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where O is the fermion stress-energy tensor, and the
commutator is taken at equal time. In the Sugawara mod-
el, the coefficient 1355 is replaced by 3, and ©M” is the full
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An attempt has been made to derive covariant Feynman rules for the massless Yang-Mills
field, starting with canonical methods of quantization. In this paper we will summarize the
techniques involveg in such a program, along with a few preliminary results. Working in the
radiation gauge (9;b; =0), we find that there is an infinity of noncovariant vertices. We ob-
tain a noncovariant set of rules to describe them to any order. Working with the suggested
set of rules, we first prove that all tree diagrams can be described by a covariant set of
Feynman rules. Secondly, to order g2, we find that the one-loop diagram can also be made
covariant. However, apart from the usual three-vector and four-vector vertices, the co-
variant loop contains an extra vertex of vector-scalar-scalar type and the scalar loop occurs
with a weight factor of —2 with respect to the vector loop.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, considerable attention has been
given to the problem of obtaining covariant Feyn-
man rules for the Yang-Mills field.! Because the
Lagrangian for the massless Yang-Mills field
obeys non-Abelian gauge symmetry, canonical
methods of quantization are complicated due to
the nonlinear nature of the constraints on the in-
dependent dynamical variables. Therefore, other
less conventional methods were employed in de-
riving the Feynman rules for the field and accurate
rules were suggested, first by Feynman,?** and
later by Fadeev and Popov,® Mandelstam,* DeWitt,°
and Fradkin and Tyutin.® Massless limits of mas-
sive gauge fields have also been studied’ in this
connection, but the resulting rules are found to
violate both unitarity and Lorentz invariance and
hence are incorrect. The method of canonical
quantization, though complicated, is an unambig-
uous and more conventional procedure, and it
serves to elucidate rather clearly the role of con-
straint equations in the derivation of the rules.

The present paper is devoted to a study of this
procedure. In this first of a series of papers, we
will summarize the techniques involved in such a
program, including a treatment of the constraint
equations, and we will report a few preliminary
results for tree and one-loop diagrams.

We will work in the radiation gauge [9;5%(x) =0,
i.e., the field is transverse] and first isolate the
independent dynamical variables, which will be
postulated to satisfy the canonical commutation
relations (CCR). In this gauge the interaction
Hamiltonian is an infinite series in the coupling
constant, each term of the series being noncovari-
ant. Since we are working in a noncovariant gauge,
the propagator is also noncovariant and contains
the so-called normal-dependent terms.® First of
all, we will suggest noncovariant rules for tree
diagrams. However, we will prove them only up
to order g* since all the essential elements in the
proof are exhausted by fourth order. Going to
higher order requires only a very complicated
combinatorial analysis. We solve this problem
in Appendix B. Using these noncovariant rules,
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we will show that in the case of tree diagrams to
all orders in the coupling constant, the noncovari-
ant terms drop out, giving rise to a covariant set
of rules. We work only to order g2 in the case of
one-loop diagrams and demonstrate that in this
case also, the noncovariant (or normal-dependent)
terms cancel out. The resulting covariant rules
for the loop are then found to have an extra vector-
scalar-scalar vertex (of p7w type), in addition to
the usual triple- and quadruple-vector vertices.
The extra vertex occurs only within the loop (the
scalar loop) and has a weight factor of -2 relative
to the vector loop. This result agrees with those
obtained previously by others (see Refs. 2-6),
using different methods. Since this procedure
seems to work, we would like to extend it to higher
orders with more loops in future publications.

In Sec. II, we write down the field equations, iso-
late the independent dynamical variables, and de-
rive the interaction Hamiltonian in interaction rep-
resentation., In Sec. III, we suggest the non-covar-
iant rules for the tree diagrams and give a proof
of the same to order g*. Using the suggested rules
in Sec. IV, we show that in the case of the tree dia-
grams, the noncovariant terms can be dropped. In
Sec. V we treat the loop diagrams. In Appendix A
we present a proof of thé classical Hamilton’s equa-
tions for a Yang-Mills field in the radiation gauge,
which does not seem to exist in the literature. In
Appendix B we prove the noncovariant set of rules
suggested in Sec. III to any order in the case of
tree diagrams, using combinatorial methods.

II. INTERACTION HAMILTONIAN IN
RADIATION GAUGE

We will work with the SU(2) gauge group, al-
though generalization to an arbitrary group is
trivial. The gauge field 5“ in that case is an iso-
vector field and the Lagrangian for the b field only
interacting with itself is the following®: ‘

=-3f,,f,., (2.1)

where

-> >

£y =2,b, - 8,5, +gb, Xb,. (2.2)

The corresponding gauge transformation for the
field is

B~ b+ é Vi al(x) , (2.3)
where
V‘ﬁb =9, 04, +g€acbbpc
=(8, +gb, ) (2.4)
The field equations are
Bu?w*‘ggu XF,,,,=0 (2.5)

and the canonical momenta are

- oL

M= m‘-)' =if4i’ Ty = 0. (2-6)

We will work in the radiation gauge; i.e., the

fields satisfy the following condition:
8;b3(x) =0, (2.7

Notice that 7; has both longitudinal and trans-
verse parts; we separate the two parts as follows:

=T +0,0, (2.8)

i.e., b; is transverse.

where 3,7 =0 and ?1; is a scalar under the rotation
group. The field equations in (2.5) contain a dy-
namical part, giving the time evolution of the sys-
tem and a constraint equation. The constraint
equation is

8,7 = —gb, XT;. (2.9)
Using Eq. (2.8), we can rewrite (2.9) as
A +gb; X8, b= -gh, X7, (2.10)

where
A=37032%
i

From Egq. (2.10), we see clearly that the con-
straint equation is nonlinear. However, we can
write a formal solution for this. For that purpose,

we define an operator
M =h; %9, (2.11)

and write X= ~b; X7, The formal solution for ¢
is

b= Trpamwr A (2.12
=g 3 (~gA-M)A-TR, (2.13)
n=0

where we have purposely dropped the space-time
dependence of all the functions such as }5, X- By
now, we have isolated the independent dynamical
variables B, and 7; the longitudinal part of canon-
ical momentum depends on 13; and 7} through Eq.
(2.13).

The Hamiltonian is

H= fdsx:‘c(x), (2.14)
where the Hamiltonian density
5(3(x)=7r; 's‘—ﬁ(gi, Bg,a.-) . (2.15)

Using constraint equations (2.9) and also perform-
ing partial integrations, we can write Eq. (2.15)
as follows:

ge(x) = 3%, 7, + 58y, £y (2.16)
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where we have dropped all terms which are ex-
pressible as divergence of something, since there
is an integration over space. We can separate the
longitudinal and transverse parts of 7; and rewrite
Eq. (2.16) as follows™:

e(x) = 37 T+ 4, o f, - 30 - AP (2.17)
because
f?;: 9, % d3x=0. (2.18)

Notice that ¢ =0(g); therefore, in the absence of
interaction ¢ =0. At this stage, it might be in-
teresting to check whether the c1ass1ca1 Hamilton’s
equations are satisfied by b; and 7. They indeed
do satisfy Hamilton’s equations, as we show in
Appendix A.

Now we postulate the following canonical com-
mutation relations among b; and 7, following the
guidelines of quantum electrodynamics'’:

[b‘:(’_" £), 775' b(i’ t)]= iﬁabbgj(_’f_"__’)_)); (2.19)
where
8%5(x — 9) = (8;; = 9;9,/8)8%(x - y). (2.20)

We will now go to the interaction picture, where

canonical commutation relations remain unchanged.

To avoid clumsiness, we denote the field variables
in the interaction picture also by the same quan-
tities ;(x;, ¢) and wf(x;, ¢).

The free Hamiltonian in this picture is

H,= f A3 [A7 0T + 58, B, 0], (2.21)
where
Bi;=8;b; - 3,b;. (2.22)

I

One can check using the CCR that
i = ogb;. (2.23)

We are still in the radiation gauge and the b;’s
satisfy the free-field equation and therefore have
the following plane-wave decomposition:

a - eulk, D)
B (x, t)_-k;:m L

X[t %ei(?'?—wt)+ca1‘)\e-i(?'?-wt)]’
_ (2.24)
where
e, (k, N) =(e;(k, 1), 0)
with '
ki *ei(k, N) =0, (2.25)
> eull, ey, V) =0y, - BB (2.26)
=12 T - k

The fields are transverse, as is clear from Eq.
(2.25). The interaction Hamiltonian is given by

- f A%, (x) = f d*x[5e(x) - 3e(x)],

where
Scim(x)=§g6i><bf -§”+§g2§ixﬁj 'ging_ 30 A
(2.27)

If we use the expansion (2.13) for $, we can see
that 3C;,, is an infinite series in powers of cou-
pling constant and therefore has an infinite num-
ber of noncovariant vertices. Note that if we work
in the same gauge in the case of quantum elec-
trodynamics of charged particles, we have only
one noncovariant vertex.°:!!

IIIl. NONCOVARIANT FEYNMAN RULES

To get the Feynman rules, we have to use the 3¢, (x) given in Eq. (2.27) in the Dyson expansion for the

S matrix and do the Wick expansion for the T products.

pectation values, given below:

_ eik (x=y)
(017 (31, DBy, ¢DI0) = Tt [ d"k[ép

(2 )‘l k2
where 1,=(0,0,0,1)=5,,

_ kukv =k ~nkumy +kynu) +k*nuny ]

For the purpose, we have to know the vacuum ex-

kZ_(k .n)Z (3-1)

This is obtained by the usual procedure using the plane-wave decomposition (2.24) and choosing the pro-

per contour in the &, plane, and also using the fact that

E E,_, k )\)Eu(k X) auu kuku (k U)(knnu’rkuﬂu)*‘kJTIu (3.2)

A=1,2 (k'fl)

Also, we have

ke (x-y)
<0|T(3 ba x)b° ))I)— (2ﬂ)4f 22— d kkcx[éuu_

Euky =k n(kuny +kvny) +5*nu iy

-0 ) @9
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(0] T(a, b5 (%) 2505(3))[0) =

It is easy to see that (3.1) denotes the propagator (see Fig. 1).
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1)5 ik‘(x-y)
(2 )*

(& -n)?

d'*k (kokes - k%n Tla)[ _ kukv-F - Tl(kuﬂv+vaiu) k Tluﬂv]
o .
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(3.4)

a purely spacehke vector with fourth component zero, the first two terms in (2.27) can be effectively
written as 3 gb xb g,,,, and 3 gzb ><b ‘b xby, having the diagrammatic representation as in Fig. 1(b) and
Fig. 1(c). Therefore we can also rewmte the interaction Hamiltonian as follows:

Furthermore, since the polarization is

3¢ = 3gb, XB, * B, + 127D, Xb, *b, Xb, +5C,. (3.5)
The third term in Eq. (3.5) is however an infinite series, as noted earlier:
3Cpr= =% f d*x$ -Ap=-1ig f 2 (=)™ (ATM)"ATIR(x) - (MA™YR(x)d *x. (3.6)

m,n=0

]

2
K, =i _ k}l-kv‘k"’)(kp"lv"'kvﬂy)"'k MMy
(a) Propagator ZalwB e [Sp,, 2 (km)? ]
Pyp,a ‘
abc
(b) 3-Vertex I—‘ A (p,k,q) = (-g)€qpc
k,v,b g,\,C
[s,w(p-k)x +8u)(k-q)y +8)\F(q-p),,]
Oty A3,p3
“ig? :
(c)  4-Vertex 1% {<aa,0, €a0304 By Bup~BuypiaBuns)
92,2 Uarpe  +€00/03€0040, (BuipgBuzpa ™ BuipaBpsns)
+€00,04€00503 (B2 Bpaps=BiipnaBugpr) }
-
(kyiw)
(d) Outgoing meson Jzv ey (k,x)
(e)  Incoming meson > —— . (R 2)
N,-w’) /_2 w"' V] {TAR
£ MM
(f) Coulomb-type propagator  (~|)——e—e— __2_;_4__:_1_2
k=-(k-=q)
FIG. 1.

(a)—(f) represent the correct Feynman rules for tree diagrams to all orders, with the understanding that (f)

must be inserted in all combinations in place of propagator (a), to give rise to different diagrams to any particular order

ing. [Please note that a dot stands for an 7, and an unslashed and undotted line stands for the propagator —id,;6,,/

(% —i€).] For the case of loops, we conjecture that the same Feynman rules remain, with the understanding that (1)
proper symmetry numbers be multiplied to the loops involving all propagators of the type shown in Fig. 1(a) (see Ref. 8
for a definition of symmetry number), and (2) whenever there is a loop with all propagators in it being of the type shown

in (f) and having only 3-vertices attached to it, a factor  is to be multiplied to such a diagram. This conjecture is veri-

fied in case of the one-loop diagram to order g2 and the general proof will be considered in a separate paper. In (e) and

) the arrow over k denotes that it is a space vector, as opposed to the notation throughout the paper.
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I

(@) S = e @hupakly, b) D >-.-.-<

FIG. 2. All possible topological structures must be considered.

We suggest the following rules, which arise from Eq. (3.6).

For every propagator of the type Fig. 1(a), there should be a diagram with a propagator -in,n,/
[# = (% +n)?] shown in Fig. 1(f) in the case of tree diagrams, which we call a Coulomb-type propagator.
We prove this result to a few lower orders in the following paragraph. The general proof to all orders is
given in Appendix B.

(a) To order g2: Equation (3.6) becomes (since b,=0)

(%)= —égz‘Ad(}su X aogu) - (B, X 95b,). (3.7

It is clear that in momentum space, A~!becomes '1/[k*- (& +n)?] and b, X 305,, is equivalent to €,(p)€,(9)
XT,y2(p, g, k)N or the diagram shown in Fig. 2(a). Therefore, to order g? we have the diagram shown in
Fig. 2(b), as suggested by Fig. 1. Note that the factor 3 goes away in the actual calculation.

(b) To order g3 One will have the following terms coming from 3C;-(x):

-ig° f A% d*y T(E,,(x) +[D, (%) Xb,(x)]A™ (B X 3gbe) *[B X 35D (1)]) - ig® f d*x T(A"MA™ (b, X3gb,) * (b, X 95b,)),
where

M=b,%xd,=b, X3, (3.8)
since b,=0, or M =13b,X3,, which means

fMg=%@ -b,x0,&-2,f -b, xB). (3.9)
Equation (3.9) follows because au6u= 3,b;,=0. Now it is clear that the first term in Eq. (3.8) gives rise to a
diagram of the type shown in Fig. 3(a). In the second term, the A™"s give the propagators 1/[k* - (& - n)?],

the expression Su XBOB,, gives €,(p)e,(9)Tyua(p, ¢, k)N, and M in momentum space corresponds to

€u(4)77u77xruvx(19, q, k)) (3-10)

shown in Fig. 3(b). As a result we get Fig. 3(c), thus substantiating our claim to order g3.

(c) To order g* We will work out the rules to yet another order because a new type of term appears in
this order which gives rise to the suggested rules. The contribution to the Dyson expansion to this order
from Eq. (3.5) is the following:

(a) N >——J~"< + (1) >“I——< PR (@) ) >£ (
(b) _.l_._ (b) M'ﬁ all permutations
(c) >oo|-oo<

FIG. 3. Verification of the proposed Feynman rules in FIG. 4. Verification of the proposed Feynman rules in
the case of tree diagrams. the case of tree diagrams.
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gig‘*fd“x T(A'MA~'MA- (%) -i(x))—ég“jd"x d*y T(Eu,,'suxg,,(x)A'lMA "% X))

+ig* [ ate dty TG, XB, -5, XB,0IA% X - tg* [ dtx dy TATT R WATT T ().
(3.11)

We did not write down the contribution of the first two terms in Eq. (3.5) since they would give rise to the
usual diagrams shown in Figs. 1(a)-1(e). Note that in Eq. (3.11), the first term has a weight factor 3,
whereas to substantiate the rule postulated, we will have to have a weight factor of 2 there, as can be seen
using Eqs. (3.9) and (3.10). Also, if our claim is correct, we ought to have the diagram shown in Fig. 4(a),
which is obviously not manifested in Eq. (3.11). To see how one gets these two results, we have to look at
the last term in Eq. (3.11). If we make a Wick expansion of the above term, we will first of all get all
possible contractions of a pair. Among all these contractions, there is one term of the following type:

—3g4x4 f €a 10585 €a 13,33 €a 1,8, Cagigi A (5320,b73) (%) D4 (x)A ™ (5570,0%) (9)d% () : (0| T(9,b55(x) 9, b%19()) [0 ) d *xd *y.

(3.12)
Using (3.4), one sees that
et (x-9) ko —k ik, +Eom,) +k
(0] 7(3,555(x)3,%50(3)) [0 ) = aas,,m(—zagg f A% (ko 5 — *no5) [ (. e n;Zm) mna]
(3.13)

The kokp term within (3.13) makes a contribution to the diagram in Fig. 4(b), whereas we have an extra
term left out which, taken along with (3.12) after using the fact that n+-b=0, gives us the following extra
term:

i gl Jatedh o~ ) 7, X35, XBu0 8B XX, ) (3.14)

which is equal to
3ig jd"x A7y, X3yb,) X by(x) + A~Y D, X b y) Xb, (%) : + Lig fd‘x AT MATMA™ (%) }(x): . (3.15)

Thus, replacing the last term of Eq. (3.11) by Eq. (3.15), we see that we get the correct weight factor,
substantiating our claim about Fig. 1(f), and also we get the diagram shown in Fig. 4(a). Therefore, we
have proved that the rules suggested are indeed correct to order g*. Here we would like to comment that
we have checked the correctness of the rules through order g8, but continuing to arbitrary order = be-
comes a difficult combinatorial problem, which we solve in Appendix B. Also, we would like to remark
that there is no new type of term formed in higher orders.

IV. COVARIANTIZATION OF TREE DIAGRAMS constructed out of vertices I‘u,, \s I‘ﬁ",fﬁa and prop-
TO ANY ORDER agators —i6,,0,,/(k% - i€) (to be called henceforth

a covariant tree). If we replace any number of

€u,(k;)’s by the corresponding momenta, i.e., Rig,s

then the result is zero, i.e.,

The purpose of the present section is to show
that all the noncovariant terms cancel each other
in the case of tree diagrams. To show that, we
will need the following theorem, which we prove BB ek T L 10T
at the end of this section. REL I e L e

Theovem 1. Let Xeu,+1(kz+1)"'€u"(kn)=0-

a.a

verq
Tﬂluz"'u" 12 ’l(_kly kz,‘... ,k")eul(kl)euz(kz) "'€u"(kn) (4.1)
stand for a set of all tree diagrams with z external This result is diagrammatically shown in Fig. 5,

particles, with polarization vectors ¢, ,(kl), ..., €ete,, where the crosses stand for momenta. Note that
isotopic spins ay, ..., a,, and momenta &, P k,,u", this general result is not true in the case of mas-
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-——— :O

FIG. 5. A diagrammatic representation of Theorem 1.
(All possible tree diagrams of this type must be con-
sidered.) i

sive gauge fields even if all the external polari-
zations are taken to be transverse.” As a partic-
ular case of this result, we have the following
identities:

puT(D, &, 9)€,(R)€x(q) =0, (4.2a)

pukurflbuc)\(p, k, g€ (q) =0, (4.2b)
and

ppkuq)\r?l(:lc)\(p) ka q)=0- (4.20)

Proof. It is easy to see that
pu rﬁbjk(p, k, q) =g€abc[k25u}\ - %ku(k - P) )\]
+ g€ 428,x — 29)(g - P),]. (4.3)

This is diagrammatically shown in Fig. 6 (see Ref.
7). If k and q are on mass shell, since

k-e(k)=0 and ~%=0, (4.4)

we have proved Eq. (4.2a). Multiplying Eq. (4.3)
by %, on the right-hand side, we get

pykvr‘;‘lb;)\(p; ks' q)

= _geabc—ékzq)\ +g€acbku[q25u)\ - %q)\(q - p)u]'
(4.5)

Therefore, when ¢ is on the mass shell, the right-
hand side vanishes and Eq. (4.2b) is proved. Equa-
tion (4.5) is also shown diagrammatically in Fig. 7,
where the first term in Fig. 7 stands for the first
term in Eq. (4.5). Equation (4.2¢) is also easily
proved to be correct.

As a first step towards proving the covarianti-

|
1
1
L]

+ — - -——>-+-—L——n—
/cq
7
{ :-g-G -
where 03—‘\\ z abe (k-q)y,
b,k
{pa
and |
5 kp = Sacb q23,)\

FIG. 6, Effect of multiplying ak, to a 3-vertex. (The
cross stands for kp in all figures in the paper.)

| >

P,a,u

—— + » > 4 oo

kwb q\c -

FIG. 7. Effect of multiplying crosses to two legs of a
3-vertex.

zation, we have to show that all diagrams having
propagators of the type (—i)n,n,/[k* - (& - 1)?] can-
cel. It is trivial to see to order g% They have
opposite sign [see Figs. 1(a) and 1(f)] and they
automatically cancel. The proof to any general
order can be seen as follows: Consider a branch
of a tree having » propagators and other branches
going out of it as shown in Fig. 8, where the boxes
stand for the rest of the tree diagrams attached to
the branches.

First, let us break the propagators of the type
shown in Fig. 1(a) in the following way:

i?’]unuaab (4 6)

Fig. l(a) = Slflﬁ,(k) + m,

and let us call the first term a type-“N” and the
second term a type-“A” propagator, and the one
in Fig. 1(f), a type-“F” propagator. Writing all
propagators in the form shown in Eq. (4.6) and
multiplying the various terms, we will have dia-
grams with all type-A propagators and products of
various numbers of N- and A-type propagators.
Also, there will be diagrams with products of N-
and F-type propagators and F'- and A-type prop-
agators. Our aim is to cancel all diagrams with
A- and F-type propagators and be left with those
with N-type propagators only. Let us first take
the case when there is no N-type propagator pre-
sent in the branch under consideration. Then there
will only be diagrams with F- and A-type propa-
gators. There will be one diagram with all A-type
propagators. Then there will be (}) terms with
one F-type and n-1 A-type propagators with an
extra relative minus sign with respect to the first
diagram, and so on for two and more F-type prop-
agators. On adding all these up, we obtain a dia-
gram with all A-type propagators with the following
weight factor:

FIG.8. A general noncovariant tree diagram to any
order with propagators of type shown in Fig. 1(a).
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INE = — - e+ ke 4 —ex—

FIG. 9. Decomposition of an N-type propagator,

() (e

=2":(_1)'(:>= (1-1)=0.
. (4.7)

Therefore, we have prbved that all such terms
cancel. Now let us look at diagrams with one N-
type and # - 1 both A- and F-type propagators. The
N-type propagator could be at various places. But
for each position of the N-type propagator, there
always exists a complete set of A- and F-type
propagators which add up to give zero in the man-
ner shown in Eq. (4.7). This can be generalized to
any number of N-type propagators. Thus, in the
particular branch considered in Fig. 8, we have
only N-type propagators. Then, we can examine
each of the branches coming out of this main
branch and apply similar considerations. There-
fore, after all this has been done, it is easy to see
by inspection and a moment’s thought that in all
tree diagrams, we will have only N-type propa-
gators and there are no F- or A-type terms at all
in tree diagrams. Therefore, from this point on-
wards, our Feynman rules for tree diagrams will
be those given by Fig. 1(b)-1(e) along with the
propagator

—20qp [ _ Ruky -k ‘n(kunv+kunu):]
kE—ie| M k? = (k +)? ’

nyh,=
(4.8)

This is represented diagrammatically in Fig. 9.

In the next paragraph, we will show that the re-
maining noncovariant terms will drop out in the
case of tree diagrams by virtue of Eq. (4.1).

To prove the above assertion, we first break up
and multiply out all the terms in the various prop-
agators. Then, there will be one term in which
all the d,,-type terms are multiplied and this is
the term which we want at the end. Among the
rest, we will have the following types of terms:

(a) Terms in which there is one or a number of
k,’s (denoted in Fig. 9 by a cross) or crosses
attached to one leg or legs of a complete set of
covariant trees defined in Theorem 1 with other

%

—

/

FIG. 10. A typical diagram to order g® after the de-
composition of the N ~type propagator has been made.
Notice that, in this diagram, there is a cross sitting on
one leg of an external covariant tree diagram. There-
fore, when we combine all diagrams where the legs of
the external covariant tree are permuted so as to give a
complete set for it, this diagram will vanish by Theorem
1.

legs being external (i.e., multiplied to polariza-
tion vectors). Such terms will drop out because
of Eq. (4.1), when we consider a complete set.

(b) Of course, one might think that one could
also have a dot attached to an external covariant
tree. But, as shown in Fig. 9, every dot is accom-
panied by a cross. Therefore, the cross accom-
panying the dot will be attached to the leg of a
covariant tree [where we call a 3-vertex a covari-
ant tree also, since it satisfies (4.1)]. If all the
other legs of this tree are external lines, then, of
course, Eq. (4.1) will eliminate it. If not, then let
us examine the other legs of the covariant tree to
which it is attached. If all the legs have crosses
planted on them, then we just have to take a com-
plete set, and then by Theorem 1 the result van-
ishes. There is of course the possibility that, of
the » legs of the tree, m (m>0) could be planted
with crosses and n —m could have dots on them.

In that case, the dots have crosses accompanying
them and the same considerations are now applied
to this new cross and the covariant tree on whose
leg the new cross is planted, until we reach the
situation in which the cross is on the leg of a co-
variant tree, all the rest of whose legs are attached
to polarizations, and this gives zero by Eq. (4.1).
This then proves the assertion that all the nonco-
variant diagrams vanish. To illustrate the case
(b), we draw a typical diagram to order g° in Fig.
10, where we see that there is a cross on the leg
of an external covariant tree. Thus, in this sec-
tion we have shown that with the set of noncovari-
ant Feynman rules suggested in Sec. III, the tree
diagrams can be described by a covariant set of
rules as follows:

=0 FIG. 11. Boxes stand for anything.
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(1) the 3-vertex I'}%\(b, %, g) as given in Fig. 1(b);

(2) the 4-vertex I'}’}, as given by Fig. 1(c);

(8) the propagator —id,, 5,,/(k* —i€);

(4) the external lines as given by Figs. 1(d) and
1(e).

Now we will prove Theorem 1[Eq. (4.1)]. We
will be using the identity in Fig. 6, for a cross
sitting on a vertex. Before going further, let us
recall that the identities given in Figs. 11 and 12
can be proved.” ‘

Now take a covariant tree diagram with » exter-
nal legs with an arbitrary number m of its legs
crossed. Let us take one cross and use the iden-
tity shown in Fig. 6. There are two possibilities:
(a) The leg adjacent to the one under consideration
and attached to the same 3-vertex has a cross on
it, and (b) it does not. In case (a), we can use the
identity in Fig. 7 and get the result shown, Fig. 13.
The second term in Fig. 13, by virtue of the iden-
tities in Figs. 11 and 12, will disappear. There-

[

= O FIG. 12. Boxes stand for anything.

fore, what remains is a diagram with z -1 exter-
nal legs, m—1 of which are crossed. Therefore,
by induction we can 'go down until there remains
only a crossed 3-vertex, which is zero by virtue
of Eq. (4.2). Therefore, we have proved Theorem
1 in case (a).

In case (b), we use the identity in Fig. 6 and we
get the result shown in Fig. 14. It is clear from
Fig. 14 that the first and the third terms drop out
because of the identities in Figs. 11 and 12.
Therefore, we have a higher-order crossed co-
variant tree equal to lower-order crossed covari-
ant trees, and a process of induction leads to the
final result.

Another possibility is that a cross could be at-
tached to a 4-vertex. In that case, one can see
that when we take a complete set of trees, there
will be corresponding diagrams so as to satisfy the
identity of Fig. 11, thereby proving the theorem.

V. COVARIANTIZATION OF ONE-LOOP DIAGRAM TO ORDER g?

The diagrams that arise in this simple case are shown in Fig. 15. A few words as to the origin of the
various diagrams is in order. The origin of Fig. 15(a) is obvious; Fig. 15(b) arises because of the Wick

contraction of the terms in

1ig? f dx T(A(%) -5().

(5.1)

Figure 15(c) arises because of Wick expansion of the 4-vertex. The last two terms arise when in the Wick
expansion of (5.1), we take the vacuum expectation value of the type {0|7(3,6°(x)3,b5(»))|0). Now, let us
write down the algebraic expression for each of them (omitting the integrations over & and ¢ and the 6 func-

tions at the vertices):

Fig. 15(a):
2226
- —g—(zﬂ):b["%ruuwz(—l’, ks DTy ,(~k, b, =Py ()P, , (9)]€, (B) €, (P), (5.2)
where
__1 k"lk”l—k 'T'(k”L ”1+k"1n“1) +k2n“1n”1].
Pulul(k)-k—z:—i'g[ my, kz—(k ,,n)z ’ (5-3)
Fig. 15(b):
2225 b um znuz
- (2n)* -, ulpz(—p: k, q)Fulvuz("k, b, _q)Pulul(k) Z— (g7 €, €y, (5.4)

>0 et =0 + >0+ >0

FIG. 13. Boxes stand for anything.

D——LCI = D*—-D+D*LEI

+O-0 + 00

FIG. 14. Boxes stand for anything.
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.2- a,Pyu b,v + @) _Q-_ + L
2

qu 0272 "Wy
(a)

(b) (c)
(z) 4
(d) (e)
FIG. 15. Diagrams for the one-loop case to order g2.

Fig. 15(c):

-2g2%5,
__(42_3‘;1_)_452[% (25u1v15uv - aulu 611111 - 6!11’/6”1!1 )]Pplul(q) €u €y (5-5)

Fig. 15(d):

“2g264b 19 -
2m)* [+ 2( 6“1"16“" - 5“1" 5"1” - 6“1”6”1“)]

Fig. 15(e):

My My
7 —(qn)? €p €y (5.6)

22 %) _ip (Cpky Q)T =k, by —a) UL e, (P)es(p) (5.7)
(2,”)4 4 [T y Ry g LSRN y Py =4 [kz_(k.n)Z][qz_(q.n)Z] © v . .

We make a detailed diagrammatic expansion of Figs. 15(a), 15(b), and 15(c) using cross and dot for k, and
Ny, respectively (see Fig. 8), with momentum-dependent coefficients understood (Figs. 16-18). If one
studies Fig. 16, one can easily see by using Eq. (4.2b) that parts (j), (1), (o), (p), (r), (s), and (t) of Fig.
(16) vanish. Moreover, we have the following cancellations among figures, as can be easily checked:

16(e) +16(i) +17(a) =0, (5.8)
16(m) +16(v) + 17(c) =0, (5.9)
16(q) +16(x) + 17(d) =0, (5.10)
16(d) +16(h) + 18(b) =0, (5.11)
18(e) +15(d) =0. (5.12)
Also, using identities in Fig. 6, we can evaluate 16(b), 16(c), 16(f), 16(g), 16(k), and 16(n). For example,
- (k —Q)u(k-Q)u _(k"(I)u(k-‘I)u (k—q)u(k - q)
16(k) + 16(n) = 4[k2—(k‘ .n)z][qz_(q.n)z] 4r%g? * 267 4% - (q .n)Z]’ (5.13)
16(z)== L (E-Dul—q) (5.14)

2 [B* = (& -n)?*[q% - (q-n)?]’

3O+ O+ OO - O -

() (b) @) d (e) (f) (9) (h)

e O ) e A e e W e W e W e o o
0] 0 (k) 0) (m) ) (0 (P
@ (n () ) (®) W) (x) y (2)

FIG. 16. Diagrammatic expansion of Fig, 15(a).
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_[—Q— - _O-— + —O— + _O— - __Q—] FIG. 17. Diagrammatic expansion of Fig. 15(b).
(c) (d) (e)

(a) (b)
k= qu(k—q)y
15(e) = ( K 5.15
= 4 [#% = (& - n)l[q* - (g m)?]” (5.15)
' (k= q)ulk = gl '
17(e) = 5.16
(e) [kz_(k_n)a][qz_(q_n)Z]: ( )
so that
17(e) + 15(e) + 16(z) + first term of Eq. (5.13)=0. (5.17)
Moreover, using the identity in Fig. 6 again, we get
__2(k -n)*0uv (k-qult-qv  (k—q@ul—-qh
16(b) +16(f) + 16(c) +16(g) = TP BT Py + 207k . (5.18)
Therefore, we see that
18(c) +18(d) +first term of (5.18) =0, (5.19)
second term of (5.18) +third term of (5.13)=0. (5.20)

On taking into account all these equations, what is finally left is

-2g* O Oy v - -
——(2—25.;)%12[_1 ( p,k (I)r ) ("k;p’ —CI) 2l F2¥2 +']; (k q)u(k q)ll ]€ﬂ€”' (5.21)

25 pugpe\TH R O v, kP —ie q®—ie 4 (q®-ie)(k%-ie)

First of all, it is easy to see that this expression is covariant. Furthermore the second term represents
a scalar loop with vector-scalar-scalar coupling of the type 3g¢€,5,(% — q) u» Wwhere k and g represent the
momenta of the scalar particles going out of the vertex. Also, since the scalar loop contains identical
particles, we must have a symmetry number 2 in the denominator. Therefore, the scalar loop appears
with an extra weight factor —2. All these are summarized in Eq. (5.22) and Fig. 19.

N __’_ﬂ:"__&ﬁ 1% (=) (=9 .
(27f)4 Eruulpz( P,k q) "y q rulwz( -k, b, - q) szg €aa 82 2 ( )p PE 2—i€ Ebalazi(q_k)u
Zgzéz Op v,
- (2,".)4b qz _ ze[%(zaul”lé’“’ - Gulu 61/111 - Guluéulu)]'

(5.22)

From these second-order calculations we can conclude that covariant Feynman rules for the one-loop
case must contain a vector-scalar-scalar vertex apart from the usual 3-vertex and 4-vertex specified on
Figs. 1(b) and 1(c) inside the loop. Moreover, the scalar loop must have a weight factor of —2. As has
been said earlier, these results were also obtained from different considerations by various authors.?~®
However, a second-order loop calculation is only an indication of nature of Feynman rules for the mass-
less case and one must prove it to all orders in g, even for the one-loop case. This is presently under
investigation.

o 0.0.0. 0, O 240

(a) ®  © (@ (e) ki

) ’ FIG. 19. Symmetry numbers are taken into account in
FIG, 18, Diagrammatic expansion of Fig. 15(c). this set of diagrams.

L
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VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we would like to say that in accordance with the claims made in the Introduction, we have
outlined the techniques for obtaining covariant Feynman rules for the massless Yang-Mills field, using
conventional canonical quantization methods. Using these techniques, we have shown that to all orders,
tree diagrams can be described by a covariant set of rules. The one-loop diagram to order g2 has also
been shown to be covariant. These results must be generalized to all orders, with various number of
loops, in order to have the complete solution to the problem. Here, we have worked in radiation gauge.
There is another gauge,’? known as the axial gauge, where the Hamiltonian is not an infinite series in
coupling constants and may therefore be easier to deal with. This will be the subject of a forthcoming in-
vestigation by the author. If these covariant rules turn out to be the correct ones to all orders, then the
theory is probably renormalizable, as opposed to the case of massive gauge fields,'®

Added note. After writing this paper, it came to the attention of the author, through a paper by Schwinger,'®
that to the Hamiltonian density written in Eq. (2.17) one will have to add an extra term, in order that the

radiation-gauge quantization described in Sec. II be consistent with Lorentz invariance. The extra term
is

3826500100 (R, X, 1) €450, Deq(x, X, 1),  where (A +gM)D(x, x') = 8°(x - x').

[Isospin indices have been suppressed in the second equation; M is defined in Eq. (2.11).] However, this
term does not contribute to the tree diagrams (to all orders) and also does not contribute to the one-loop
diagrams to order g2. Therefore, the results of the paper remain unchanged.
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APPENDIX A Note that
‘Here, we prove the classical Hamilton’s equa- ff ,A—lﬁdsx=f(A-1f) hdx (A7)
tions for the Yang-Mills field in radiation gauge.
The Hamiltonian in this case is given by g
an
- fsears= farstiit it 4T, 1, 45 0P | -Miave= [ (D) Fax. (a8)
Al
(a1) Using these, we can write
We have to show that f .
> —1ld3x¢-A
dby(x, t) __ oH a2) 2 OREN
ot ami(x, t) w

. =1 _AM ANV AT L 3
i f ;)(7” 1)(=g)*3(a~ MY R - R () d .

a(x, t) __ _ oH (43) (49)

ot obi(x, ¢) Moreover, using Eq. (2.9), we can also solve for

Recall that b, and get

Peg AT (A4) Bo= -8 AR (A10)

¢=g lT+gh-M~ % o7 (1+gATM)?
where i ) =g (~g)"(n+ 1)(A"M)"A"R. (A11)

X=TixXb;, M=Db;Xd;. (A5) n=0 '
Also Now, differentiating (A1) with respect to. 7* (remem-

ber that b, and 7! are independent of each other)
9;0%(x)=0 (gauge chosen). (A6) and adding a full divergence to the integral, we
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see that to be differentiated. On differentiating H with re-
oH b spect to b$ we get
Fi '_i"g(b Xbo) b‘XZ(—g)”*z(n-;. 1A~ M) 'A%. oH - - N 3 d - -
‘ = s~ 8uFis 8B xE - [y s (B -8B,
(A12) ! '
Using (A11), we get (A2). Q. E. D. (A13)
" Let us now try to prove Eq. (A3). This one is 1 9 - - . i
more complicated because we are differentiating "2 ) f (¢-a¢)d’y= —fd ( 2)
H with respect to b; and there are a lot of terms (A14)

J

Let us then try to evaluate the right-hand side of (A14). For that purpose, notice that

—

%=g2 (-8 6b‘?a(x) (A='M)'A™, (A15)
1 n=0 1

¥ 4%y sy 4 Mra R Aoy

=Y (~grasy {BZM SUATMY AT e (A7) AT - (AP 4 (AP SATR (AT B

- 1ap\n—- % -7\
AT (O] 4 S (8 ¢}. (A16)

It is easy to see that on summing up over », one gets

1
3 . A"y 3 :
Joo[ o Frmmmra ) (e rmmmmr ) - f @ [ 7% gy 90 -9 | (a17)
Using Eq. (A10), we get
Eq' (A17)=[+g€acd(ai¢d)bg+g€acd‘”$dbg]
=g(ai$+?’§)xso
=g—7’7xgo=gf‘oi Xso- (A18)
Substituting (A18) in (A13), we get

oH
a5 (x)

= (0,f,;+8D, XE;; + g0 Xf:)°

=-0,7 (using field equations). (A19)

This is equal to the Eq. (A3) apart from an extra 9,m!°"8 in (A19). But this can always be subtracted out
by adding a full-space divergence to the Hamiltonian density 3C(x) of the form

i+ 9,0: =0;(D; *8,0). (A20)

Therefore, we have proved both the classical Hamiltonian equations of motion.

APPENDIX B

Here we will prove the noncovariant set of rules suggested in Sec. III, to ordér g" in the case of tree
diagrams. A look at Eq. (3.6) makes it immediately clear that we can rewrite it as follows:

Jatx 16e (0 =-4g* [ 4% 2(-@ (n+ 1) T(A-MY™2A"5(x) (). (B1)

Note that the coefficient of the operators to order g" is 3(n-1). However, Eq. (3.9) says that to substantiate
the suggested noncovariant rules, the numerical coefficient of (-g)" should be 2"~3, What we will prove in
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this appendix is that using the same type technique as in the fourth order, we can get back the correct co-

efficient.
Proof. To any general order g¥, one can easily convince himself that relevant terms are the following:

T A

ZL E n-r-=2)r Id“x atyT((A~"M)" "7 A R (x) - X(x)ATM) AR () - X(5))

V¥ J’ d*x,d*x,d*x,
710 72s 73
71+72+73=H'4

X T((A™M) 1A (x,) « X(x,) (ATM) 28715 (x,) * X(x) (AT M) 3A R (x5) *X(%5)) + ++o.  (B2)

To give the rules in the case of tree diagrams, only suitable terms in the Wick expansion of each T prod-
uct need be taken. Further, we see from (3.14) that the vacuum expectation value {0|7(3,5%(x)3,b4(¥)}|0)
gives two types of extra terms after integration in the %, plane, as shown in Eq. (3.14). . In this appendix,
we will treat only the kok,/[k* - (k +7)*] type terms of each order and remark that the treatment for the
other terms is similar. Also notice that

-ifd“xd‘*ye““"” ——E(gﬁ—-)—gf(x)xﬁ,,(x)@(y)xgo(y):ifd"xA'le ‘M. (B3)

Moreover, one can easily check the following if one ignores the §,, term in Eq. (3.14) (for each contrac-
tion):

f d4x,d %5, oo d 5, T(ATM) AR (x,) - RATM)287%(x) = X(55) (AT M) ™A™ () * R (%))

~ 2™ Ypl fd“x TA™M) 1* 2% " m*mA™13(x) « ¥(x)) + other terms coming from the Wick expansion.
(B4)

1 have written ~ instead of an equality sign because I have kept only k k,-type terms in each contraction of
a pair of 605,,’5. Moreover, the terms involving various normal orderings and contractions also have been
ignored, since they do not contribute to the tree diagram of order »,+#,+ +=»+m. Using Eq. (B4), Eq. (B2)

can be simplified and written as follows:

Eq. (B2)=%((n-—1)+2(n—r-2)r+ Z YSt+oe -)Id‘*xT( MY RAT R (x) <X (X)), (B5) -
r 7,8, ¢t
r+s+t=n=4

Let us rewrite the coefficient in (B5) as follows:

1
=g (n-1)+ z V¥t E Vi¥a¥at oo ). (B6)
T T2 T10720 73
ritro=n=2 T +ro+73=n-4

It is easy to see that the expression in (B6) is the coefficient of x” in the following sum:

1/ A x? %

E((l s L R L G L ) (B7)
or

1 ar

L=/ (B8)

where
% '
flx)= Emzn 1-x)" (B9)
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It is easy to sum up this series; one gets

1 A 1 21 A
2 (1-x)21-22/(1-%x)?% 2 1-2x"

flx)=

[

(B10)

The coefficient of ¥ in f(x) is 2"3, as is required. It must be stressed that we have proved the general
result only for one type of term, and we believe that the case when both §,,- and kule,,/[le2 - (B *n)?]-type
terms are mixed should be easy to obtain using similar methods. Complete derivation of the noncovariant
rules to all orders with any number of loops is the subject of a forthcoming paper.®
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