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We propose a method for regularizing and renormalizing the nonlinear ¢ model based on
the limit of the linear 0 model when the 0 mass tends to infinity. The linear 0 model being
renormalized using Ward identities, this procedure ensures automatically the soft-pion
theorems. It also retains the properties of transformations of the Green’s functions under
the chiral group. In the one-loop approximation, we show that the pion propagator has a
finite limit when the 0 mass tends to infinity, while the four-pion Green’s function diverges

only logarithmically with the o mass.

I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of the renormalization of perturba-
tion series in the theory of broken symmetries is

an important problem in strong-interaction physics.

One of the oldest cases where this situation occurs
is SU(2) symmetry broken by electromagnetic in-
teractions. This problem is not yet solved in the
sense that we do not know how to express a certain
number of physical quantities in a finite way in
terms of the symmetrical quantities. For instance,
we do not know how to compute electromagnetic
differences of masses.

In the case of the chiral symmetry SU(2) xSU(2),
recent progress has been made. First Lee' showed
how to renormalize the linear o model whose La-
grangian reads

L£=3{(60F + (9] = 512(0 +T2) — 2o (0% + 7°F + c,0.
(1.1)

Symanzik? then solved in a more systematic way
the problem of the renormalization of theories in
which the symmetry is broken in the Lagrangian
by terms linear in the fields, making an extensive
use of the Ward identities. He also generalized
his method for breaking terms quadratic or cubic
in the fields. In Symanzik’s method, it makes
sense to speak of broken symmetries only as long
as the breaking terms in the Lagrangian are less
singular than the symmetric terms, from the point
of view of power counting in the perturbation
series.

In all the preceding cases, we have to deal with
Lagrangians which are renormalizable in the or-
dinary sense, and the fields are linear representa-
tions of the symmetry group. However, in the
case of SU(2)xSU(2) chiral symmetry, a very
popular idea is that the pion transforms nonlinearly
under the action of the chiral group. Moreover,
certain attempts to use the linear ¢ model to com-
pute 7N phase shifts have not given very satisfying
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results. (References on calculation with the Padé
method can be found in Ref. 3).

Therefore it is interesting to study nonlinear
realizations of the chiral symmetry. A possible
model is the nonlinear o model* which also fulfills
the requirements of current algebra, but in which
the o field is eliminated through the condition

0% (x) + TP (x) =F 2. (1.2)

The Lagrangian with pions only becomes

£= %_[(‘r’mz* (—;O‘zatﬂ?zz'} ClF 2 =72, (1.3)

In this case we are faced with a completely dif-
ferent problem. Because the Lagrangian is not
renormalizable in the usual sense, and because
the symmetry acts nonlinearly on the pion field,
the problem of defining a finite perturbation
series, even in the limit of the exact symmetry
(c =0) without destroying the symmetry properties
is still open. Even by the “superpropagator”
methods®:® it does not seem easy to solve this
problem.”

If one expands the perturbation series in power
of a parameter associated with the number of
loops (here 1/F?), considering functions of
F? -7 2(x) as equivalent to their Taylor series ex-
pansions, then even the renormalization of the one-
loop graphs in the symmetric case is not obvious,
even if one is careful in the definition of the Feyn-
man rules.®

If one takes the point of view of the Feynman
integral, which generates the time-ordered Green’s
functions, it is important to integrate with an in-
variant measure.®

A convenient way to write the functional genera-
ting the Green’s functions is to introduce an auxil-
liary field o(x) and to make explicit the constraint
(1.2):
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G= f&(ﬁz +0% = F2)dirdo exp {z f [3(8)% +3(30) + coo]d‘*x}; (1.4)
8(7%+0% =F,2) can be formally rewritten introducing a new field a(x):

G= derdoda exp {if[%(au'ﬁ)z +3(8,0) + o0+ a(f? +0? —Foz)]d"x}. (1.5)
Now from this expression it is easy to recovér the linear o model. If we add a term a?(x)/A, in the La-
grangian we obtain

G\, = fdﬁdoda exp{z’fd“x[x(ﬁ, o)+ a(f?+0?=F2)+ ;\i]}, (1.6)

0
£(7, 0)= H07) + (8,02] + ¢,0 = 31> (7 +02). 1.7

If A, goes to infinity we recover G=G(»). If we integrate over the field a(x) we see that G(A) generates the

Green’s functions of the linear ¢ model,

G()\o)=fdodﬁ exp{i fd“x[.,e(ﬁ, 0) = 1A (T2 + 02 —Fz)z]}. (1.8)

The fact that, if A, tends towards infinity, the
generating functional of the linear ¢ model has for
a limit the generating functional of the nonlinear
o model, reflects the well-known fact® that the
tree graphs of the linear o model tend towards the
tree graphs of the nonlinear ¢ model.

But it is possible now to renormalize completely
the linear o model!® and give a finite sense to the
perturbation series. Because the tree graphs of
the linear o model have the tree graphs of the non-
linear model for their limit, we can therefore con-
sider the renormalized perturbation series of the
nonlinear model. We have then to study the be-
havior of the series, in the linear model, when
the coupling constant A, goes to infinity. Diver-
gent terms will appear. Because the model is
symmetric for any value of A,, the divergent terms
will be also symmetric, and we can compensate
them by adding counterterms to the Lagrangian.
Following those lines we have a method of regular-
izing and renormalizing at each finite order the
nonlinear ¢ model.

We have made an explicit calculation for the pion
propagator and the four-point function in the one-
loop approximation. A priori one could think that
terms will appear rising as powers of A, or, equiv-
alently, as powers of M ® (M, is the o0 mass and is
related by a Ward identity to A). Actually the pion
propagator has a finite limit and the pion-pion
amplitude rises as InM_ 2, Only one counterterm is
needed at this order and only one renormalization
constant occurs. Similar results will be published
later for the o model with pions and nucleons. We
do not know if this result generalizes for an arbi-
trary number of loops, but in any case the method
seems a promising method of renormalizing the
nonlinear ¢ model. Also the method can be used
for more general models.

r
We shall now discuss the infinite-mass limit in
the one-loop approximation.

II. THE TREE APPROXIMATION

We first expand the nonlinear Lagrangian (1.3) in
powers of the pion field and get

IR U | cﬂ)*z l(fﬁ).—_ﬁ_i
£ 2(3“11) _2<E) -3 7 )Fz

We have expanded £ nonlinear only up to the sixth
degree in the pion fields because for a zero- or
one-loop calculation in which we are interested,
and for the two- and four-pion Green’s functions,
the other terms will not contribute.

Setting ¢, = 2F,, where [, is the unrenormalized
pion mass, we replace the Lagrangian (2.1) by the
effective Lagrangian

1 ., 1 .
L nontinear = 5 (a””)z - '2" “02‘” 2~ Lo

1

b o LEAE 0,0
+2F°2 7

+
16F: "2 FZ
2.2)

We shall represent the pion or ¢ propagator by
D, (s) or Dy(s) and call F the vacuum expectation
value of the renormalized o field. We shall repre-
sent the connected amputated four-pion Green’s
function by
Tijkl(p].’pz, pa, P4) = 5”5“.:4(1)1, pzy ps) p4)
+ GikﬁﬂA'(pu —psy _pzy p.;)

+ 5i16jkA(pu "'1)4, psy _Pz): (23)
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FIG. 1. One-loop contribution to the pion progaga-
tor in the nonlinear model.

the amplitude A being symmetric in the interchange
by — p, and also p, — p, simultaneously with p, — p,.
To distinguish between the Green’s functions of
the linear and nonlinear models, we shall put a bar
on the second ones. We can immediately derive
the tree approximation or Born terms for the two
Lagrangians. For the linear model we obtain

iD,"Y(s)=s =m,3, (2.4)
iD,"(s)=s =0 with o®=M_2=-iD,"}(0), (2.5)

0% = mg? S = Mmq?

Ay b oy ) = =7 — o7 (2.6)
with

§= (p]. +p2)2)

02— My

Voﬂw(pﬁpza Pa) = _’F“"_”‘, 2.7)
while, for the nonlinear model, we have

Z.En—l(s)=s_ m'/rzr (28)

— S = 2

A(plipZ’pﬂ,p4)= FZ’L" ’ (29)
with

§= (171 +p2)2-

A= —I(zi)(s - m2)(2s + ¢t +u=3m,?)
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FIG. 2. One-loop contribution to the four-pion
Green’s function in the nonlinear model.

We see immediately that the barred quantities are
obtained from the previous ones by letting o -,

III. ONE-LOOP CALCULATION OF THE
NONLINEAR MODEL

For the pion propagator, we have only one graph
represented in Fig. 1. An important point is that
this kind of graph cannot be ignored as in usual re-
normalizable theory.® Actually here we shall find
for it a well-defined finite value. This graph gives
clearly a polynomial of the form

D,7(s)= ggaga (s = ma)?, 3.1
where v is to be fixed in some way.
For the four-pion Green’s function we have the
graphs represented in Fig. 2, plus the crossed

graphs in the # and ¢ channels. A straightforward
calculation leads to

_ 1 - -
A(s, b, u, plz’pzzapszypf) = W(AF‘*A[F), (8.2)

where

I(t ¢ "
+ %[— §2— -ty - m,,z(s - u) - mt (Plz - psz)(pzz - Pf) + (p12p22 + p32p42) + %(plzpf + pzzpazﬂ
2
+ 533‘2[_ % - tu—m,(s - t)- ’”; (0.2 = 22)(B° = ) + (B0 + %07 + 5(07%D5% + p;pfﬂ. (8.3)

I(s) is the Mandelstam function defined by

H-5)=2 2<4m7r2 + s)“z. (S)'/2+ (4m, %+ s)/2
2m, :

Here s, ¢, and « are the usual invariants.

(3.4)

The second piece A, can be written, taking into account the symmetry properties of A, as

A p= As® + B(P + u®) + Dtu+ Cs(t +u) + Em,2s + Fm,2(t +u) + Gm,* +I(p,? + D2 (B + B,2) + H(p,%2 + p%0,2).

Of course only the “bubble” graph of Fig. 2 con-
tributes to A, while the other graph contributes
only to the “infinite” part of A, that is 4.
These new nine parameters A, B, ..., H as well
as y must be fixed in some way. We could think

(3.5)

r

to use the relations among those parameters im-
posed by the Adler! and the Weinberg'? conditions.
However, these conditions are not sufficient to
determine all the parameters. We propose to fix
these constants by using the linear o model as re-
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FIG. 3. Contraction of the propagator.

gulator of the nonlinear model, and obtain them
from the limit of an infinite o mass in the linear
model.

IV. THE ONE-LOOP GRAPHS AND THEIR LIMIT
IN THE LINEAR MODEL

To each graph of the linear model, we shall as-
sociate a graph of the nonlinear model, obtained
from the previous one, by reducing to a point any
internal o propagator. We shall call such an op-
eration a “contraction.”

For the propagator we have only one graph (Fig.
3). For the four-pion Green’s function we have the
correspondence (Fig. 4) (we do not draw the graphs
deduced by crossing lines). In taking the limit
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FIG. 4. Contractions of the four-pion Green’s function.

0% - of the linear ¢ model, important cancella-
tions occur, principally between the one-particle
irreducible graphs and the reducible ones. The
result is the following (see Appendixes A and B for
the demonstration):

y=%, (4.1)
A=T~%1n(0*/m,?) -21(-a?), (4.2)
B=0, 4.3)
D= ~21n(0%/m,?), (4.4)
C=-+ +LIn(0®/m,?), (4.5)
E==%4+11n(0®/m,?)+31(~a?), (4.6)
F=1-2In(c?/m,?), 4.7)
G=~+-21(-a?), (4.8)
I==2421n(0%/m,?), (4.9)
H=—1§ +2In(0?/m,2). (4.10)

Before going forward we shall make two re-
marks: first, that the o*, ¢2Ino?, and ¢? terms
are absent. This absence allows us to hope that it
is possible to renormalize the model at all orders.
Second, we remark that a “new” parameter —a?
has appeared. s=-a? is the point where the o pro-
pagator has been subtracted in the linear model.
These terms involving I(—a?) are absolutely neces-
sary if one wants to avoid infrared divergences
when the pion mass goes to zero.

Now we shall give a simple way to reconstruct
the subtraction polynomial Z, » as well as a simple
explanation for the absence of the ¢%, ¢2Inc?, and
o? terms,

V. SIMPLIFIED RECONSTRUCTION OF THE
SUBTRACTION TERMS IN THE ONE-LOOP
APPROXIMATION OF THE NONLINEAR MODEL

A. The Propagators

Since the pion and the o propagators involve only
simple functions in the one-loop approximation for
the linear model, it is very easy to take the limit
o -, We set

iD,(s)=s =m,2 =T (s), (5.1)
iD,7Y(s)=s =02 =% ,(s). (5.2)

We recall that in the linear model, the ¢ propaga-
tor was defined using the convention of renormali-
zation:

iD,"H(=a?)==(0% + a?), (5.3)

where a? is any positive number. (To avoid in-
frared divergences when the pion mass tends to
zero, it is necessary that a® be different from
zero.) In the nonlinear model, —a? represents
the point where the connected two-point o(x) func-
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tion vanishes when o(x) is replaced by [F? — 7 2(x)]/2.

Using the results of Appendix A, we find

E;,-(S) 9672F? (54)
and
$,(s)= g 16‘;;2 [1(s) - I(-a?)] + O(c?). (5.5)

In particular, using (5.4) we obtain the value of f,:

_ F o my? 1
f'rr‘—m,nzz'Dn' (0)‘F<1" F? 96712>. (56)

We see that the difference between f, and F is ex~
tremely small.

B. The Ward Identities

We recall that for the linear model, we have two
Ward identities (see Ref. 10), which read

FA(D?, b2, 0%, 0, 0%, b, b,7)

D~
= - Vom(Pzz;P32,P42) ::D -1 Ei::; 3
(5.7)
FVG‘IHT(qZ; 'qzy 0) = iD"-l(qZ) - iDc-l(qz)t (58)

By combining (5.7) and (5.8), we can derive the
relation

[eD: 2 (gD
iD, g
(5.9)
Setting ¢2=-a? in (5.9) and letting 0 —», we then
obtain

F2A(-a

F?A(¢%, 4%,0,0, ¢%, ¢%,0)=iD, "*(¢%) -

2 a2 0,0, ~a? —a?, 0)=iD, (-a?).

(5.10)
Taking the derivative of (5.9) with respect to ¢2,
and setting ¢% =m,% we also recover the Weinberg

conditions:
d -
F dq A( qz) 0’ qu29 qza 0) 2=Z1|- 1=+1-
q2=mq
(5.11)

The Adler condition is obtained from (5.7) for p,2
=m, %

Alm, 2, p2, 2, 0, m 2 p2 p2) =0, v bl B2

(5.12)
Being independent of the o0 mass, the relations
(5.11) and (5.12) remain true when ¢ -, and so
we can write them with a bar on 4.
Finally we shall use Eq. (5.7) for p,>=0. We have

- Vorn(0; g% q3)
FA(, 9%, 9% 0,0, g% ¢*)= —iD_"1(0) ”gnyf(c‘)’)_

(5.13)
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or in the one-loop approximation,

FAY®(0, s, s,0,0, s, s)

Wln
= -~ VHeR(0; 5, )

2 02 — . 2
+[—7g;—2¥009(0)—21‘,l®p(0)] (__“ T )

o?F
(5.14)
taking into account that
VorR=(0% = m,*)/F; (5.15)

we shall use Eq. (5.14) for o -,

C. Application

Being independent of the o0 mass, Egs. (5.11) and
(5.12) must be true separately for each term of
the double expansion in the o0 mass and the number
of loops. On the other hand, the expansion of
A(s, t, u) at the one loop is of the form

F4<a1+b In ) F4<a2Pl+b @ In )

+;,4<P +@,In >+AF(s ¢, u)+ C/l_n_(c_ﬁgz__))

(5.16)

By only dimensional considerations we see that
a,, b, a, b,are constants independent of the ex-
ternal momenta p;, while P, and @, are first-degree
polynomials and P, and @, are second-degree
polynomials in the invariants s, f u, and p,®>. The
reason for this is that the pion mass cannot occur
in the denominators of a,, a,, b,, b, (no infrared
divergences).

P, and @, are of the form

as+B(t +u) +dm, 2. (5.17)
The Adler condition then tells us that

a,=b,=0, (5.18)

B=0and a+6=0, (5.19)

while the Weinberg condition states for the one-
loop contribution

a+B=0. (5.20)

Therefore a=8=6=0, and we are left with only
the logarithmic and finite terms.

We now determine the polynomials P, and @,.
They are best represented in the form (3.5). Ap-
plying the Adler condition, we derive the set of
relations
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B=0,
D+H=0,
F+I+C=0, (5.21)

A+E+G=0.
The Weinberg condition implies

2(A+B+C+D+E+F=0, (5.22)
while the equation (5.10) gives
(A+B+C+Da*—(E+F)m,2a%+Gm,*

+(a? + m2R3(~a?) = +(a® +m,2) .

(5.23)
Combining (5.21) - (5.23) we obtain a first system:

B=0,

D+H=0,
E+F=—3% +31(-a?),
A=-(E +G),
I+C==F,

(5.24)

G=+-3I(-a?).

We shall now determine the value of F by using
Eq. (5.14) for o mass going to infinity. A short
calculation (see Appendix C) gives finally the iden-
tity

(D+H)S®+2Fm,2%s + Gm,*
=2m,2s[1 = 3 In(0 ¥ m,2)]| + 3m, U(=a?) + Tm 2.
(5.25)
Using this relation, we can find the coefficient F:
F=1-iIn(0¥m,?). (5.26)

All coefficients have been fixed up, except D and
H, and C and I, for which we know only the sum.
It is evident that the most general Ward identities
cannot help us to fix these last constants because
when one momentum is zero, D and H, as well as
I and C, always appear only through their sum.
Only the complete calculation can give these coef-
ficients.

VI. THE GOLDSTONE MODE

When we want to take the limit of an exactly
chiral nonlinear ¢ model, we must send the pion
mass equal to zero. We know that there must not
occur infrared divergences, the pion being only
emitted in pairs.?'!? By asking that no infrared
divergences be present, we can completely fix
their logarithmic contribution in D, H, I, and C.
In fact, when m,%2~0, we have

I(s) ~+Inm, 2, (6.1)

To avoid infrared divergences, we must have

5
A~In(0%/m,?),
B~0,
C~3In(0¥m,?),
(6.2)

D~ -% 1n(0 z/mﬂz)y
H~%In(c¥m,?),
I~+1n(0¥m,?).

One sees from Eqs. (4.2)-(4.10) that the conditions
(6.2) are fulfilled. In particular, we see the neces-
sity of the presence of the term 3I(—a?) in (4.2) to
compensate part of the infrared divergence: With-
out this term (which would be the case if one chose
a®=0), a spurious infrared divergence would ap-
pear because I(s) would have been subtracted at a
singular point (the point s=0 is now singular for
the zero-mass case).

VII. ANOTHER POSSIBLE RENORMALIZATION

One could think of renormalizing the o propaga-
tor not at an arbitrary point —a?, but at a point as-
sociated with the physical ¢ mass. But because o2
becomes positive and large, we cannot require the
o-mass operator to vanish at its physical mass be-
cause it is now complex in the second sheet.

A possible choice which will not violate unitarity
is

ReD,™(0?)=0. (7.1)

Now, using (5.9) it is easy to compute the change
in the four-pion Green’s functions. It is found that
one must change I(~a?) as follows:
I(-a®)~ lim [Rel(c?) - 1+3@2-%1V3)]; (7.2)
2

02 >

that is,
I(—=a®) ~=In(c?/m,2)+ 2 - 1V3. (7.3)

VIII. CONCLUSION

We have presented a method for regularizing and
renormalizing the nonlinear ¢ model. Using the
well-known fact that in the limit of an infinite o
mass. (or the infinite coupling constant) the tree
graphs of the linear ¢ model tend towards the tree
graphs of the nonlinear ¢ model, we have proposed
considering the linear o model as the regulariza-
tion of the nonlinear model. The advantages of the
method are clear. The regularization in this way
respects at each order the symmetry structure
under chiral transformations.

We then studied explicitly the limit of an in-
finite 0 mass in the one-loop approximation for
the propagator and the four-pion Green’s function.
To do this, we used the Ward-Takahashi identities
in order to renormalize the linear o model and



5 ONE-LOOP RENORMALIZATION OF THE NONLINEAR o MODEL 1319

then we took the limit for an infinite 0 mass. The
propagator has a finite limit, and the four-pion
Green’s function diverges only logarithmically with
the 0 mass. This result holds also for the pion-
nucleon and nucleon-nucleon amplitudes (see a
forthcoming paper).!* This generalizes a result on
the pion-nucleon vertex previously obtained.!s

We showed also how to obtain rapidly some coef-
ficients of the second-degree subtraction polyno-
mial of the four-pion Green’s function, by using
the limit of the Ward identities of the linear ¢ mo-
del. (They contain clearly the Adler self-consis-
tency relation and the Weinberg conditions.)

However, we showed that two coefficients of the
nine remain arbitrary, and can only be fixed by
our procedure. Also, the pion propagator depends
on an orbitrary parameter which is determined in
our method.

These results show that, in the one-loop ap-
proximation, and due to our limiting procedure,
the nonlinear o model depends on the same number

of parameters as the linear o model. Only one
counterterm is needed, in place of the 0 mass of
the linear model. We do not know if this result
generalizes for any order. In order to be able to
answer to this question it is necessary to find an
efficient way to take the limits in the linear ¢ mo-
del, different from the direct and tedious calcula-
tion. But what is sure is that the method we pro-
pose reduces in a sensitive way the number of sub-
traction parameters in the nonlinear ¢ model and
respects all the current-algebra requirements.
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APPENDIX A: EXPANSION OF THE PION AND ¢ PROPAGATORS AND THE o-7-m VERTEX
IN TERMS OF THE 0 MASS

We use the results of Ref. 10, slightly modified by the following. In Ref. 10 the pion and the o propagator
were renormalized by giving their values, as well as those of their derivatives at zero external momenta.
Such a procedure is inconvenient for two reasons: First, when the 0 mass tends to infinity, we shall not
obtain the most general solution; and second, when the pion mass tends to zero we shall encounter infrared
divergences due to an improper choice of the point of subtraction in such a case.

Therefore we shall renormalize the pion at its physical mass by the conditions

iD, " (m,?)=0,

.. - =
75 Dr (s) s=mﬂ2—+1.
The o propagator is defined by the Ward identity

iD,7Y(s)=iD, "} (S) = FVy,.(s; s, 0);

(A1)

(A2)

since V,,, is logarithmically divergent, we need an extra condition to fix ¢D,~*(s). We impose its value in

a point we choose to be —a?:

iDy Y (=a?)==(02+a?).

(A3)

o is a parameter of the theory, which will be sent equal to infinity, to obtain the nonlinear model.

We first give the formulas which permit us to go, for the linear o model, from the case a?=0 to a%+0.
For the one-loop approximation in which we are interested a short calculation gives

Z0(s) =56 9(s) = 24 Om,?) = (s =m,?) 2 5e=s)| | (a4)
s=my
£0(s) =247 s) = 56" Na?) ~ (s +a?) 2E"s) (45)
§= mﬂ.
where Z(s) is the mass operator:
iD,*0(s) =5 = m,2 = TW(s), (A6)
iDy"10(s) =5 = 02 = Z9)(s). (A7)

The vertex undergoes the transformation
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. . 1o . .
VL% 5) = VETIAS 12,00+ 4 [70at) -360at) - @ m) Azt ], @)
s=m

T

while the one-particle irreducible four-pion amplitude is expressed by

a = _ @)_,2
AIR( )(S, t) u’P12;p227p327p42) =AIR( 0)('8; t’ u,p123p22’p32,p42) - AIR(a‘O)(_aZ; _az’ 0) 0; -azy —a2)+ E%za_l .
(A9)
Finally we give the expression for the reducible four-pion amplitude:
02 =m, 2R zE)s) 1 (02 =m 2
ARXs, b, u, % 07, b b7) =~ { 7l T (s : ((,2)2 tE ( S _Gg ) V(s 5% 02) + VEra(s, 02 0] (A10)
Using Eqgs. (X.25) and (X.26) of Ref. 10, we have
o (0® - pu*)?
iD, Y (8)|gp= 8 = 2 = —— 7 [15,(s) = s14,,(0)] (A11)
and
- 0° =
iD, " (8)]yog =5 = 0% = L?L)—[zzuu(sn 21,4(8) = sI1,(0)], (A12)
where 1?=m,? and
d 7
= - 2 - ojl1/2 %o
Iy,(s)= fw " 1611{[8 (@ +pPlls’ = (o= w?l} T =5) (A13)
The expansions for I;, and I, for large o are
_slsulno S 35 a1 2 Ly 1
Ls)=~ 532 53+ Tg7 o1~ Tem W+ I+ gS) T e, (a14)
1 s
I .(s)= 16172 8o? [1+ T ER ] (A15)
It is easy, setting
I(s)=-1672[, (s), (A16)

to obtain Egs. (5.4) and (5.5) through a trivial calculation.

APPENDIX B: EXPANSION OF THE FOUR-PION GREEN’S FUNCTION IN TERMS OF THE ¢ MASS

As previously, we first do the calculation for a?=0 and connect it to a?#0 by Egs. (A9), (A8), (A4), and
(A5).

The contributions of the various graphs of the one-loop approximation are given in Table I (see Fig. 5)
for the irreducible part of the amplitude. We see that we need the expansion of the following functions:

Dy (s, t, u, .2, b2, 052, b2 = =167 %Dy (s, £, 1y, b7 D5 £,°) = Dy (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0)], B1)

Vs, .2 0,2) = =1672[V,(s, p,2 p;?) = V,(0, 0, 0)], (B2)

Vols, 5,2 87 = 1617V, (s, 5% 5) = V,(0, 0, 0)], (B3)
where a 4

1 L I;[dai 6(1 - Zl;ai>

Dou= ~ 1672 j; Copz (B4)
and

Cop= =y 0sS = 0y Ayl = 0y QP = @y A = Qg Py = Q@D +0 20y + ) + ey + @), (B5)

1 131 daﬁ(l - Za)ab
V(edh% 57 == 1672 f a,agp®+ asalpf: alazbf - ct:lml2 -y My = Qgtg” (B6)
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FIG. 5.

The four-pion one-particle irreducible graphs at the one loop in the linear o model.

In (B6) we have either m, = m, =y and m;=0(V,) or m, =m,=0 and m; =u(V,). By applying standard meth-
ods!® for expanding multiple integrals in terms of a large parameters, and setting

p=p2+D° +bg +Dg%

B7)
P =D +0," 405  +D, +0,%0,° + D07 + 070, + DD + 50D+ 0D (B8)
P/ =D +0,0 + 05+ 40D, =20,%D7 = 2,77 + %Dy -2 -0, (B9)
we get to order (Ino2)/c1°
In(o2/12 1
D(s, t, 0,2 b2 Ps ,pf)- 1) ) +(3p=1) st/ﬂ + 0——6{I(t)[§p —t+2u2] + t5+2¢ = 3p}
2 2
+ &‘;8&)—[;2 55t =tp+612) = s+ 5 1p + 5]
%[Hﬂ(tz Fst=1(p+442) = 512 + 3t + 5120 + 3P — %5)
+Ls?—Lst =22 = s(Hp+Lp) +H(3p +812) = 2P — TP+ 55D ] (B10)
In the same way, we obtain for V,(s,p? 5,?)
-~ 1 ]n 2 2
Vp(sy pj_zy pzz) =- '40_—4(%3 +p12 +p22) + Hz(.blz +P22) —(%G/—LL_)
1 2(p 2, 2 2 2 2 lna
+ o {=202(07 +57) + 5185 = St 40, 40700 + 3s(B° +0,7) + 552+ O , (B11)

and to the same order,
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TABLE I. The four-pion one-particle irreducible contributions to the one-loop diagrams
of the linear ¢ model (for a®=0).

Figure Contribution

5@) ¢ — 2 D ay,t,02,07%, 408 = D y0,0,0,0,0,0)

5(b) G ;,4“2)4 (Dels 4 ,012,05%,0 2,0 2) = Dy(0,0,0,0,0,0)]

5 ~Eo e

5d) _¢ ;1‘2’2 I, ()

5(e) - wz—_-fa—)zlu,,(u)

50 ~E i

5(g) - @;—4&)—3 WV u(s,05504) = V,(0,0,0)]

5) ~ o 6,012,020 - V,00,0,0)

5(i) - @Iﬁ”—z)—s Wols, 058,04 = V(0,0,0)]

50) - ‘i'z—;#ﬁ Vo(s 15057 = V5(0,0,0))

5(k) - @# Wolt,0452,045) = V5(0,0,0)]

5(1) - @%“—ZE Wo(t,01%,05) = V4(0,0,0)]

5(m) @—#2—)- W ,py?,p 50 = Vs(0,0,0)]

5(n) - O w20 = Vo 0,0,0)
75,000 = = XD st - p2 = 52 BELA L Lin) s — 02— 302 = 1)~ 35+ S0 +5)

ln(oz/u)

oS

[=3s%+ Zs(p2 +52 +312) = 312(p% +5,2) = 5(py* +0,* +5,%0:7)]

1 2
+ E—S{I(s)[ 33 + Ss(pl +P22) + IJ' S = ‘J‘z(plz +p22) - %(1’1‘1 +P24 +p1%22) - ﬂ4 + ;L_s(plz - pzz)z]

+ 282 = s (D2 +5,2) + 212] + 412(p2 +,2) + w5 (19,2 +19p,* +22p12p22)}+0<

Ino

LY.

It is then easy to obtain the irreducible part of the amplitude. For the reducible part, we give in Table II
(see Fig. 6) the contributions of the various graphs to V,,,. The functions implied are the same as pre-

viously.

By adding all contributions, we first get the amplitude for a2=0, and then for a2+0, by the use of for-

mulas of Appendix A.
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FIG. 6. The one-loop o-m-m vertex graphs in the
linear o model.
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TABLE II, The one-loop contributions to the vertex
o-m-7 in the linear o model (for a%=0).

Figure Contribution
(0'2 - M2)3 2,2, 2
6(a) =55 Woes’4" 04 = V 4(0,0,0)]
23
6(b) ‘MFS&)— Vi1, 05t 542) = V (0,0, 0]
2 _ 22
6(c) - s
2
6) - e
02 2\2
6(6) g'( F:{}J ) pp(PZ )
2
60 = JLaHS

APPENDIX C: CALCULATION OF THE COEFFICIENT OF m; (t+u)
IN THE SUBTRACTION POLYNOMIAL

To make use of Eq. (5.14) in the limit 0 -« we first need to give the expression for V,,,.(0;s, s). It turns

out that this is just given by

Vonn(0; s, 8)= —(fF:a—”—z—)i{ZIo“(sH (02 = )[ I,(s)+3 Py 2I0 “(s)]} (c1)

Therefore, differentiating the expansion (A14) with respect to y? and o2 we obtain the expansion for large
o of V,,,(0;s,s) and finally through a straightforward calculation we get the relation (5.25).
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