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In two recent papers, the general form of the laws of motion for point particles which are mul-
tipole sources of the classical coupled Yang-Mills-Higgs fields was determined by Havas, and for
the special case of monopole singularities of a Yang-Mills field an iteration procedure was
developed by Drechsler and Rosenblum to obtain the equations of motion of mass points, i.e., the
laws of motion including the explicit form of the fields of all interacting particles. In this paper we
give a detailed derivation of the laws of motion of monopole-dipole singularities of the coupled
Yang-Mills-Higgs fields for point particles with mass and spin, following a procedure first applied
by Mathisson and developed by Havas. To obtain the equations of motion, a systematic approxima-
tion method is developed in the following paper for the solution of the nonlinear field equations and
determination of the fields entering the laws of motion found here to any given order in the cou-

pling constant g.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the study of non-Abelian gauge theories
has been at the center of interest in elementary particle
physics. An early example of such a theory investigated
in some depth (which will be discussed in more detail
below) was that of the interacting mesic and electromag-
netic fields. A theory with some similar features which
was formally more satisfactory was proposed by Yang and
Mills in 1954,! and the structure of general gauge theories
was investigated by Utiyama.? In 1964 Higgs® proposed a
mechanism by which non-Abelian local gauge symmetry
could be broken without introducing Goldstone bosons,*

and a few years later it was shown by ’t Hooft’> that this
mechanism does not destroy the renormalizability of a
gauge theory. .

Because of the great complexity of quantum-
mechanical investigations of non-Abelian gauge theories,
there has been renewed interest in attempts to gain infor-
mation about such theories by first studying their classical
counterparts, and several extensive reviews of these studies
are available.*” Our own interest in such studies arose
from two different motivations. First, one of us had been
investigating the problem whether a non-Abelian charge
can radiate away charge, and a preliminary investigation
of the corresponding classical problem seemed to indicate
that such a phenomenon cannot occur.® Second, two of us
had investigated the classical equations of motion of point
singularities of interacting (nonlinear) mesic and elec-
tromagnetic fields for some time’~!2 and had noted that
the methods developed could be applied to other gauge
theories such as the Yang-Mills field, and possibly to the
general theory of relativity.

These methods were recently applied to determining the
“laws of motion” of multipole singularities of arbitrary
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order of the coupled Yang-Mills-Higgs fields'3 in close
analogy to a similar study of the nonlinear meson
theory.>!? These laws, for any particular mass point, can
be determined exactly, and depend on the undetermined
fields due to other particles. To obtain explicit expres-
sions for these fields (i.e., determine the “equations of
motion”*) is only possible by an approximation method.
Such a method was developed originally for the corre-
sponding problem in general relativity,’> and a similar
method was used to find the equations of motion of
monopole singularities of the nonlinear meson field.!!
These equations of motion, to any given order n, can be
considered as integrability conditions of the field equa-
tions of the n + 1st order, and only require an explicit
knowledge of the nth-order fields. These fields can be ob-
tained by various methods, most simply by that of Riesz
potentials,'® as discussed in some detail in Refs. 15 and
11.

Although this paper is in several respects closely analo-
gous to M and deals with a special case of the laws of
motion obtained in H, no knowledge of those papers is as-
sumed. However, to facilitate comparison with the results
of those papers, we use the same notation. A brief discus-
sion of the fundamental field equations is presented in
Sec. II; the laws of motion are determined for particles
with mass and spin which are monopole-dipole singulari-
ties of the coupled Yang-Mills-Higgs fields.!” The deriva-
tion of these laws is outlined both to avoid the need for a
detailed study of H by the reader (where the necessity of
dealing with the problem of general multipoles obscures
the simplicity of the method used and the ease with which
the results can be obtained for the interactions considered
here), and in preparation for the following paper, where
we will determine the equations of motion.

Since we are only dealing with the laws of motion in
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this paper, we do not have to consider any solutions of the
field equations, and in particular do not have to choose
between retarded and time-symmetric fields. Such a
choice will have to be made in the following paper, how-
ever, once the general approximation method has been
developed. The nonlinear field equations will be solved
there under the assumption of retarded fields by an itera-
tion procedure using the Riesz method (compare also Ref.
18). Because of the complexity of the calculations, this
will be done only for the case of monopole interactions.
The results are given in integral form. In the absence of
Higgs fields and of spin, the results reduce to those ob-
tained earlier by two of us.!®

Since the equations of motion resulting from the laws
of motion given here and the fields obtained in the follow-
ing paper are only approximate, we cannot follow the pro-
cedure used for linear theories?® to obtain a general
action-at-a-distance formulation of the theory presented
here. However, it is still possible to obtain the approxi-
mate field-theoretical equations of motion with time-
symmetric interactions and the corresponding action-at-
a-distance equations of motion. The derivation is outlined
in Appendix C of the following paper.

II. FIELD EQUATIONS AND LAWS OF MOTION

We consider a four-space with coordinates x?, Greek
letters taking the values 0,1,2,3, where x° is the time coor-
dinate. Repetition of an index implies summation over
this range. The velocity of light is taken as unity. The
metric tensor 7, is given by

Nuv=0 if ps£v,
(2.1)
Noo=—Nn=—"Np=—"n=1.
We shall use the abbreviations
a
aMEa;, aaﬁ...EaaaB"‘ N DEB"B” . (2.2)

All field quantities are taken as three-component vec-
tors in “charge space” or isospace, referred to a local set
of orthonormal vectors &,83,7 as

U =(¥,,¥,,V;)=(a¥, + BY,+ 7¥s) . (2.3)
Scalar and vector products in isospace are denoted by a
centered dot and A, respectively.

The Yang-Mills theory with a Higgs field can be ob-

tained from the Lagrangian [Eq. (H29)]
J

OAY—8",AX—gd, (A*NAY)—gA, A (FA"—d"A*—gAFNA")—gd AD*$=4r] ",
Iz » w!

DMD,$+X*¢ +F§=4np .

Equations (2.9) or (2.11) imply
D(j*+3"=0,

where the charge-current density associated with the
Higgs field is given by

(2.13)

I 242
weet e[t |
+4rp ¢ —1F, Fo—an§ A0 (2.4)
Here
F,=3,A,—8,A,—gA, AL, (2.5)

is the field tensor of the Yang-Mills field expressed in
terms of its potentials A, where g is a dimensionless con-
stant, and

F,=D,¢

is the Higgs field strength expressed in terms of the Higgs
potential ¢. The Lagrangian (2.4) differs from the one
apparently first used by 't Hooft?' (apart from notation)
by the inclusion of Yang-Mills sources T,, and by allow-
ing an arbitrary function V of ¢*’=¢ ¢ times g2/X? rath-
er than one proportional to ¢? alone. It is understood that
this function does not contain a constant term, since the
term — 5X2$? has been included explicitly in Eq. (2.4). If
that term alone is taken into account the constant X is in-
versely proportional to the range of the static force due to
the Higgs field, and proportional to the mass of the field
in the quantized version of the theory. The constant
g%/X? in the argument of ¥ is introduced to make it di-
mensionless through the factor 1/X? and to allow the pos-
sibility of expansion in g in applications. p is the source
density of the Higgs field.
The “covariant derivative” D* is defined as

(2.6)

DEV =(3*—gAHN\)V 2.7

for any vector in isospace; this operator satisfies the com-
mutation relation

(DHD*—D*D*)¥ = —gF* AP . (2.8)

Variation of f £ d*x with respect to the potentials
yields the field equations

D,F¥_gfAD §=4m] ", (2.9)
D, Fr4X*§ +F§=4rp, (2.10)
F= %a%z X242V 5%5 ,
which can be written in the equivalent form
@2.11)
2.12)
|
473 Y=g$ AD"$ (2.14)
with
D,T =g \p (2.15)



660 DRECHSLER, HAVAS, AND ROSENBLUM 29

as a consequence of the field equations. It should be noted
that the “continuity equation” (2.13) involves covariant
derivatives, and thus does not have the same simple physi-
cal meaning as the continuity equations encountered, e.g.,
in electrodynamics and continuum mechanics.

It is clear from Egs, (2.9), (2.14), and (2.15) that the
classical Higgs field ¢ generated by a pointlike source
produces (in the non-Abelian case, as discussed later) an
extended Yang-Mills charge distribution with correspond-
ing dynamical effects in close analogy to the electromag-
netic effects of the charged meson field considered in M.
The effective size of such a charge distribution is deter-
mined by the magnitude of the constant X ~!.

The energy-momentum tensor can be obtained from the
Lagrangian (2.4) by standard methods as

AnT=FHFr'— nF, FP+ pnx ¢’
+nva4¢4V2+ﬁup.i:~’Pv+ %ﬂ"vﬁpo'?pa . (2.16)

A straightforward calculation, using the field equations
(2.11) and (2.12) and the Jacobi identity (also called Bian-
chi identity)

D3F,,+D,F,+D,F,,=0 2.17)
following from the definition (2.5) yields
3.TH=pD*$+ 7, FH . (2.18)

We shall be concerned with N particles, which are taken
as mass points with intrinsic dipole moments, with coordi-
nates zf(7;), where 7; is the proper time of the ith particle,
defined by

dri=(n,,dzl'dz})""* .

The corresponding matter energy-momentum tensor is
taken as

Th=3 [ (pt")84s0)+3, ()84 )}
' (2.20)
|

(2.19)

> J ((0"8,8*+pP79,,8*)+ D¥$-[8,5*+ D, (S 86" ] + F," [Q45*+ D, (8 #8)1} £,drid “x =0 .
1

where

#Y=p*, pf=pf™* (2.21)

are the matter monopole and dipole moments, whose exact
form will be determined below, 8* is the fourfold product
of 8 functions, and

sf=x—z{(1;) . (2.22)
Similarly, we take as the source densities for the Yang-
Mills and the Higgs field

Tr=3 [ (Q#r)8Ys)+D, IS 8*(1)84 s }d;

(2.23)
and

p=3 [T (Sirss?)+D, S84
(2.24)

respectively, where (_jf-‘, §f'u, and §,~,§ £ are the monopole
and dipole moments of the sources for the Yang-Mills and
the Higgs field, respectively. It should be noted that, un-
like Eq. (2.20), Egs. (2.23) and (2.24) involve the covariant
divergence D,, rather than the ordinary divergence appear-
ing in Eq. (2.20).

Either as a consequence of the general theory of relativi-
ty*>23 or as a postulate we have a differential conservation
law for the total energy-momentum tensor

Bu(THY+T§")=0. (2.25)
To obtain the laws of motion we use a method described
some time ago,’>?* which is a development of one due to
Mathisson.?* We multiply Eq. (2.25) by a function &,(x*),

substitute the expressions (2.20), (2.18), (2.23), and (2.24),
and integrate over all x to obtain

(2.26)

Similarly!®131%25 we multiply Eq. (2.13) by a function E (xP), substitute the expressions (2.15), (2.23), and (2.24), and in-

tegrate over all x to obtain

S [ (D,[Q78*+D,(876"1+84 A[S:8°+D, (4691} Edrid*x =0 .

(2.27)

Here £, and E are completely arbitrary except for vanishing at the limits of the 7; and x integrations.

Because of its simpler structure, we shall first consider Eq. (2.27). We can remove the covariant derivatives from the §
functions by successive integrations by parts. Because of their form (2.7) all terms in (2.27) involving such derivatives
contain mixed triple vector products; due to the properties of such products the D ’s can be treated just like d°’s in these
integrations, except that due account has to be taken of their order because of the commutation relation (2.8). Thus we
obtain

— — - = =

S [ [-Q1D,E+87"D,D,E+g($ NS;) E—g(D,EN+END,$)SF]8%drd*x =0 . (2.28)

We can now carry out the x integrations, which yield

S [ 1-Q1D,E+88"D,D,E+g($ NS> E—g(D,EAE+END,$) 88 =0, (2.29)
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where it is understood that all quantities are to be evaluated at z; 7(1;).

Because of the arbitrariness of _é,‘ and its derivatives the coefficients of £ and of each of its derivatives must vamsh
separately. However, this rule cannot be applied to Eq. (2.29) as it stands. We first consider the term S#”-D D,,§ We
introduce the four-velocity of the ith particle,

dzf
vf= dr,’ vfv,=1, (2.30)
and note that
D, ¥ =073, % —go7A N T=2Y o E nT=2¥ 2.31)
d’f’,’ dTi

for any vector in isospace. Breaking up the dipole moment §‘,‘-"" in components parallel and perpendicular to the four-
velocity in the first index as

Sev=vfTy+*SP%, *$%,=0, (2.32)
we can write the second term in the integral (2.29) as
[$#"p,D,Edr,= [ TWfD,D,Edri+ [ *$¢*D,D,Edr,

- ’_I",Y%(D,,E)dr,-+ [ *s¢*D,D,Edr,
1

= i'ﬁp Ed *SPYD D Ed (2.33)
__f d’T~ v§ Ti+f i P vg Ti» | . .

using Eq. (2.31) and a subsequent integration by parts. Therefore the term originating in v"T 7 does not contribute to the
coefficient of the second derivative of § but only of the first one; thus DT} /dr; can be absorbed in the as-yet-
undetermined Q 7 without loss of generality, i.e., we can take

T7=0. (2.34)
Now we break up Y into
SPY=SP+5 Ef’”, S i-""’v,-,,=‘s’ #P*lp=0, (2.35)

where the parentheses and square brackets, as usual, denote symmetry and antisymmetry, respectively, of an index pair.
Then we have

§¢-D,D,E=18¢(D,D,+D,D,)E ++8¥(D,D,—D,D,)E
=3$¥(D,D,+D,D,)E—3gS ¥ (F,,AE), (2.36)

where the last equality follows from Eq. (2.8). Thus the vanishing of the coefficient of the second derivatives of £ only
requires

§ s'pv)=0 . : (2.37)
Now we similarly break up 6}' and §}' into components parallel and perpendicular to v;,.:

Qx Qt +Q1v1 ’ *lew—o

(2.38)
S :":‘S ;,+‘Siviv’ ‘S ,Yv,‘v=0 .
However, without loss of generality we can take
*S,=0 (2.39)

by the same argument as used above to arrive at Eq. (2.34). Inserting Eqgs. (2.38) and (2.39) and the term remaining from
Eq. (2.36) into (2.29) we obtain, using (2.31),

J |- QrDE-Qr D5 4S8R, A E) 18 (FAS)-E—g(D,ENE+END,$)*SE |dr, =0, (2.40)
i

where we have omitted the summation over i, since E and its derivatives can be chosen so that (2.40) must hold on each
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world line. [This fact was already used implicitly in arriving at Eq. (2.35).] Using Eq. (2.39) in the last product and
making use of the properties of the mixed triple vector product, we can write Eq. (2.40) as
~ ~ =~ DE - - - - e - -
[ —‘Q}’-D,,g—Q,-'E_é—%g(S,{’"’]/\va)'g +8(¢ NS E—g($ A*S#)»D,E—g(D,6 A*SE)-E |d7;=0. (2.41)
i
In the second term the 7; derivative can be removed from E by an integration by parts. Requiring the coefficients of E
and D, £ to vanish separately yields the conditions

*Qf=g¢ N*S¥ (2.42)
and

DQ; LR A S 2 AT e -

7, =g (3SPINFE,,+S,A$—*SPAD,$) . (2.43)

Equation (2.43) determines the time variation of the non-Abelian charge Q;, while Eq. (2.42) establishes a relation al-

lowing us to eliminate *Q# from the laws of motion, which will now be derived from Eq. (2.26).
Proceeding as with Eq. (2.27), we first remove all derivatives from the 8 function by integrations by parts to obtain

2 f [p'PHVa”pgv_leV u§v+(Dv$'§i_‘
i

—

F*-Q,))6,—D,(£,D$)SP+D,(F¢,)-S 7 ,16%drd* =0 . (2.44)

Now we can carry out the x integrations; as before, from now on all quantities have to be evaluated at z7(7;). Further-
more, by the same arguments as given above, we can omit the summation over i. We also note that for any vector in
isospace, since &, is a scalar in that space, we have

D,(¥E)=8,D, ¥ + T3, . (2.45)
Thus Eq. (2.44) reduces to
f [Pzpﬂvaypgv‘—Ptyvaugv_" (DV(;_S: _F: vp'éip)gv—g’t?'D vgapgv—gf?'DpD v$§v+§ ;'f'p.i:s vpaa§v+§ g’p.Daﬁ Vpgv]dTi =0.

(2.46)
Now we break up the p{* and pf** into components parallel and perpendicular to the v;,:22~2*
pY="pl" + 3 (nfv} +n}vf) + Myvfv}
*pt="p*, *pfv;,=0, niv;,=0, (2.47)
PP =*pf LB+ BIPuf')+pfofe]
*pfY=*pf™, *pf*v;,=0, *pf*;,=0, (2.48)

B,le)ipzo, B,”pvip=0, p,Pvip=O .

It is not necessary to include a component containing a factor vf in pf**, since the term in Eq. (2.46) corresponding to
this component can be transformed by an integration by parts to a form which, having the same symmetry properties,
can be included in the monopole term described by (2.47). Furthermore

v d V. Vv,
[ potvD,D EdT=— [ ;f—(pi‘v.- BuEdri= [ (oot —poB,Ed: ; (2.49)

Ti Ti

thus the last term again has the same symmetry properties as the monopole term and can be included in it. Introducing
the abbreviation

Dlyv=2pi[vviu] - Pty: "Dllwviv > (2.50)
and performing an integration by parts in Eq. (2.46) in the part containing B;*vf* we can write this equation as

Svp v . N
> f {*pP*" 4+ ‘;‘B:vaiv)apugv— [*pt+ 5 (nfv] +nlvf +B; —D; )+Mplfv/+S#D"¢ —S;# ' F*]9,8,
i

+(S;D*¢—Q; FP—S,-D,D*$ +8,% "D, F )£, }dr; =0, (2.51)
where an overdot denotes differentiation with respect to 7;. The vanishing of the coefficient of d,,¢, implies
*pPH +*pf** + (B + Bf* o} =0 , | 2.52)

from which we obtain by contraction with v,
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B{*= —Bf* .
But then Eq. (2.52) requires
PP pf# =0,
which in turn implies

=0,

(2.53)

(2.54)

(2.55)

since no third rank tensor can be symmetric in one pair of indices and antisymmetric in another.
We now break up the factors of d,&, in Eq. (2.51) involving the fields into symmetric and antisymmetric parts:

S;#D v(;’_"s’iu,p.i::’ vp =§iw.Dv>$’+§i ["-DV]J——§,~ (u,p.f:’ vip _§i [#,p.i:’ vlp

(2.56)

The symmetric part can be included in the as yet undetermined *p{**. The tensor

Y#'=1(B; +D; )+S#-D"§—8,m VP

is antisymmetric by Eqgs. (2.50) and (2.53); we break it up as

Y =" Y Yo — Yol

Y=tV *Y0,=0, ¥{u,=0.

(2.57)

(2.58)

Introducing this into Eq. (2.51), integrating all terms containing a factor vf* by parts, and omitting the term involving

9puév as discussed above, we obtain

[ | =Cpt—* Y+ nfo! — Y)8,E,+ | Si-D*¢ —Q,, FP—S,/-D,D"$ +8,%,-D,F

4

* d'ri

The vanishing of the coefficients of 3,£, and of £, yields

*pf—*YI -+ pnfv} — Yl =0,

§i.D‘VJ__(_jip.ﬁVP_§iP.DpDV$+§inP.DaﬁVP+ dd (M,-v,“’—}- %n,-v+ Y;v)zo .
Ti

Contracting Eq. (2.60) with v;, we obtain
snf=YF (2.62)

and thus Eq. (2.61) reduces to the translational law of
motion

j:'; =—8,-D*¢$+8-D,D"¢ +Q; FP—St,D,F*,
(2.63)
where
A =My +n} . (2.64)

Since in the absence of the forces due to the fields A4/ is
constant, it is natural to interpret it as the four-
momentum of the ith particle; it should be noted that in
general it is not parallel to the four-velocity.

From Egs. (2.60) and (2.62) we conclude because of the
different symmetry properties of *pf** and * Y/** that

=0, *YF*=0. (2.65)

Inserting Eq. (2.58) with (2.62) and (2.63) into (2.57) we
obtain the rotational law of motion

(Mo +5n)+Y))

£, |dr=0. (2.59)
(2.60)
(2.61)
|
—4_(prv4 D)
d'r,-
=2(S;*-D"1§ —S I - F*P) f-nfv)—njvf . (2.66)

Since in the absence of fields in Eqgs. (2.63) and (2.66) the
left-hand side equals minus the rate of change of orbital
angular momentum, it is natural to interpret B}'Y+ D
similarly as some form of angular momentum associated
with the ith particle; this interpretation will be further dis-
cussed below.

Equations (2.63) and (2.66) are special cases of Egs. (48)
and (49) of H; in that paper the laws of motion were de-
rived for the general case of arbitrary multipole singulari-
ties of the field satisfying Egs. (2.9) and (2.10) rather than
just the monopole-dipole terms contained in the sources
(2.23) and (2.24). Here we have given the derivation of
our simpler case in full detail, while in H it was only indi-
cated that the derivation was fully analogous to the treat-
ment of the general case of arbitrary fields given in Refs.
22 and 23. Similarly, the law (2.43) describing the varia-
tion of the non-Abelian charge is a special case of Eq. (73)
of H; a full derivation was given there, however, and here
the details for our special case were given only for com-
pleteness.



664 DRECHSLER, HAVAS, AND ROSENBLUM - 29

The laws of motion (2.63) and (2.66) are written in
terms of arbitrary monopole and dipole moments of the
fields. We now have to take into account the decomposi-
tions (2.32), (2.35), and (2.38) of the moments and the re-
strictions (2.34), (2.37), (2.39), and (2.42) on some of their
parts. Inserting these into Eq. (2.63) we obtain

A - - - - =
-‘—i;:— = —Si'DV¢ —|—*S,~P'DPDV¢ +Q,»-F"Pv,-p

+8(§ A*S,) F»_§,lwl.p F, . (2.67)
Combining the second and fourth terms on the right-hand
side and using Eq. (2.8) and the properties of the mixed
triple vector product we get

*Si#-D,D"$ +g($ A*S;,)-F*P

=*S,,(D*DP$ +gF P A §)+g($ A*S;,)-F*.

=S, D'D*§ , (2.68)

where the asterisk on the final expression has been omitted
because of Eq. (2.39). Thus Eq. (2.67) reduces to

v
U

= —S,-D"§+8, D*DPF+0; FPuy,—§, 1D, F,

dT,‘
(2.69)
Similarly, Eq. (2.66) reduces to
d_ (g DP*)=(S4-D*—S1-DHE)
dT,'
—(S;l#)F vp_‘s’i[w].j:’#p)
+(nfvl—nvt) . (2.70)

For easier reference we repeat the restrictions imposed on
the quantities entering Egs. (2.69) and (2.70) by Egs.
(2.39), (2.48), and (2.64):

S;"v;,=0, Bfv;,=0, n/v;,=0. (2.71)
Furthermore, the variation of (_ji is determined by Eq.
(2.43).

Equations (2.69), (2.70), and (2.43) are the laws of
motion for the momentum, angular momentum, and non-
Abelian charge of the ith particle. Although they appear
to determine the motion of this particle, this is actually
not the case. As was shown for an analogous case in Ref.
22, Egs. (2.69) and (2.70) are compatiblevwith arbitrary
motion, due to the presence of the term f),- . For a system
of interacting particles it was shown in H that Df*¥ can be
interpreted as an induced angular momentum, and its
presence permits a variety of multipole moments to be in-
duced by the motion of the particles. To exclude this ar-
bitrariness, we therefore require

DFY=0 . 2.72)
On the other hand, Bf*” can be shown to be the limit of the

angular momentum of an extended body,?*?? and thus
will be taken to describe the intrinsic angular momentum
or spin, whose magnitude will be taken as a constant of
the motion:

B}*"B;,,=0 . 2.73)

Similarly, the magnitudes of the monopole and dipole mo-
ments will be required to be constants, or
d
dr i

- - d - —=

(Si'Si)zzT—i(Sip'S,'p)
94 5. .6
=2r Q@)

d — —
=37i(s,.[,w]-s,.fﬂvl)=o (2.74)
as a consequence of the laws of motion, as is frequently
appropriate for elementary particles (but not if, e.g., a
classical description of exchange forces is desired). Final-
ly, we shall impose the even more stringent requirement
that the momenta A4;” as well as the multipole singularities
of the fields for the ith particle should be expressible in
terms of the quantities v/ and Bf*" describing the transla-
tional and rotational motions of a non-Abelian charged
particle characterized by a single vector in isospace, the
isospin vector 7;, of constant magnitude

o . 47
T Ti=1, 7 dr, =0 (2.75)
and of a number of constants.
We note that for any scalar £ in isospace
d&(r;) DE&(T;)
d&(ry) _ DE(r) (2.76)

d’Ti - dT,'

and therefore Egs. (2.73)—(2.75) imply that all the magni-
tudes are covariantly constant as well.

The general case of multipoles of arbitrary order was
treated in H. Here we shall find the general form of the
monopole and dipole moments satisfying the requirements
stated.

The non-Abelian charge can be taken as

—
Qi :Ii?i ’

where I; is the magnitude of the Yang-Mills charge, with
the monopole moment of the singularity of the field given
by

(2.77)

Q¥=Quf =I,v}'7,; . (2.78)

The corresponding dipole moment can be taken without

loss of generality as (compare H)
SW=f1,Bf7; . (2.79)

Similarly, the monopole and dipole moments of the Higgs
field can be taken as

rd —
Si=h;7i,

r —
Si#=hi,Si#7;

Si”Ee#vpoBivpVia »

(2.80)
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where €**7? is the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor
density with €?'2*=1. The form of S;* establishes Eq.
(2.39) because of the antisymmetry of €**??. In the above,
fi» hi1, and h;, characterize the strength of the coupling;
while they, as well as I;, are scalars which may at first be
taken as undetermined functions of the proper times, it
will be shown below that they must all be constants.

Slight modifications of the initial assumptions on the
monopole and dipole moments and the corresponding
changes in the allowed forms of these moments will be
discussed in Sec. III.

Inserting Egs. (2.77), (2.79), and (2.80) into Eq. (2.43),
we obtain

DQ; _ dI;
—_—T;

ID?i
dTi 'd’l',‘+

! d'r,-

=g /\(%fiBfaiipa‘!-hilg—hizSi”DpJ)

(2.81)
Scalar multiplication with I; 7; yields
. DQ; dI; _ D7
Q- dﬁ’ =T,2I,‘d—‘+I,~2T,~' i =0, (2.82)

and thus Eq. (2.75) holds as required, provided that I; is a
constant, and Eq. (2.81) reduces to

—

D7; — - -
——=g7i N5 fiBf Fpo+hj16 —h;,SFD,$) .

I:
dr, (2.83)
From Eq. (2.78), Eq. (2.82) implies
~ DQ? DQ; . dy
in" = 0P . ! __"l _
0 g~V v+ Qs ar, |=° (2.84)

as required by Eq. (2.74). Similarly, from Egs. (2.75) and
(2.80)

- DS; . D?
Si‘TT:=hi127'i'

dh
2 ll
i°h
d Ti N d Ti =0 ’
provided that 4;; is constant.
Inserting Egs. (2.72) and (2.77)—(2.81) into the laws of
motion (2.69) and (2.70) yields

(2.85)

and

dBf”
dTi

=7 [hio(S*D$ —S;"D* )

— fi(BFF "p—Bi"”F"‘p)] +(nfvy—nvl) .

(2.87)
Contracting Eq. (2.87) with B, and using (2.71) we get
dB,HV v — p—> v
Biuv dr. = Ti’(hizBmvSi”D ¢ —fiBipofL F p) .
1

(2.88)

The last term vanlshes because B;,,Bl', is symmetric in v
and p, whereas F7is antisymmetric in these indices. The
first term vanishes because

B,,,S*=0,

which can be most easily seen by evaluating this expres-
sion in the “standard rest system,” in which

(2.89)

v'=v?=v>=0, v,°=1,

all B,‘W—O except Bi12: —Bill . (2.90)

Thus Eq. (2.73) holds as required. By similar considera-
tions it follows that

S;pSiP = —2B;,, B =const . (2.91)
Furthermore, from Egs. (2.81) and (2.79),
2
SipSP=hi228,,8P = — 28,y S 2.92)

l
These expressions are constant, as required by Eq. (2.74),
as a consequence of (2.91), provided that h;, and f; are
constant. This together with Egs. (2.84) and (2.85) com-
pletes the proof of (2.74). From the consideration of the
values of the two dipole moments introduced in (2.79) in
the standard rest system it is clear that f; is the Yang-
Mills analog of the gyromagnetic ratio.
Now we contract Eq. (2.87) with v;, and obtain

hizsi”M —fiB,ypUiaisap +B:‘pv,-p 5 (2.93)

n“: — 7.
dr;

1 =—T;

contracting this with v;, and using Egs. (2.71) we get

.V * =2 . M D b M o5
d4; — 7k D E —hysS, D'DPE v, =7 h,-zv,.,,s,-ﬂ—ﬁdﬁ — [0, BIv{F,, (2.94)
dTi

N On the other hand, we get from Eq. (2.86) by contraction
—I;F*v;,+ f;B{*D,F v) (2.86) with v;, and use of the decomposition (2.64)
j

: i - D¢

]+ =T h,-,gfj— hiaSiy—2- i (DP®)+f:B1D,E,, (2.95)
Subtracting Eq. (2.94) from (2.95) we obtain
SN D¢ D ., .,Dé R =

M;=7;- _hilﬁ +hi2Sip d—ﬂDP‘ﬁ _Uip?’% ]'—fiBlyp(_UiuUiVva"i“Dvapviv)] ) (2.96)
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which must be shown to be integrable. To establish this result we add the expression

‘S.’ithHoSivﬁ vo’
SipSi¥

where the form of the last expression follows from Egs. (2.87) and (2.93), and which vanishes by (2.89). We then obtain

. — . Dé
i (RS DY + fi +hi2siﬂviy‘:1—% ; 2.97)
]

—

. D - e 7,1 o D7;
Miz'a_T—[_Ti'(hil¢'"hi2Sipr¢+7fiBll‘prp)]+ 4 (
i

hiyé —h;2S;,DP + +f;BIE,))
1 DF up— S, BHS, F”

up + ;B, F,,;p+ in I;F o
SipSi

2 dr;
The second term on the right-hand side vanishes from Eq. (2.81), since it is proportional to the scalar product of the
right-hand side of that equation with the expression in square brackets. The vanishing of the last term of Eq. (2.98) fol-
lows most easily by evaluating it in the standard rest system and noting that in that system for any field quantity d /d;

+fi7; | BEP vmv"va —D va, (2.98)

equals dp. Thus we can integrate Eq. (2.98) to obtain

M;=m;— 7 (hj1§ —h;2S;,DP6 + 3 fiBI#F,) (2.99)
where m; is a constant of integration, which will be taken as positive and interpreted as the mass of the particle.
Substitution of Egs. (2.99) and (2.93) into (2.86) yields the final form of the translational law of motion:
d - — — D g — . Vp
an [m; —7;"(hiy¢ —h;3S;,DP b +%f,B“”F Vol + 75 hiZSiv:;’?— —fiBi*v{Fop | +B; vjp
14
= ?’, '( —h,' IDV$+h52SiPDVDp$+Iiﬁ vaip+ﬂBipaDpﬁ va) . (2.100)
Similarly, substitution of Eq. (2.93) into (2.87) yields the final form of the rotational law of motion
o - R -
— B w0+ B o o =7 lhiz [S,-" l o gl |5 \prg—op T2 ] }
T
— f;[BFP(F” +v,"Fp,,v, )—B "”(F" +ulE oo )]’ (2.101)
Equations (2.100), (2.101), and (2.83) determine the variation of the independent variables v}, Bf*”, and 7;.
I
III. DISCUSSION . .
dd [(m;—h; 7@ )viv+BivpviP]
In this paper, we have derived the laws of translational i
and rotational motions (2.100) and (2.101) and the law of =—7(h;;D*$ —LF Yuip) (3.1)
variation of non-Abelian charge (2.83). To obtain the w oHp .
equations of motion, we will have to determine the fields —B; ;v +B; v =0, (3.2)
to be inserted into these laws in terms of their sources. D7
This will be done in the following paper, where we shall =gh;;7; A ¢ (3.3)

develop an approximation method for this purpose. In the
case of retarded interactions, these fields involve not only
the contributions of all particles other than the ith one,
but also radiation-reaction terms due to the ith particle it-
self. Except in lowest order, this yields extremely compli-
cated expressions. Although the approximation method
itself is the same regardless of the number of multipole
terms included in the sources j * and g of the field equa-
tions (2.9) and (2.10), the complexity of calculation of the
fields increases by an order of magnitude for each addi-
tional multipole as well as for each successive order of ap-
proximation. Therefore, once we have described the ap-
proximation method, we will restrict ourselves to the case
of monopole singularities of the fields for which the exact
laws of motion (2.100), (2.101), and (2.83) reduce to

d

It should be noted that even in this simpler case, in which
there are no torques due to fields acting on the particles,
the translational and rotational motions remain coupled,
and 7;, and thus the non-Abelian charge Q;, is not neces-
sarily covariantly constant [unlike the case considered in
Ref. 19, which is obtained from Egs. (3.1)—(3.3) by taking
B}*Y=h;;=0]. Furthermore, the inclusion of the Higgs
field allows us to obtain gauge-invariant results more easi-
ly and in a physically more satisfactory manner than in its
absence, as will be discussed in detail in the following pa-
per.
If we take [see Eq. (2.3)]

Av=74", (3.4)
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restricting the gauge field everywhere to be in a particular
direction in isospace, the Yang-Mills field reduces to the
electromagnetic one, and Eqgs. (2.100), (2.101), and (2.83)
reduce to the case of a charge-symmetric spin zero meson
field interacting with the electromagnetic field, involving
point particles with spin which are monopole-dipole
singularities of these fields.

Instead of taking the non-Abelian charge 6,- to be given
by Eq. (2.77), we could more generally take

Q=3Yi+L7;, 3.5)
where ?,- is a constant vector corresponding to a classical
representation of hypercharge. Then we can maintain all
the conditions (2.74) by taking Q4,§,[#1S;, and S;* to be
proportional to this Q; rather than to 7; as in Egs.
(2.78)—(2.80); the subsequent proofs of the conditions
(2.74) are only trivially modified, and Egs. (2.100), (2.101),
and (2.81)—(2.83) are modified only by replacement of
I;7; by the expression (3.5) everywhere, and similarly for
Egs. (3.1)—(3.3).

Instead, we can maintain the forms (2.79) and (2.80) of
S;[#1,S;, and S;# and only take Q¥ to be proportional to
the expression (3.5). Then Egs. (2.101) and (2.83) remain
unchanged, as do their special cases (3.2) and (3.3); only
the translational equations of motion (2.100) and (3.1) are
modified by addition of an extra term —+Y;-F*v;, on
the right-hand side. Furthermore, now Q-(—ji and (3,,,(37
are no longer constant, while the other conditions (2.74)
are maintained.

While the choice of the form of the multipole moments
suggested in the preceding paragraph appears arbitrary, it
seems to be the physically necessary one for the case (3.4)

of nonlinear meson theory. In particular, if we take
B!"V:fi =hi2:0’ 77i = 7’ Ii =1,

and use Eq. (3.4), (3.1) and (3.3) reduce to (2.39) and (2.35)
of M.

In the following paper we shall maintain the simpler
choices (2.78)—(2.80). However, all resulting expressions
require only trivial modifications to accommodate either
of the two other choices discussed above.

After this paper was completed, a recent article by
Ragusa26 came to our attention. In that article, which was
stimulated by our recent paper on the Yang-Mills theory
with monopole singularities,'® the results of that paper
were extended to a particle with spin and a dipole mo-
ment, but not including a Higgs field. The laws of motion
obtained by a method similar to ours agree with our laws
(2.100), (2.101), and (2.83) if the Higgs field is omitted in
these equations.

As noted in the Introduction, all the results of this pa-
per are special cases of the results of H (Ref. 13) for mul-
tipoles of arbitrary order. However, that paper required
knowledge of several earlier papers and omitted many of
the details of the derivation. As noted in H, many of its
general results (and thus also the results of this paper) can
be extended to gauge theories involving other gauge
groups. Research on this is in progress.
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