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A simplified treatment of the Becchi-Rouet-Stora (BRS) Lagrangian theory is presented. With
this treatment we show that the BRS Lagrangian theory in general, and the Feynman-gauge field
theory in particular, are effective theories, not the physical theory, and the Feynman gauge is not,
strictly speaking, a gauge. The relationship between the quantum states in the BRS Lagrangian
theory and those in the physical theory is explicitly given. We also show that one may obtain ma-
trix elements of gauge-invariant operators in the physical theory by calculating corresponding ones
in the BRS Lagrangian theory. The formulas which equate such matrix elements are called
correspondence formulas. The correspondence formula for the S matrix enables us to equate the
scattering amplitudes in the physical theory with those in the BRS Lagrangian theory, thus a proof
of the unitary of the Feynman-gauge (as well as other covariant gauges) Feynman rules is rendered
unnecessary. This treatment can be applied to various gauge field theories and the examples of the
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pure Yang-Mills theory and a gauge field theory with a Higgs field is explicitly worked out.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Feynman gauge' is perhaps the most convenient
gauge to use in a perturbative calculation of scattering
amplitudes in gauge field theories. The physical meaning
of this gauge is also among the most obscure. In quan-
tum field theories, it is notable that Fermi’s formulation
of QED in the Coulomb gauge? preceded the formulation
of the Feynman-gauge QED (Refs. 1 and 3) by 16 years.
History essentially repeated itself in the development of
non-Abelian gauge field theories. In 1962, Schwinger al-
ready successfully formulated non-Abelian gauge field
theories in the Coulomb gauge.*™® In 1963, Feynman’
correctly guessed the Feynman-gauge Feynman rules,
which contain the contribution of ghosts. Two years
later Faddeev and Popov® deduced the general existence
and the interactions of ghosts, using the approach of path
integration and group-theoretic arguments. However,
the Faddeev-Popov formalism remains to this day a
heuristic one. The heuristic nature of the formalism is il-
lustrated by the incorrect answer it yields when it is ap-
plied to the quantization in the Coulomb gauge.’ It is
also demonstrated by the necessity in this formalism to
verify unitarity, which is especially cumbersome for non-
Abelian gauge field theories with a spontaneously broken
vacuum symmetry. Indeed, the original diagrammatic
proof by ’t Hooft of the unitarity of the Feynman-gauge
(as well as other covariant gauges) Feynman rules in this
theory was fairly elaborate.!®!! The task of proving uni-
tarity in the Feynman gauge was simplified by Kugo and
Ojima, 12 who treated canonically the Becchi-Rouet-Stora
(BRS) Lagrangian theory. 1

The work of Kugo and Ojima depends, however, on
the validity of two postulates. Furthermore, their work
still leaves many important questions unanswered. For
example, the BRS Lagrangian involves unphysical ghost
fields, while the gauge-invariant Lagrangian does not.
Indeed, the equations of motion in these Lagrangian
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theories are different. The work of Kugo and Ojima does
not say if the scattering amplitudes in these two theories
are the same. One may also ask (i) can one obtain any
other physical quantity in one theory by calculating a
corresponding one in the other? (ii) In particular, can
one obtain the energy spectrum of one theory by calculat-
ing the energy spectrum of the other theory? (iii) Are
these two quantum theories equivalent to each other and
does there exist a unitary operator which connects the
quantum states and operators in these two theories?

In a previous Letter'* we have found that there exist
formulas which enable us to obtain the matrix element of
gauge-invariant operators in a guage theory by calculat-
ing a corresponding quantity in the BRS Lagrangian
theory. In this paper we shall give a complete yet simpler
presentation of our arguments. The present formulation
enables us to conclude that the relation between these
two theories is quite different from that between the
gauge theory in the temporal gauge and the gauge theory
in the Lorentz gauge, for example. We recall that, to
quantize in the temporal gauge, we set A4,=0 in the
gauge-invariant Lagrangian and impose the Gauss law on
the quantum states as a supplementary condition; and to
quantize in the Lorentz gauge we add a term —%((')MA”)2
to the gauge-invariant Lagrangian and impose the supple-
mentary condition 8, 4#=0 on the quantum states. The
Hamiltonians and the quantum states in these two quant-
ization schemes are related by a unitary transformation
together with a separation of variables.® Thus these two
theories are equivalent and we shall call them the physi-
cal theory. In contrast, the Hamiltonian and the quan-
tum states in the BRS Lagrangian theory and those in the
physical theory are not so related. In short, the BRS La-
grangian theory in general and the Feynman-gauge field
theory in particular are effective theories, not the physical
theory. Indeed, the Feynman gauge is not, strictly speak-
ing, a gauge. For, unlike other gauges, the Feynman
gauge does not impose a condition on the components of
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A, and does not even exist in the classical theory. We
have found that, given a physical wave function ,, in the
temporal gauge, it is useful to construct a wave function
1.5 in the BRS Lagrangian theory by setting

Yg=e, , (1.1)

where 6 is given by (2.16) below. This is because the ma-
trix element of # .4 (the BRS Hamiltonian) between two
states of the form of (1.1) is equal to that of #,, (the tem-
poral gauge Hamiltonian) between the two corresponding
states in the temporal gauge. This does not, however,
mean that e? is the operator which transforms quantum
states in the physical theory into the quantum states of
the BRS Lagrangian theory. The reason is that

ﬂeﬂ‘lpeﬂ'#egﬂwtpw ’

a result which will be proved in Sec. II.

One of the implications of (1.2) is that, if ¢, is an
eigenstate of #£,, Y. is not necessarily an eigenstate of
FHog Indeed, H g4 is not even in the form of (1.1).
Rather, we have, as will be shown in the next section,

7{eﬁ'tpeﬂ':e0-7-[w1/}w +Q¢ ’

where Q is the BRS charge given by (2.12) below and ¢ is
some wave function the precise form of which can be
easily calculated but is unimportant. Mathematically,
(1.3) implies that # .4 cannot be defined if we restrict our-
selves to the Hilbert space of wave functions of the form
(1.1).” Physically, it implies that a quantum state initially
in this Hilbert space does not remain in this space as time
evolves. Thus we need to expand this Hilbert space into
the space of wave functions of the form of

e, +0¢ .

This expanded space is closed under time evolution, but
is not isomorphic to the Hilbert space of the physical
theory. Indeed, this expanded space is not even a Hilbert
space, as the inner product is semipositive definite, not
positive definite.

This is not to say that the BRS Lagrangian theory is
not useful, especially if one is content to restrict oneself
to the consideration of certain matrix elements. Quite
the opposite, the BRS Lagrangian theory is perhaps more
useful than it has been generally given credit for. It can
be used not only for the calculation of the S matrix,
which is the transition amplitude of infinite time dura-
tion, but also for the calculation of transition amplitude
of any finite time duration. As a matter of fact, one can
obtain the matrix elements of a gauge-invariant operator
in the physical theory by calculating the corresponding
ones in the BRS Lagrangian theory, with the wave func-
tions in these two theories related by (1.1). We call such
formulas equating matrix elements in these two theories
correspondence formulas. A correspondence formula is
exact, valid for all values of the coupling constant.
Indeed, no reference to perturbation is necessary. If and
when the coupling constant is small so that perturbation
can be used, the correspondence formula implies that the

(1.2)

(1.3)

(1.4)
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Feynman-gauge Feynman rules, for one, are consistent
with the Coulomb-gauge Feynman rules. The validity of
the correspondence formula dwells on no assumption,
norx 5is16it plagued by the difficulty of the Gribov ambigui-
ty. ™

The formulation in this paper is readily applicable to
any specific gauge field theory. As an explicit example,
we shall treat, in Sec. III, the quantum theory of the BRS
Lagrangian with spontaneous broken vacuum symmetry.
We shall show that there exists a correspondence between
such a theory and the BRS Lagrangian theory. Since the
former is unitary in the physical sector, so is the latter.
Thus the proof of unitarity of the Feynman-gauge Feyn-
man rules in theories of spontaneous broken symmetry is
rendered unnecessary.

II. THE CANONICAL FORMALISM

Consider a general non-Abelian gauge field theory with
the Lagrangian

L=—1F; F*™+(D,$)" (D ¢)— V(4" .
In (2.1),

a _ a__ a__pabc 4b

e, =0,A4%—0,A5—gf* A 45,

(2.1)

(2.2a)

with A, the gauge field of group index a and polarization
i, g the coupling constant, £ the structure constant of
the gauge group, and ¢ a scalar field which may belong to
any of the group representations, with

D,$=(3,+igd;T")¢ , (2.2b)
where 7 is an infinitesimal group generator in the repre-
sentation of ¢. Also included in (2.1) is a possible poten-
tial term V. We may also add to (2.1) a Lagrangian term
for fermion fields. This extension is straightforward and
for the sake of simplicity of presentation will not be ela-
borated on.

The Lagrangian (2.1) is gauge invariant and, as it is in-
dependent of A, the dynamical variable conjugate to 4§
cannot be defined. A way to get around this is to choose
the temporal gauge A§=0. The usual procedure of
canonical quantization can then be applied. In particular
the Hamiltonian density, denoted by H,, is
__ % 7°+B%B?

H,= 5 + 17+ (D) (DY) + V (47) .

(2.3)

The Gauss law is missing, and one imposes it as a supple-
mentary condition on the quantum state:

Gy, >»=0, (2.4)
where
G=(D-w)*+p?, (2.5)

with
pl=— igrrgT"qS +c.c.

As H, commutes with G“ (2.4) holds at all times if it
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holds at the initial time. The Schrodinger equation is

.3 _

i 1, ) =%, 10,) , (2.6)
where

FHy,= [H,d* . .7)

We shall call the theory defined by (2.3)-(2.7) the physical
theory and states satisfying (2.4) the physical states.

Another way to quantize this non-Abelian gauge field
theory is to add to the Lagrangian (2.1) a term — (7%,
where '

Te=A8+h(A,,¢"), (2.8)

with 4 ¢ any real-valued functional of A, ¢, and ¢'. With
this addition, 7j can be defined. While the Lagrangian
L —1(T%)* is not gauge invariant, it is possible to prove,
after imposing the supplementary condition 7 °=0 on the
quantum states, that this Lagrangian theory is exactly the
same as the physical theory. This is is done by eliminat-
ing the extra degree of freedom 4§ in the former theory
by separation of variables. ®
In this paper we shall pursue the theory obtained by

adding to the Lagrangian L —L(I 9)? a term to make it in-
variant under the BRS transformation of

8 AHI=(DHFE)* =OHET—gfobe g HbEC (2.9a)
and

dp=—igs'T ,
where £ is a Hermitian Grassmann field'? with group in-

dex a. The variation of £ under the BRS transformation
is chosen to be, as usual,

Sé-a:lgfabcgbgc
3 .
As is well known,

84+ =8¢=0;

(2.9b)

i.e., the BRS variation of a BRS variation vanishes. One
then introduces another Hermitian Grassmann field!? 7%,
the BRS transformation of which is

dn=—il“. (2.9¢)
Then the Lagrangian
L —XT+in"sl* (2.10)
is invariant under the BRS transformation.
Instead of the Lagrangian (2.10) we shall define
Lg=L —LT*?—in“D°%)"+indh°, 2.11)

which differs from the Lagrangian of (2.10) by a total
time derivative.

The Lagrangian L is the BRS Lagrangian with the
conserved quantity i

Q = [d*x (G +imimd+Lgfniebe),  (2.12)

where

I&

Ty= —7°¢ =
with
[ma(x),n%(y) ] =[7Ux),EXy) ] = —i8%6 P (x—y) .
(2.13)

[Note that (2.13) implies that 7, and 7, are anti-
Hermitian operators.] It is well known that Q is a
Grassmann operator satisfying

0?2=0. (2.14)

Note that Q is actually independent of the choice of h°.
The variation of a field under a BRS transformation can
now be alternatively expressed as the commutator (for a
field with bose statistics) or anticommutator (for a
Grassmann field) of this field with Q. For example,

BAMI=i[Q, A"
and
8&=i[Q,&] -

With this definition, 82 of any operator vanishes. For in-
stance, let R be a bosonic operator; we have

82R = _[Q,[Q,R]]+=O >

as can be proved by writing out all the terms in the ex-
pression above and making use of (2.14). The Hamiltoni-
an corresponding to L 4 is given by

Hgs=H,+i[Q,A], , (2.15)

where H,, is given by (2.3) and
A= Afmet+ihn+ Limgn? .

The derivation of (2.15) is presented in Appendix A. The
particular form for A appears immaterial. The important
point in (2.15) is that H 4 differs from H,, by a BRS vari-
ation.

Let |4, ) be a physical quantum state in the physical
theory, hence satisfying (2.4), and let us denote

1r/’w( A’¢’¢*)E( A’¢’¢*l¢w> »

where | A,$,¢*) is an eigenstate of the field operators
(the group indices have been omitted for brevity). We
shall construct from this physical wave function a wave
function .4 in the BRS Lagrangian theory:

bl A,,8,0%,6,m) =€, (A, 4,6%) , (2.16a)
where

6=06,+6, , (2.16b)
with

0,=i [ d*x 78I A,$,8*) (2.16¢)
and

O=1 [ d’x (4§—iI*WV =V 43—il),  (2.16d)

where I¢ may be any real-valued functional of A, ¢, and
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¢*. Note that, unlike ¥, which is a functional of A, ¢,
and ¢* but not of &, 17, and A4,, Y. is a functional of all
of these fields. This wave function satisfies

Q'[’eﬁ:O ’

which will be proved in Appendix B. Equations (2.15)
and (2.17) give

Heﬂ¢eﬁ=Hw¢eﬁ+iQA¢eﬂ' .

Thus, as operators on g,
Indeed,

(Heﬁ)"¢eﬁ (H )n¢eﬁ+Q¢n’ n =1’2’ R

where ¢, is some wave function the precise form of
which does not matter. [Equation (2.19) is easily proved
by using (2.14) and the fact that H, is gauge invariant
and hence commutes with Q.] As a consequence of (2.19)
we have
——17'[

(2.17)

(2.18)

H s and H, are not equal.

(2.19)

Thg=e Yt Qb . (2.20)

Indeed
f(Heﬂ')'peﬂ'=f(Hw )¢eﬂ+Q¢ ’

where f is any analytic function.

While H 4 operating on .4 cannot be replaced by H,,,
the matrix elements of H.; and H,, are equal, To wit, we
have from (2.18) that

<¢(e lHeﬁllp(Z))—(lp(l)IH | (2))

which is a consequence of (2.17) and the fact that Q is
Hermitian. Similarly, we have from (2.20) that

“’Ie eﬂ"¢(2) (¢Dle it ‘w,m

Therefore, H 4 can be replaced by H,, if matrix elements
between effective wave functions are taken.

Equation (2.22) is not yet in the desired form, as #,,
operates on e%J, and not directly on ¥, as is the case in
the physical theory. It will be proved in Appendix C that

(2.21)

(2.22)

e Tty %, =e9e_m"’t¢w +Q¢ (2.23)
and thus, together with (2.20), we have
e Memotyu=gte 'y 404" . (2.24)

Equation (2.24) shows that, while a wave function of the
form of e®p, does not remain in this form as it evolves in
time, it differs from this form only by a term of the form
of Q¢. Indeed, a wave function of the form of

%, +Q¢

remains in this form at all times. We shall call the quan-
tum theory with the Hamiltonian #.; in the space of
(2.25) the effective theory. The left side of (2.22) is a tran-
sition amplitude in the effective theory. Substituting
(2.23) into (2.22) we get

(¢D]e
Referring to (2.16) we have

(2.25)

% —i#H,
THYED =l e T T ) . 226
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where
Q= [d 45V V248 2.27)
and
Q=— [d*x 1V =" . (2.28)

The only factor on the riglég s+i%e of (2.26) which is depen-
dent on A4y, 1, and £ise” ' 3, as Q,, #,, and ¢, are
independent of these variables. Thus the functional in-
tegrations over 4,, 17, and £ which one performs in tak- -
ing the matrix element of (2.26) can be explicitly carried
out. The function {1 is negative definite if 4, is imagi-
nary. Thus we integrate over the imaginary values of 4,
which is just using the indefinite metric. The integral is a
constant, which can be set to unity if the quantum states
are properly normalized. The functional integrations
over 7 and & can also be carried out, and give a deter-
minant which can be interpreted as the contributions of
ghosts. The right side of (2.26) can then be reduced to
the transition amplitude of the physical theory, as will be
shown in more detail in Appendix C. Thus we have

—i#, —i¥, t
(¢<1> ‘ en‘| (2)) W’L})le ! w|¢<l3)>w ,

where the subscript outside of the angular brackets indi-
cates that the matrix element on the right side of (2.29) is
that in the physical theory; i.e., it involves functional in-
tegrations over A, ¢, and ¢* but not those over &, 7, and
A, with a weighting factor originated from gauge fixing.
The precise form for this matrix element is given by (C5)
in Appendix C. Equation (2.29) is the correspondence
formula for the transition amplitude. We remind the
reader that the functional integral in (C5) is not a path in-
tegral.

Similarly, we may derive correspondence formulas for
other gauge-invariant operators. More precisely, let M
be an operator in the effective theory which is in the form
of

(2.29)

M=M,+[Q,0], , (2.30)
where M, is a gauge-invariant operator in the physical
theory (i.e., it is gauge invariant and depends only on A,
¢, ¢*, and their conjugates but hot on 4, 7, &, and their
conjugates) then the matrix element of M between
effective states e, and e%,, is the same as that of M,,
between physical states ¥, and v¥,,. The proof will be
given in Appendix D. Examples of such operators are
the elements of the Poincaré group: time translations (al-
ready specifically discussed), spatial translations, rota-
tions, and Lorentz boosts. There also exists a correspon-
dence formula for the Wilson loop. !’

While the matrix elements in the two quantum theories
have a precise correspondence, the same cannot be said
for the quantum states without modification. As we re-
call, the wave function in the effective theory is of the
form of (2.25). It is straightforward to prove that

e®y,+Qp=0—e%, =0 and Qé=0 . (2.31)
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This is because the norm of Q¢ is zero, while the norm of
e%p,, is the same as that of ¥, in the physical space, the
latter being zero onmly if ¥, =0. Because of (2.31), the
decomposition of a quantum state in the effective space
into a sum in the form of (2.25) is unique. The part Q¢
never contributes to the matrix elements of gauge-
invariant operators, and the only physically useful part of
the wave function is e®),. Consider therefore the map-
ping which maps all of the wave functions e%p, +Q¢
which are of the same e%), and different Q¢ into the
same point. The linear space obtained from such a map-
ping is called a quotient space of the effective space. The
operator in the quotient space which performs the same
mappings as those of Ff.4 in the effective space will be
called #.4 Let a point in the quotient space be an eigen-

(YL 1M M, %)= 3 LM, [e%) (e | M, e®yl) .
n

Equation (2.33) can be proved by using the correspon-
dence formulas for the matrix elements of M, M,, M,,
and M, and the fact that ¥’ forms a complete set of
states in the physical space. That the scattering ampli-
tude in the effective theory is unitary within the physical
sector is an easy consequence of (2.33). Of course, in our
formalism, such a result hardly needs a proof: the
scattering amplitude in the effective theory is equal to
that in the physical theory, which is unitary.

III. APPLICATIONS

In this section we apply the formalism developed in the
preceding section to specific cases. This is done by mak-
ing definite choices of 4¢ and I¢ introduced in (2.8) and
(2.16c), which, in our formalism, can be any real-valued
functions of A, ¢, and ¢T. (They can even be, for exam-
ple, nonlinear functions of these fields.) While different
choices give the same scattering amplitudes as those in
the corresponding physical theory, they represent
different gauges, some of which may be more convenient
to use than others in a specific situation.

A. The Feynman gauge

The effective theory in the Feynman gauge is obtained

by choosing

hi=V =V [*=V.- A" 3.1
and hence

dhe=—(V-D§)° .
The Lagrangian (2.11) is then equal to

—LF4 Ft94(D,¢) (D ) , 52

—1(3, 4" —i(3,m")(D*E) ,

which is indeed the Lagrangian in the Feynman gauge.
The wave function is given by
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state of # .4, then

Hogle®P, +Q¢)=E (e, +Q¢") , (2.32)

for some ¥, ¢, and ¢’. By (D1) and the uniqueness of
decomposition, ¥, must be an eigenstate of #, with ei-
genvalue E. We may also prove that the converse is true.
Therefore, the quotient space is isomorphic to the physi-
cal space, and the energy spectrum of #/,, in the physical
space is the same as that of # 4 in the quotient space.

We may further show that, for operators of the form of
(2.30), a complete set of states in the effective space is
e%M, where ¥ forms a complete set of physical states.
More precisely, we have

(2.33)

f

¢'eﬁ'=e6¢w( A!¢)¢f) ’ (333)
where

6=6,+6,, (3.3b)
with

1
—_— 3 a . a

0,=—i[d’xn == VD", (3.30)

0,=1 [dx (4§—idf)V —VXA§—idf), (3.3d)
and

Af=—2 (V. A9). (3.4)

vV —v?

If we want to calculate the on-shell scattering ampli-
tude with the effective Lagrangian (3.2) and the wave
function (3.3a), we turn off the coupling g adiabatically in
the distant past and the distant future. Then ¢, is in-
dependent of 4;. Also

e91—>exp [ifd3x 7%V — V2

is the ground-state wave function for the ghost fields, and

e * is related to the ground-state wave function for the

longitudinal modes of the gauge field by a unitary trans-
formation

e62=Uexp %fd3x AV —V248
—4[dx apV =Pz |,
with
U =exp ~ifd3x AV —V2 A}

After making the unitary transformation of U, we find
that the Feynman rules for the scattering amplitude are
precisely those in the Feynman gauge. In particular, the
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gluon propagator is equal to

—lg ,uvaab
k*+ie
The i€ in (3.5) for the longitudinal modes (as well as for
the ghost modes) are obtained as the initial and the final
states are in the ground state of these modes.

The treatments in this subsection can be easily extend-
ed to cover the case of the a gauge.

(3.5)

B. Gauge field theories with Higgs mesons

In this section, we treat non-Abelian gauge field
theories with Higgs bosons. !*

It is usually thought that the Higgs field ¢(x) has a
nonzero vacuum expectation value. This value is as-
sumed to be a constant, defining a preferred direction
which breaks the vacuum symmetry. As a consequence,
some or all of the gauge mesons acquire masses.

We believe that such a view is erroneous. The quan-
tum states in the physical theory satisfies the Gauss law
(2.4). Since G? in (2.4) is an infinitesimal generator for
gauge transformations, all physical quantum states are
gauge invariant, i.e.,

(A $)=19, (A4,

as long as ( A, ¢) is related to ( A’,¢’) by a gauge trans-
formation. As a consequence of (3.6), ¢(x) has no pre-
ferred direction and its vacuum expectation value cannot
be in any given direction. Furthermore, (3.6) implies that
quantum states in the physical theory are not normaliz-
able, and vacuum expectations are not defined until we

(3.6)

factor out the group volume by the choice of a gauge.-

Indeed, the field ¢ is gauge dependent, and the vacuum
expectation of ¢ depends on the gauge adopted. The vac-
uum expectation value of ¢ referred to in the literature
should be identified with that in the unitary gauge, and
the masses of the gauge mesons are determined by the
Hamiltonian in this gauge.

To give an explicit example, consider the Lagrangian
gauge field theory in which the gauge group is SU(2) and
the Higgs meson is an isovector:

MEANING OF THE BRS LAGRANGIAN THEORY
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o= (b2, (3.7)
b3

where the components ¢, are Hermitian. The Lagrang-
ian is :

L= —%—FZVF”V’0+%(D#¢)T(D”¢)+%m2¢T¢

ATy (3.8)
4
The Hamiltonian in the temporal gauge is
ay2 ay2
H, =T B 41t + 1(Dg) (DY)
A

and G“ of the Gauss law is

G“EV-W“-*-ge"”CAb-1r‘+ge"b”¢b1r¢e . (3.10)

Any field configuration { A%x),$,(x)} can be gauge
transformed into one with

0
¢= 0
¢

3

., $:>0. (3.11)

We may therefore study the gauge field theory in the uni-
tary gauge in which ¢ is in the direction of the positive I;
axis. The vacuum expectation of ¢, in this gauge is natu-
rally positive. The classical Hamiltonian in the unitary
gauge is equal to H,, with ¢, and ¢, set to zero and with
my, and m, replaced by the roots of G '=G2=0. The
quantum Hamiltonian in the unitary gauge differs from
this classical Hamiltonian by operator ordering.>% As it
turns out,® this means that we simply insert J and J —1
into quadratic forms of 7, e.g.,

11
2
%77'4,3*"’ 5‘77T¢3J7T¢} s

where J is the Jacobian in the unitary gauge. Thus we
obtain the Hamiltonian in the unitary gauge as

+1(gdy) V- +g( A2 — A37) P+ Lgdy) AV -mP+g (Adm'— Alr?)]

J =detgﬂ =(detg¢;)* .

ay2 a\2
H,= ()" +(B?)
2
1 A
+2—Jﬂ'¢3JTr¢3+%(V¢3)2+%g2¢§( Al A+ A% A% —Im 2+ —4—¢§ .
The infinitesimal gauge transformation for ¢ at
$=¢,=0is

_92
5¢=gdy| 6, |,
0

where 0,, 0,, and 6; (not shown) are the group parame-
ters. Thus the Jacobian is

a6

We note that the Gauss law of =23 has not been utilized,
hence the wave function in the unitary gauge is required
to satisfy

G3y,)=0,

where
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G*=V-r*+g(Al-m?— A7) .
As in the literature, we may put

é3=v +x3,

where v =m /V'A is the classical vacuum expectation
value of ¢ in the unitary gauge. In the limit g—0 with
M =gv fixed, it is justified to set g¢; to M, set g to zero
everywhere else, and replace ¢; in J by v (hence J be-
comes a constant). We then easily find that the two
gauge mesons of a=1 and 2 both acquire the same mass
M, while the gauge meson of a=3 remains massless, as is
well known.
In the effective theory we put

0
¢=10|+x. (3.12)
v
We shall denote
-2
x=| x! (3.13)
%
and choose
T9=3"A4°—MY° a=1,2
i (3.14)
=6"Az, a=3.

The reason for such a choice is that the crossed term
MA23*x" in —L(T%)* cancels out such a term in L, and
in the weak-coupling limit, L4 is the free Lagrangian of
uncoupled fields. In addition, we choose

I°=4;°, (3.15)
where
ra_ 1 A T2 ga _
AL:‘/}F__VZ( Mx°+V —V24f), a=1,2
=47, a=3, (3.16)
(3.17)
with
1
Af = (V- A% .
L \/“"Vz

‘We shall also define
1 JR—
— (V =V +MAL), a=1,2
VM V2 X L
=x°
Note that, if we set M=0, the primed and the unprimed
fields become the same.

The effective Lagrangian so chosen is given by (2.11),
(3.15), and

Xlﬂ =

a=3.

Sho=—(V-DE&)+M(gx;+M)E®
+Mge®y, &y, a=1,2

=—(V-D§), a=3, (3.18)
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where €%,a,b=1 or 2, is antisymmetric with €'
= —¢?!=1. It has been so chosen that, in the limit of g
and A going to zero with M fixed, it is the free Lagrang-
ian in which there are uncoupled fields A’?, x'%, n° and
&% a=1,2, of mass M, uncoupled fields _A_3, 173, and &° of
zero mass, and a free field )f_oﬁnass V2m . In addition,
G becomes, in this limit V' —V?7)%. Thus this case can
be treated in exactly the same way as in Sec. III A and
Appendix C with 4; replaced by A;. In particular, the
propagator for the vector meson is

_igyvsab
k2—M*1—8,,)+ie
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix we derive the expression (2.15) for
Heﬂ'.

Our goal is to express the difference of H 4 with H,, as
BRS variations of operators. First, we list the BRS varia-
tions of the 7’s below. We have

S7i=i[Q,m§]=0 (A1)
and similarly
Smwi=gfobegbye (A2)
dm,=ig&Tm, , (A3)
dmi=G+gfmiEe, (A4)
87y =0 . (AS)
Also, if C, is a bosonic operator, we have
8(C,C,)=(86C,)C,+C,8C, (A6)
and, if C, 1s a Grassmann operator,
6(C,C,)=(8C,)C,—C,6C, . (A7)

The Hamiltonian corresponding to the Lagrangian in
(2.11) is given by

Hg= A omet+ A“-1r“+7r¢¢'>+77';r543 T-%-5“772

+a9 ‘mg—L + H#§)? +in(D6)* —in“8h® . (AB)
(A8)
Making use of (A6), (2.9¢), and (A1) we get
dlimin®)=—(m)* . (A9)
Also
8(ih°*n®)=i(8h*)n"+ih8n°
=—in“(8h°)—h°n§ . (A10)
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Adding (A9) to (A10) we get

8(imin®+ihn®)= —in“(8h®)+ A &nl . (A11)
We further observe that the sixth and the ninth terms on
the right side of (A8) cancel each other and that

A“-ﬂ“+7r¢¢3+7r¢m§*—L =H,+ AG°, (A12)
as the left side of (A12) is the Hamiltonian corresponding
to the gauge-invariant Lagrangian L. Also, a little calcu-
lation gives

S Amy)=E°mi+ A5G . (A13)
Thus (2.15) is proved.
APPENDIX B
In this appendix we shall prove (2.17).
Referring to (2.16¢c) we have
0,=0,1+Q,, (B1)
where
Q= [dx[Q ], (B2)
and
Q,=— [dx 7ire. (B3)
Then
e®=eMeMe% (B4)

As is seen from (B2), Q; is a BRS variation, thus it com-
mutes with Q. Therefore, (2.17) is reduced to

0e ™%y, =0 . (BS)
The next step involves the use of the formula
e 89 f(p,get' P=f(p—ig'q), (B6)

where p and g are conjugate to each other with

[pr q] =—1i,
and where f may be any function and g is differentiable.
By identifying 4, and —m, with p and g, respectively, it
is easy to prove that

egzeeze_nz=exp %fd3x Ag\/_—FZAS] (B7)
or

enzeez=exp [%fd3x Ag\/——VZA(%]e02 . (B8)
Now, since ¥,,( A,¢,¢*) does not depend on 4, we have

ﬂozpw:—isio 0, =0 . (B9)

It follows from (B9) that

ey, =0, (B10)
where (1, is given by (B3). With the help of (B8) and

(B10), (BS) is reduced to

Q exp [%fd3x A8V =248 |y, =0. (B11)
Next we have
7n¢w=v§¢w=0 ’ (B12)

as ¥, ( A,¢,¢6*) does not depend on 5 or £. We also have,

G, =0 (B13)

By (2.12), Q is a linear superposition of G, ,, and 7.
Since all these three operators commute with 4, (B11) is
easily proved.

APPENDIX C

In this appendix we shall prove that the right side of
(2.26) is the transition amplitude in the physical theory.

The physical wave function satisfies the Gauss law
(2.4). Since G*° is an infinitesimal generator for time-
independent gauge transformations, the physical wave
function is gauge invariant and a gauge can be chosen.
Let us choose the gauge to be

I(A,¢,6")=Ff(x),

where f is any function of x. Under an infinitesimal
gauge transform of group parameter x¢,

814 by OI% . b b

8Aj'b( D;x)»+ 50 (—igT°x°$)

8I1¢ . bt
+—8?(58Tb)( é)

(chH

81°=

=Myt . (C2)

Thus, the phase space with the gauge fixed by the relation
(Cl)is

D A“DY DG'S(I°— f2)det(M) (C3)

and the physical transition amplitude from the state
[$2)) to the state |\’ after a time duration ¢ is

—iﬁw'lﬁ(z)
W
Since the amplitude in (C4) is independent of f we
may multiply (C4) by exp(— [d>x f*V' —V?f?) and in-
tegrate over all f¢ The result is

[DADgDg* YV *e v yDe Mdetm . (C5)

D ADY DG'S(17— f)detMy}*e (C4)

On the other hand, if we carry out the functional in-
tegrations over 4, 17, and £ for the right side of (2.26),
we also get the expression in (C5). Thus the result.

Finally, we mention that there is no difficulty with the
Gribov ambiguity in the gauge fixing of (C1) as long as
we integrate over all A, ¢, and q&T (Ref. 16). The point is
that while the number of Gribov copies may vary from
one orbit to another, this number is either odd for all or-
bits or even for all orbits. Furthermore, contributions
from Gribov copies cancel pairwise. Thus the integral
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over all A, ¢, and ¢* is either identically zero (when the
numbers of copies are all even), or exactly equal to the
contribution of one copy for all orbits (when the numbers
of copies are all odd). Since the integral in (CS5) is not
zero, the latter is the case.

APPENDIX D

In this appendix we shall prove the following theorem.
If M is an operator which is in the form of (2.30), then

Me®y, =e’My,+ Qv . D1

Equations (2.23) and (2.24) are special cases of (D1).

First of all, we may ignore the term [Q,0], in (2.30).
This is because OQeetpw is equal to zero and QOeethw is
of the form of Q.

Next we note that both

Mw(Q,)"eﬂzeezdrw, n=12,...

and
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(Q)"Mye ey, n=12,...,
are of the form of Q. Thus

MyeMe™e Py, =M M e My, + 0y . (D2)

Next, we have from (B8) and 7y, =0 that

Q,

M™%y, =M, exp [%fd3x A8V =V 48 ]%

=exp [%fd3x AV —V2A48 ]thpw
=exp [%fd"’x AgV ~V2A8]e02Mw¢w ;

(D3)

the last two steps are obtained as M, is independent of
and A,. Equation (D1) follows readily from (D2) and
(D3).

Finally, we mention that if M is an operator which
commutes or anticommutes with Q and is not dependent
on A, and m,, then M also satisfies (D1).
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