-order divergences are given in Fig. 4.
Requiring the divergent part of the amplitude to vanish, one has

DGS,,=4(GS =G i F e mnt ComnF tamn— G on s F

mny i jeamn mns

Substituting for G* and G® using Eqs. (2.34) and (2.35), and using

imrl jkmn

+ G ijmn— G:n,kﬁu,mn)B(Vz) . (3.20)

ikmn ikymn kmn

DG =%£,DF ) (3.21)
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N om o N m_m
—k )d———k >(i )——k + crossed
i’/ j/l m—n i’/ n-

FIG. 5. The divergent diagrams in the three-point
proper scalar-pseudoscalar vertex to second order.

s
i ( ) P ) ~~m! ; )
im\/n ; imi/nj UEOE»II'] I_nrl‘:\/.#l_, L
FIG. 6. Feynman graph representations of the second-
order contributions to the scalar mass.

[setting D&,=0 in Eq. (2.42)], Eq. (3.20) reduces to Eq. (3.8). Consequently, the divergent part vanishes

by employing the above counterterms.

The diagrams to be considered for the three-point proper scalar-pseudoscalar vertex are given in Fig.
5. Setting the divergent part of this amplitude equal to zero gives

+2G?

ihmn krrm imn jm.kn

DG®, ,=4(F, -F

tj k wmn mnyk

Again, substituting for G® and G* and using

DG?n"' %‘EIDFU,M ’

+26

)B(1?) . (8.22)

¢ﬂ1rkﬂ

(3.23)

this relation reduces to Eq. (3.15). This amplitude does not require any additional counterterms.
The Feynman diagrams for the scalar mass to second order are given in Fig. 6. Requiring that the di-

vergent part of this amplitude vanish, one has

dil

Dmh 4menDZ

dil
- 18GS Gs 'n:Dz (2 )4 s[(l-p)z]mm'

imn

The quadrically divergent integral

d‘*l

Ay=i [ Gl (3.25)

ij

is separated into its finite and divergent parts
using Eq. (3.3). Setting

_ ail 1
AQP) =i _(2,”)4 2 2 (3.26)
one has
A'.J.=A(u2)6ﬁ+(m§j— V26“)B(V2). (3.27)

This reduction gives

DmE=4F,, [A(A)0,, +(mss=v20, )B(A)]
+4Fij mn[‘A(Vz)(3 +(m —V26 )B(Vz)]
_18(szn jmn+G$m,z mn,j)B(Vz) (3'28)

Substituting for m**, m®*, G*, and G® and com-
paring the result with Eq. (3.8), one finds

DS =4(F o+ F oy AR + (02 = v2)B(1?)]
=4, DF,, . (3.29)
From Egs. (2.44) and (2.32)
Dm$3=Dp?d,,—4&,t DF, ., . (3.30)

'..'.“Q--..] [T ".."I.“.--] Lm “‘!-..j (RS i
-

FIG. 7. Feynman diagrams for the second-order
pseudoscalar mass contributions.

D3[1?],,,— 18G?

(2 )4D [lz]mn+4F”’m"Dz @ )4 o[lz]mn

G ot DL | o )4D°[ (1= 0)?] e DO [P - (3.24)

I
Employing the identities in the Appendix and com-
paring terms gives
Du?=8[m*+1)f, +2nf,J[A(W?) + (12 - A)B(1?)].
(3.31)

The pseudoscalar mass calculation parallels
that above. From the diagrams of Fig. 7

[A(VP) 0+ (mS2, = V20 )B(v?)]
F il A ()0, (m &= 26, )B(v?)]
-36G2, G2 B0 . (3.32)
This can be reduced to
D2 =4(F 1yt F iy AW + (12 = v)B(1?)]
- 4¢&,t DF ‘ (3.33)

Dm ?]2 =4F

ijymn

1.

ifip

Using Eq. (2.33) this relation can easily be shown
to give the same constraints as above. Thus, the
divergences encountered in the second-order mass
calculations are canceled using.only the counter-
terms of the symmetric Lagrangian.

We next consider the vacuum expectation value of
the scalar field. Settingthe divergent part of the

O %D L
FIG. 8. Feynman diagrams for the scalar one-point
vertex to second order.
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A
'rép
\l
m‘ I/’nl

FIG. 9. A Feynman diagram that contributes to the
second-order axial-vector-current—pseudoscalar-field
vertex.
amplitude from Fig. 8 to zero gives

2
DE ;=3G$,JA(W®)S, .+ (mS,— V6, )B(v?)]
2
[AW?)0,,+(mS,— 1?0, )B()].
(3.34)

-3G?

mn, i

Following the program outlined above, this re-
duces to

DE ;=4(F ;. +F;, [A@W?) +(p? = B¢,
—SEEEDF .. (3.35)
From Eqs. (2.46) and (2.36) DE, is also given by
DE ;=& Dp?— 3£,6,6,DF ;. (3.36)

Combining these equations and comparing them
with the mass calculations, the symmetric count-
erterms are clearly seen to cancel all divergences.
An additional potential divergence must be con-
sidered when employing current-field vertices.
Consider, for example, the axial-vector-current—
pseudoscalar-field vertex diagram in Fig. 9. The
amplitude for this diagram contains the integral .

by e oo (AL (@l=p)* |
R*(p,x ,yz)-l‘ @M [P = 2][C-pP =71

(3.37)

Formally this integral is linearly divergent. How-
ever, explicit evaluation of the integral gives a
finite result. The only manifestation of the form-
al divergence is a surface term that contributes

to the finite result.. This term cannot be retained
“as it violates the Ward-Takahashi identities. A
regularization procedure is used to remove the
surface term.'°''” Consequently, this type of ver-
tex does not introduce a new divergence and can
be handled in the above scheme.

In summary, we have demonstrated that in the
linear SU(z) ¢ model only the counterterms of the
symmetric Lagrangian are needed to renormalize
the theory in the one-loop approximation. Neither
the implicit Nambu-Goldstone symmetry breaking
nor the explicit linear symmetry breaking altered
the values of those counterterms.

IV. THE SU(4) CASE

The program in the SU(4) case follows that of
Sec. III. We need only consider the effect of the
additional detM +detM 't term.

Consider the four-point scalar vertex. In the
SU(4) case Eq. (3.11) becomes

DF ;,=[2 8223 = T3 j00) +401, T s
+f2 (3 495, )
+3(f1 =S8 A 10+ T = )
#2,/,(167%,, +372,,) [B(v?) @.1)
and Eq. (3.12) is
DF 4, =3DgA ;;,, +(Dfy + 3Dg)J}

ijkrl

+3(Df, = 2Dg)J% - (4.2)
In this case the required counterterms are
Df, = 4(407,% +32f, f, + 61,2 +g*)B(v?) , (4.3)
Df, =4[4f,(4f,+3f,)- g*1B(v?), (4.4)
and
Dg =48g(f, - f)B(v?). (4.5)

The scalar mass calculation proceeds exactly
as before. The counterterm Du? is not affected

-by the g term and is

D2 =817, +8R)[AGA) + (k2= )B(A)].  (4.6)

As in the general case, only the counterterms of
the symmetric Lagrangian are required for one-
loop renormalization.

V. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated the renormalizability of
the SU(r) linear o model with mesons in the one-
loop approximation for »> 4. The model ihcor-
porates both spontaneous symmetry breaking and
explicit linear symmetry-breaking terms. In all
cases, only the counterterms of the symmetric
Lagrangian acquire divergent parts.
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APPENDIX

In this appendix we present the SU(n) identities
used throughout this paper. These identities in-
volve the standard A matrices'® and f,,, and d,,,
tensors.!

The algebra of SU(z) consists of all n Xn trace-
less Hermitian matrices.’® The standard basis is
chosen as the set of 2 -~ 1 matrices A\ such that

Tr(Ainf)=26,,. (A1)

These matrices correspond to the Pauli matrices
for SU(2) and the standard A matrices for SU(3)
and SU(4).

To this set we adjointhe matrix
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x°=(§)”21. (A2)

Consequently, we now have a set of #n? matrices
obeying Eq. (A1) with

Tr(\) = V20, (A3)

NN = +iF A, (A4)

[X, N = 2if 2P (A5)
and

N, N ]=2d 00 (A6)

The f,;, and d,;, are the usual totally antisymmetric
and symmetric SU(z) tensors, respectively. The
extension to the index 0 and U(n) is straightfor-
ward:

foi5=0, (AT)

_ 2 1/26
doy; =\, i (A8)
dyy, =nv2n 8- (A9)

The f and d tensors obey the following basic
identities:

S itmS mie ¥ s1mS ime ¥ eimS 15m=0 5 (A10)

S itmBmsn*S 1108 ime ¥ i1 15m =0 5 (A11)

Fiimfoim =@ ianBiim= jpnB im > (A12)

Finf1p=n(0y = 8440,0) (A13)

di\ikdljk:'n(éil +040050) 5 (A14)
and )

Ainf1=0. (A15)

It is convenient to define the matrices

Fi=ifisn , (A16)
and

(Dg) p=dyg - (A17)

Equations (A10) through (A15) can now be rewritten
as

[P,y F,1=0f uFa s (A18)

[F:,D;]=1f 154Dy (A19) -

[Dy, D;]=if i1 F (A20)

Tr(F F,)=n(5,;~ 0,,0,5) , (A21)

Tr(D;D;)=n(b;;+055050) 5 (A22)
and

Tr(F,D,)=0, (A23)
respectively.

We also need the additional relations

Tr(FFF,) =ignf,,, - (A24)
N n 1/2
Tr(D‘Fij)=§nd“k+(§) (0400,5= 0,00, = 0,00;,)
(A25)
Tr(D,D,F,) =i5nf;, (A26)

\L/2
Tr(D,D;D,) =3nd, "‘(5) (84005, + 05004+ 8,50,)

(A27)
Tr(D,D,D,D,) = (d,;,0 ps = 17mf mer)
+3(0,;0, + 0,0, +0;,0,,)
Von
=1 Oy + 008
+ 0,y +0,0d,5) (A28)

Tr(D,D,F,,F,) = %ln(dijmdmkl _fijmfmkl)
+%(5u6kz‘ 040

wa

"
+ (8308 jas + 0o

[0 1 Giléjk)

- Gkodiﬂ" Glodijk) ) (AZQ)
and

Tr(FF FF)) = 5,8 s = F iymf mat)

1
+3(0,;0,,+0,0,,+0,,0,)

V2n

-1 (0308 gz + 050 1

+ 0405+ 050d i) - (A30)
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