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A completely covariant field theory is developed which includes both stable and unstable
particle fields. Exact single-particle propagators for both the unstable and stable cases
are derived for arbitrary spin in terms of matrix elements of the basic interaction. The
free-particle approximation to these propagators does not contain the unphysical terms
which are usually present in the propagators derived in the interaction picture. The rela-
tionship to the Lehmann spectral representation is established and general equations for the
various renormalization constants are given. Based upon general considerations it is shown
that in the limit of high momentum transfer an extra factor ¢ 2 occurs in the cross section
for 2-particle-to-2-particle scattering, more in line with experimental observations.

1. INTRODUCTION

In a previous paper,! in an investigation of the
Lee model, the authors showed that a V -particle
state is well defined even though no stable V -par-
ticle state exists as an in- or out-state. This
state, which can be simply described as

[V (p, t)y =~ #¥|p), 1)

where H is the exact Hamiltonian and |p) is the re-
normalized “mathematical” V -particle state, is
shown to be the scattered-wave part of the exact
N, 6 scattering solution thereby relating the un-
stable state to the production process and, there-
fore, to the stable in-states of the model. In the
large-time limit, corresponding to an out-state
for the stable case, |V (p,t)),.. approaches the
exact V-particle eigenstate of H. In the unstable
case, for large mean life ' and T't <1,

Lm [(p|V (p, |2 ~e=Tt +0 (t-3/2),
- @)

}gngw ¢k, b = RIV (b, )I2~ (1 —e~T#) +0 (¢572),

where |k, p —k) is the N, 6 in-state, precisely what
one expects for the time dependence for an un-

stable state and its decay products. Thus, for the
Lee model there appears to be no difficulty in ex-
tending the usual field-theoretical approach to in-

clude a discussion of ‘““asymptotic” states, rather
than just in- or out-states, thereby including the
possibility for a description of an unstable particle
within the framework of the theory.

In this paper the authors extend the analysis used
on the Lee model to a general relativistically in-
variant field theory that includes stable as well as
unstable particles. Covariant Heisenberg field op-
erators are defined which create single-particle
states with the properties of the V -particle state
given in Egs. (1) and (2). Expressions are derived,
in terms of the basic matrix elements of the inter-
action, for exact propagators for particles of ar-
bitrary spin for both the stable and unstable cases.
Since the calculations are carried out in the
Heisenberg representation rather than the inter-
action representation, no unphysical contact terms
arise in these expressions. Along the way expres-
sions are also obtained for the various renormal-
ization constants.

A sample calculation of the S matrix for the pro-
cess 2 particles in and 2 particles out is done as
an illustration. In the limit of high momentum
transfer, for both stable- and unstable-particle
exchange, extra factors of the momentum transfer
appear which depress the cross section over the
usual Born-approximation results.

The approach presented differs from that of
other authors?-® who describe a field theory of un-
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stable particles, in that here, rather than the ax-
jomatic approach, all fields are constructed from
the primitive, mathematical creation and annihi-
lation operators. The relationship to the axiom-
atic approach becomes obvious through the con-
struction of in and out operators parallel to Leh-
mann, Symanzik, and Zimmermann (LSZ).* Also,
the connection to the Lehmann spectral represen-
tation ® is made apparent by the direct calculation
of the vacuum expectation value of the field opera-
tors and their relationship to the particle propa-
gators. Consequently, for the stable case, the
propagators are shown to agree with those obtained
via the usual treatment. In the unstable case, if
the lowest-order approximation is made, the prop-
agators agree with the results obtained by Schwin-
ger.?

II. BASIC ASSUMPTIONS AND NOTATION

In the following it is assumed that a time-inde-
pendent 4-vector P, = (P, iH) exists in the Heisen-
berg representation that transforms under the
homogeneous Lorentz transformation as

vNLPU(L)=L,,P,, @)

where P and H represent the total linear momen-
tum and Hamiltonian operators of the system, and
greek indices run from one to four. Similarly for
the homogeneous transformations, the generators
M, are assumed to transform as

UMM UL)=L,oL M, , (CY)

where the angular momentum and the boost gener-
ators are defined by
(j)i =é€ijijk ’
G;=iM,, (5)
M, =0,

where latin indices run from one to three.

It has been shown by Fleming ® that the exact
Poincaré generators, although themselves hyper-
plane-independent, can be written as the sum of a
noninteracting term and an interacting term,

P,=Py(n)+P,mn),

, 6)
M= M, 0)+ M, 0), (
where the hyperplane parameter 7 is defined by
My=Lyn,,
= (8,0, @

The hyperplane determined by 7° is called the in-
stantaneous hyperplane and the noninteracting gen-
erators transform as

|en

Ut (L)PYm)U (L) =L, PY(L™"n),
UNL)M,mU (L) = L,oL, M (L"), ®)
UT(L)N°@)U (L) =N°(L'n),

where N°(n) is the noninteracting number of parti-
cles operator.

It was first shown by Dirac” and later by Flem-
ing ® that the dynamics are contained only in P,
and M;,. Consequently the Poincaré generators
can be chosen® in a particular hyperplane in such
a way that

P=P(°),
J=3°m°),
H=H°®")+V®°),
G=G°(°)+U ("),

©)

where here the instantaneous hyperplane has been
singled out.

Since in addition to the usual commutation rules
for the free generators,

[(B°@®), V@) =[ 3@, v @) =0, (10)

it is possiblg to construct simultaneous eigen-
states of P, S, H°(n), and N°(°) in the instantaneous
hyperplane, where § is a polarization operator

that describes the intrinsic angular momentum of
the state. Let these states be given by

Blnpkén®) =plnpkén®),

§ - &npren) =klnpkén®y,
H°(n°)|npken’) =E,Inpkén®),
N°(nO)[npkén®y = n|npken®y,

where 7 indicates the number of particles in the

state, p,= (P, iE,), E, = (D?+M?*)"?, where M is

the rest energy of the system of » particles.
Considerable mathematical simplicity is obtained

if the instantaneous hyperplane is chosen as the

frame where p=0. It then follows from Eq. (7)

that

77“=—(PU/M), (12)

so that the hyperplane is completely specified by
the velocity 8= ($/E,). To indicate this special
choice for the instantaneous hyperplane, the free-
particle generators will be written as a function of
the 4-vector velocity By= (E, i) rather than the hy-
perplane parameter 7,. Thus we can write, for
example, P,(n)=P)(B), whereas for the instanta-
neous hyperplane P;(n°) =P}(8°), g°=(0,4). In
terms of this notation

11

Ut (L)PY(BU(L) = Lu.,P?,(L"ﬁ )
UM LM (B (L) = L,oL, MO(L78),  (13)



|on

UT(L)N°(B)U (L) =N°(L™'B),
and
PlnMré) =PO(B%)|n Mke) =0,
§ . 8ln Mre) =8°(8°) - &jn MRE) =k |n MES),
HO(BO)|n MRé)Y = M|nMke),
N°(BO)|n Mke) =n|n MEke).

(14)

For the single-particle states, » =1, § is the in-
trinsic spin operator, and M =m, the mass of the
particle. In the analysis presented here, m is
chosen to be the observed mass for the stable par-
ticles or the center of the observed resonance
spectrum for the states that represent “undressed”
unstable particles.

Because of the transformation rule expressed by
Eq. (13), eigenstates of the generators P}(8) and
N°(B) can be obtained from Eq. (14). This trans-
formation gives

|npké) =U(L(=B))n MEZ),
PY(B)lnpke) = p npké),
NO(B)|npke) =n|npke).

(15a)

(15b)

However these states are no longer eigenstates of
P and § since the equalities expressed by Eq. (14)
apply only in the instantaneous hyperplane. They
remain eigenstates of the exact space and intrinsic
angular displacement operators ¢8

B, =L, (-BU(L(-B)PUNL(-P)),

. . . (16)
S; =U(L(=B))(S);UT(L(=B)).
Specifically,
B,=P,+(p,/M?)(pP), )

which, combined with Eqs. (14) and (15), gives
P,(pP)|npke) = = (p,/M?)|npké),

25 S:é \npke) =k|npké). 18)
i

The space and time parts of the first of these equa-
tions can be combined to give

(B/H)npké) =Blnpké). 19)

Thus these states are eigenstates of the exact
velocity operator. This operator is Hermitian,
so states of different velocities can be chosen or-
thogonal. For states of given n with the same rest
energy M, this orthogonality implies

(npkelngley =5, ,p7*(E,)6 (P - q),

where p(E,) is (2E,)"! for bosons and (M/E,)™* for
fermions. However states of different » which have
the same velocity are not necessarily orthogonal
by this argument. That they are orthogonal is
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shown from the fact that they are eigenstates of
the Hermitian operator N°(B) with different eigen-
values. Consequently, it follows that

(n'pkénglé)=5,,6,, ,p7* (E,)5 (P - ). (20)

It is assumed that these states form a complete
set, that is, we are interested in discussing those
physical systems which can be described by these
basis vectors. They are not, however, the most
general set of vectors since each state |npke) is
only one member of the general class of states
[npkén).

The general homogeneous transformation of
these states can be implied from Eq. (15a) which
can be written as

U (L)|npké) =U(L)U(L(=B))|n Mké). 1)
This can be used to derive the result

U (L)|npké) =3 |n (Lp)k'é)DS,, (6), @22)
kl

where D,j,,,(g) is the Wigner rotation. It should be
emphasized that although this result is familiar
looking there are important differences between
these states and the usual “free” particle states.
Firstly, these states are eigenstates of Pand§
only in the center-of-momentum system and sec-
ondly, the generators of the Lorentz transforma-
tion are the exact generators, not the free-particle
generators.

III. CREATION AND ANNIHILATION OPERATORS

The free-particle states can be constructed from
the vacuum by the successive application of crea-
tion operators a(p) that obey the commutation
rules for bosons

[ak(P)’ ax(q)]= 0:

(23)
[ak(P), alT(‘I)] = 2Ep6k15(§ - 6)9
or the anticommutation rules for fermions
{ak(.i)), axT(q)}= (Ep/m)éklé(ﬁ'q) s (24)

{ak(.b), 01(4)}=0 .

Similar rules would also apply for antiparticle op-
erators b,(p). The single-particle specialization
of Eq. (22) can be used to show that these opera-
tors transform under the homogeneous transforma-
tions like

U (L)a,(p)U (L) =2D (B)a. (L7p) (25)

for either particle or antiparticle operators.
Again, although familiar looking, these operators
do not, in general, create eigenstates of P and 8.
These operators can be used to define Heisen-
berg field operators (x) that are covariant with
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respect to the homogeneous transformati_ons.
These definitions of y(x) and the adjoint ¥ (x) are

Px) =9, () +9_(0); P) =, (x) +§_ (),
zp+(x) = (2")—3/22fd ﬁp(Ep)uk (p)[e -l'ank(p)eiPx ]’
k

5.0 =@0) 2% [ aBp®E)u, (pe~ 0] (p)e'),
k 6)

i,,(x) = (Zn)-S/zEfd PP E,)T,(p Ne =P, (p)eiP],
k

J_(x)= (277)-3/22fdISP(Ep)ﬁk(P)[e_ipxa:(P)eipx ],
3

where u,(p) and v,(p) are any spinors which sat-
isfy the free-particle c-number equations ®!° for
arbitrary mass and spin for particles and anti-
particles, respectively. If relativistic normaliza-
tion is used

Uptty =T, 0, =8, 1, Dyl =0,

7)

Ty = Ul Ve Ty=0"vy,
where v, is the 2(2s +1) generalization of the Dirac
y4 matrix.?

It is well known ®-1° that a generalized Foldy-
Wouthuysen transformation can be used to gener-
ate such spinors from rest-system spinors (cor-
responding to spinors in the hyperplane g°), de-
fined by

YaUprr = URe s YaVrRr = —Uge » (28)
S Cup,=kug, , S-€vg, =—kvg, .

Here § are the 2(2s +1) spin matrices. These
spinors have the transformation rule ®1°

S(L)u,(L7) =X, (p) D5, (8), 29)
k'

for both «, and v,, where S(L) is the homogeneous
Lorentz transformation on the spinor indices.

The transformation properties of y(x) are estab-
lished by Eqgs. (3), (25), and (29) to be

UT (LY ()U (L) =9/ (x)
=S(L)p (L™ x), (30a)

which leads to the appropriate infinitesimal trans-
formation

[d)(x), Muv] =fmw¢(x), (30b)

where J1, are the c-number generators of the ho-
mogeneous transformations. Furthermore Eq.
(26) can be used to show directly that

[4(x), P,]=—i 5%"4, ). (31)

Thus §(x) is a Heisenberg field which transforms

jon

covariantly under Poincaré transformations.
In the following, it will be convenient to define
operators A,(p, t),

Ay(p, D)= '), (p) e ) (32)
which also satisfy Eq. (24). Equivalently, the
Cauchy integral representation,

e~ iEt
E-H’

e=itt= (~2ni) [ dE (332)
e

can be used in Eq. (32), where € is a contour in
the negative direction which encircles all the sin-
gularities on the physical sheet of the exact
Green’s function (E —H)™.

If ¢ encircles only a subset of the singularities
of (E —H)™, then

-iEt
et Tl (et = (i) j@ aEE—,  (33)
where | @,) is the corresponding subset of exact
eigenstates of H. Since the number and types of
particles are unaffected by the Poincaré transfor-
mation, subsets of exact states that represent par-
ticular numbers of particles of a given type will

transform into themselves,
U(L)<Zf) I ai)(“il)UT(L) =27 a)ayl.
i

Therefore, in the definitions for y(x), e~*#* can be
replaced everywhere by its integral representa-
tion with € encircling either all or a particular
subset of singularities, as indicated above, with-
out altering the already established transforma-
tion properties of the theory.

IV. SINGLE-PARTICLE CONFIGURATION STATES

In a theory for stable particles it is reasonable
to expect that the exact single-particle states can
be chosen equal to the free-particle states except
perhaps for a normalization constant. This choice
cannot be made for unstable particles since an un-
stable state is not an eigenstate of H. The natural
generalization is to require the configuration rep-
resentation of single-particle states to be solutions
of the Klein-Gordon equation since all particles
are observed to satisfy the Klein-Gordon disper-
sion relationship.

It is easy to show that the single-particle con-
figuration states satisfy this requirement for this
theory. The configuration fields can be used to
define single-particle position states |xe) where €
is positive for particle and negative for antiparti-
cle. For example,

Wolth (x) =(x+|,

where |¢,) is the vacuum state. This state satis-
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fies the differential equation
(x+|Py=@olly ), P
== (8/8x“)(x+|,

as can be seen from Eq. (31) and consequently sat-
isfies the exact Schrédinger equation

(e+|H =i (8/08)(x+|.

Therefore given any Heisenberg state |¢,), the
single-particle configuration representation for
that state satisfies the Schrddinger equation

.9

(s H1Y ) =3 5 (ol ) 34)
in the configuration representation. It also follows
that

32
2 = ey —mmee—

(x+|P?Y ) = Bxuaxu<x+|lp">'

Thus if |§,) is chosen to be an eigenstate of P,

P2lhy) = =MY),

then the single-particle configuration representa-
tion of that exact eigenstate satisfies the free-par-
ticle Klein-Gordon equation

2

2 =
axuaxu <x+|lpM> -M <x+|lpM> =0. (35)
For stable particles, it will be shown that the sin-
gle-particle in- or out-state is equivalent to an
eigenstate of H. Therefore

2

5,0, (x+|1, in) =m?(x+|1, in) =0,

2

5o, (x+|1, out) =m?(x+|1, out) =0,
as it should. For the unstable states these are no
single-particle in- or out-states. However there
will be exact continuum states of H, which in the
asymptotic limit evolve into the decay products of
the unstable states. If this state is chosen as |¢,),
then M? will have a continuum of values corre-
sponding to the unstable particle spectrum. Con-
sequently in this theory both stable and unstable
particles will have the appropriate Klein-Gordon
dispersion.

V. RENORMALIZATION

The renormalization process follows directly
parallel to that previously described for the Lee
model. In that paper the renormalization constants
are obtained from matrix elements of the exact
Green’s function using methods described by
Goldberger and Watson ! and Mower.!? These
matrix elements arise most simply in a calcula-

tion of the momentum representation of the single-
particle configuration states.
Consider the matrix element

(x+|1pke) = (Yol (x)| 1pke)

= @n)Y f dqp(E,)u,(q)
1

X (1q16|eiP*|1pké).

Since (Px) commutes with the operators S; and
P,(pP)"" the integration and spin sums can be
carried out giving

(x+|1pké) = @m)~3"2u, (p)(1pke | eiP*|| 1pke),
where the reduced matrix element is defined by
(1q1e|e*P*|1pke) = p~* (E,)3,,6 (- §)
X (1pke|leiP*|| 1pke). (36)

The reduced matrix element can be evaluated
most easily in the rest system since there the
single-particle states are also eigenstates of P.
Equations (3) and (15) can be used to show

(1pke|leP|| 1pke) = (Imke|le ~* || 1mke),
where the proper time is
T==(px)/m. @7)

The Cauchy integral representation shown in Eq.

(33) is useful in relating these matrix elements to
those of the exact Green’s function. Evaluated in
this manner,

(1pké le*P~|| 1pke)

= (—Zwi)“f am’ (Imke| n' —H)™Y|| Imkeye =im'T
c

am’ e=im't
= (=977)-1
= (=2mi) o —m—Ro) (38)
where
R@m') = (Imke| R|| Imke), (39)

R=V+ VA -AHA)T'AV.

Here A is a projection operator which can be con-
veniently chosen''*!? to eliminate the single-parti-
cle states, i.e.,

A|1mke) =0,

and € encircles all the singularities of [m' -m
—R@')]"'. In general these singularities will be
poles on the real ' axis corresponding to stable-
particle states or poles in the unphysical sheet
corresponding to unstable-particle states, and
branch lines corresponding to the multiparticle
states. If |lmké) is to represent a single stable
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particle, the interaction V will be such that there
will be just one simple pole and the branch lines
which correspond to those multiparticle states
which involve the particle, as shown in Fig. 1(a).

From this point on, the analysis follows precise-
ly parallel to the analysis used to study the Lee
model.! The position of the pole in the »’ plane is
then determined from

m'=m—Rn’)=0. (40a)

If m is to correspond to the physical mass, the
pole is at m’=m, which means

R(m)=0. (40b)
Goldberger !! defines the dispersion relation
dml /I (”ll ’ )
~ ml ’ _
=D ') =ilm'), (41a)

where €’ extends from threshold to infinity below
the pole at m'’=m’. It then follows from Eq. (40b)
that

R’ )=(mbke||V| 1mké) -n-!

(Imke||V || 1mke) = n-lf am'’ — I(m r)n (41b)
If V contains the mass counter terms, then this
equation implies

dm=my-m

r a
= (Imk3 |V || 1mkS) - Tr"f dlen]) | 2)
where V'’ is the basic interaction. This can be
written in terms of matrix elements by using
Goldberger and Watson’s result !

m’ PLANE
(a) (b)
my
me c X
Yrawosre W avssssevees
S \ataasatand
x m,
(c)
! (d)
e 1
o x e
<7 A
x m¥ el Xy m
1
i

FIG. 1. The m’ plane showing the singularities
corresponding to the stable- and unstable-particle
states. The poles shown at m; are in the unphysical
sheet.

Ion') =1 (Imké||RAD n’' — Ho)AR| Imke). (43)

This result is a general equation for mass renor-
malization, independent of the specific theory. In
most theories the reduced matrix element of V' is
identically zero.

A general result for wave function renormaliza-
tion can also be derived. The quantity R(»’) can
be reexpressed as

RW')=n"(m—m’)f’dm o I(m”) (44)

m)n'' —m')
by using the result given in Eq. (41b). Here €’
must go from threshold to infinity below both poles
in the integrand. The denominator of Eq. (38) now
can be written as

m -m=R')=m -m)Z "', m),
Ion'")

m/)(mu_m)

(45)

s

Z Y’ ,m)=1+7"1| dm'’

o (mn_

thereby showing explicitly the pole and cut contri-
butions. Thus the configuration representation for
the single-particle state becomes

(x+| 1pké) = 2m)%2u,(p)

X (=2m3)" fde .

m' -m
(46)

In the asymptotic limit for large |7| (the in- and
out-state limit) the cut contribution is negligible,
only the pole contribution survives.! Therefore

(x+|1pké) = @1)~32u, (p) Zom, m)e ™" +O (77)
= (27)"32u, (p) Ztm, m)e*** +0 (1),
y>1. (47)

The renormalization constant Z ¢n, m) which occurs
here is usually '® absorbed into the field operators
by the redefinition

apy(p) =Z 2 m, mla, (p),
Vple) =Z 2 m, m)p (x),

from which follows, since Z ¢m,m) is real for m
below threshold,

(48)

(2 (D), ab(@)] =Z 7 bm, m)p~* (E,)5,,8 (D - T)- (49)
This procedure “dresses” both states |x+) and
|1pké) so that

p(xH1pRE) = @m) "y (p)e** +0 Y. (50)

A parallel treatment can be made for the un-
stable particle. If the poles in the unphysical
sheet are at the complex value of m, and m} as
shown in Fig. 1(b), then the denominator of Eq.
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(36) vanishes when
m; —=m—=Rm,)=0. (51)

Since m is to correspond to the center of the reso-
nance spectrum,

my=m-iGT), (52)

where T is the usual resonance width. Combining
this definition with Eq. (51) gives

iGT)=-Ron,)
or

ReR(mn,)=0,

ImR6n,)=-GT).

The dispersion rule given in Eq. (41a) can then be
used to rewrite Eq. (53) as

(53)

dm"IW")

dm=(1mké||V'||lmké)y —n~' Re ]
o ' =my

’

(54)

Ly o1 dm''Im’’)
GIr)=r"'Im J;’ W .
The first of these equations gives the general mass
renormalization result for unstable particles
whereas the second gives the half-width in terms
of the basic reduced matrix elements.

The denominator of Eq. (38) can now be rewritten
as

m'—m—R@m')=m'-=m, —Rm')+R(m,)
= (m'-ml)Z"(m',ml): (55)

where Eq. (51) has been used to eliminate m. Since
Rm')=Dm') -ilm'), where D and I are real func-
tions of m’, it follows that

Dm)=-GT)ImZ " m,m,),
Itm)=GT)ReZm,m,).

In terms of the matrix elements the last equation
gives the half-width as

(%F)=I(m)(1 +1r"ReL'(m”j::;;;(zz'—'lnl) )—1 .

(56)

(57)
Thus to lowest order in the matrix elements
GT)=1I6n)

in agreement with Goldberger and Watson.!! The
renormalized “golden rule” then follows imme-
diately from this equation and Eq. (43) as

' =2r[ReZ ~n, m,)]~*(Imké || RAS on’ — Hy)AR| 1m ké)
= 2n(Imke||RAS n’ — H )AR| 1mké).

If the definition GT,)=I6x) is made,

(% r)= (%Fo)[ReZ—l(W% ml)]_l
= AT, Z tm, m)| 8)

gives the half-width renormalization parallel to
that of the Lee model.
Finally Eq. (38) can be written as

(c+|1pkéy = @m)~32u, (p)

dle (”ll’ ml)e-im'f )
e m'—m

x (=27m%)!
(59)

The asymptotic limits are again similar for 7— +w.
For the in-state limit, 7+ -, the contour can be
rotated to the line of steepest descent in the upper
m’ plane as shown in Fig. 1(c) whereas in the out-
state limit, 7+ o, the contour can be rotated to
the line of steepest descent in the lower »’ plane
as shown in Fig. 1(d). In each case there is a con-
tribution due to a pole in the unphysical sheet and
a cut contribution which gives

(c+|1pkE) ~ (2m)%2u, (p) Z m,,m,) e i™"
+0(r77)

= (zﬂ)'3’2uk(p)z (ml,ml)eipxe-l‘r/z

+0(T77),

(x+|1pke) o @m)™32u, (p) Z tm¥, m})eir= e T7/2

-0

+0(T77). (60)

Thus for large |7| but I'|7| small, the probability
for finding the unstable particle in all space initial-
ly (r =0) damps exponentially,

f dx| (x+| 1pke)|* = |Z bn, m,)| 21", (61)

and in the distant past or future, damps as an in-
verse power of 7. Again the symbol || indicates
that p~'(E,)5 (D —§) has been factored from the ma-
trix element. As expected, an out-state exists for
an unstable particle only in the sense of Eq. (61).

It would also be possible to renormalize the field
operators for the unstable particles in the same
sense as those of the stable-particle field opera-
tors. Thus for example

ap () =Z""2tmy, my)a, (p),
[ap(p), a};l (9)]=1z tm,, m,)| ~16,,,0~1(E,)8 (D - ),
Yps &) =Z "2 my, my W, (x) (62)

pr-(x) =Z*-1/2(m1, m1)§b_(x) ’

f dR|p e+ 1pke |2 = e -iT' . (63)



3094 C. L. HAMMER AND T. A. WEBER 5

VI. SINGLE-PARTICLE PROPAGATORS
Single-particle propagators are usually defined >'* as the time-ordered product
G (x =) = (ol TY @I (] ¥o)
= Wol 040D (M o)eg > 55+ Mol (M- ()0} 34 > o (64)

where A =+1 (=1) for bosons (fermions). These matrix elements can be calculated using the results of Egs.
(26)—-(38). Direct substitution into Eq. (64) from Eq. (26) gives

<wol¢+(x)$-(y)l¢o>xo >y (2")’32fdﬁP(E,)uk(P)Efdﬁ p(Eu)ﬁl(q)OpO'ak (p)(eip(x-y))axT(Q)|¢o>
& 1

=ien)% [ dBoE)u(p)ap) [ expli b’ /mp & =9)] | (65)
-3 [

m —m=-Rm’)

(¢0|$+(y)w-(x)|w0>y0> xo=i(277)-4Efd§P(Ep)Uk(P)5k(p)f dm'’ explim' /m)p(y —x)] . (66)
) e

m —-m=R@m')

For bosons (fermions) the spinors u,, v, satisfy

Zuk([))ak(ﬁ) =[m28+ (i)st[u]P[u]](zmgs)-l s
C (67)
20 (P)T(p) = + (=) + (=) @Sy pr o) @)Y,

k

where

Yiu1 Pru) = Yigpoeooios Puy Py Pl
and the 's are the 2(2s + 1) generalizations of the Dirac matrices.® For arbitrary spin the remainder of
the derivation is straightforward but arduous. The significant steps are illustrated by the spin-zero case
which is algebraically more simple. One begins in the usual way by defining the step functions
-iX(xg=-yg)

’

_ RN e
O (xy =y,) = —(2m7) .[md)t T Tie

and rewriting Eq. (65) as

— ~ _s (AP (dm’ exp[itm’/m)p (x —y)] ( drexp[—iA(x,=V,)]
<w°l¢+(x)¢-(y)|¢0>x°>’0-_(21[) J. 2E, Je m' -m— Ron') oo A +i€ =
If the substitutions
q=0m'/mp,
90 =A +Ep(7nl/m)’

dq =dddq,
are made,
_ am' (,n/m/)a dq eiq(x—y)
- - -5 —
(¢0|d’+(x)d)- (y)ll»b0>xo > vy (Zﬂ) Lm' —-m _R(m’) ZEP a4, _Ep (m’/m) +ie (68)
where ' can always be considered real and positive.
Similarly the step function
N et Mxg-30)
O (yo =) = (2mi) lf_m ar ———
can be defined and used to rewrite Eq. (66) as
— - dm’ (m/m’ ) dq gla -y
. Ny sy = (2 SI f dq .
Woly (x)¢1_(y)|4)o)yo> xo = ( ™ e M =m—-R@m') ) 2E, q,+E,(m'/m)—ie (69)

These equations can now be summed to give

G(x _y) E%Ap(x —y)’
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am’ m/m’ ? elatx-y)

)= -5 70

Aple -y)=2(2m) J;m’-m -ROm') dq g +m'?-ie’ (70)

where the poles at m'?=ie —¢? are outside of €.
For stable particles this equation is

am’ (m/m )22(7”1 ) dqeia(x—y)

AF(x—y)=2(211)' m —-m rm?—ie

(11)

The pole contribution to Eq. (71) is the renormalized free-particle spin-zero propagator
AR(x =y)=Z m,m)Ag(x =y;m?)
iq(x-y)

=z omm)(-2)em) [ da Fm e . (12)
Substitution into Eq. (71) for A then gives

. am'’ m/m' PZ m' ,m)A 2(x —y; m'?)

) = — -1 s F ’
Ap(x =) ==(2mi) j; poo
dm’ m/m’ AR (x —y;m'?)

m —m—-Rm')

==(2m)~?

(73)

This form is especially useful for comparison to the Lehmann spectral representation 5% for the propa-
gator,

Ap(x —y)=f dmPpen®)A R (x —y;m?). (74)
(V]
The connection is made by noting first that Eq. (73) can be rewritten as
1 1 .
-_)) = — 7 )-1 ’ )2 Ofn — nyepp'2
Ap(x =y)==(2mi) fedm m/m') (m’—m—R(rn')+m'+m+R(-m’)>AF(x y;m'?) (75)

since the term containing R(-m’) has singularities only along the negative »’ axis whereas € is a closed
contour along the positive »’ axis. The integrand, including d»’, is an even function of »’ and consequently
can be written as

Ap(x-y)= (—2m')“L3 @m’?)p’ m'*)AR(x —y; m'?)

=Z m,mAl(x -y;m?) - (27ri)'1fm @m'®)p. m'*)Af(x —y;m'?) —(2111')"J“Ll @m'®)p L m'?)ad(x —y;m'?),
o ©

where u corresponds to the threshold and p/(n'?) is the value of p’(%’'2) above (below) the cut. Both inte-
grals can be extended to the origin since p, =p’ below threshold. Comparison to Eq. (74) then gives

@mi)pen'®) =p om'?) - p. (m'?) + 211 Z tm, m)6 om'? —m?). (76)
The unstable-particle propagator follows in a parallel way except Eq. (71) must be written as

) on/m! Y2 orlym) [ dge "= o /o P2 ). "
Apx=y)=2(2m) fdm " —m, q2+m’2—ie__(2m) L =, Ap(x =y;m'®). (17)

The spectral function can also be defined for the unstable case. However, the pole term in Eq. (76) is
missing, so that

@mi)pn'?)=p n'?) = p,(m'?). (78)

The propagators for the arbitrary spin case can be derived in a similar way. The result for both the
stable and unstable cases is

GO (x —y)= 3)AY (x —y),

. ml 7\2s+ 2 (79)
AR (x -y)= -(2mm““)"p(m)fem——, _(t"n/'fl)e(m,) @ * ¥ Prug +m AR - y;m'?),

where p(n) is (2m)~' for bosons and unity for fermions and p is the c-number operator p = (-ﬁ, -3/0t).
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In parallel to the spin-zero case, the renormalized free-particle propagator for the stable case can be
defined as the pole term or on-mass shell contribution of A $’(x —y). This gives

ALC (x =y) = Zim,m)AY (x = y; m7?),

(80)
AR (x —y;m?) = plm)m" =25 Sy pryy + MPAR K —y;mP)
and allows Eq. (79) to be rewritten as
’ 7\28+2
AR (x —y) = —(2mi)? dm’ n/m') A (x —y;m'?). (81)

e’ =m = Rm’)

For spin 3 the free-particle propagator defined in Eq. (80) reduces to the usual Feynman propagator for
the Dirac case. The spin-one specialization agrees with the propagator defined by Tucker and Hammer '°
but disagrees with the result of Weinberg,'® which contains unphysical, noncovariant terms. This is a
point worthy of future investigation since in the work presented here and that of Tucker and Hammer, !° the
propagator is derived in the Heisenberg representation whereas Weinberg’s results apply in the interaction
representation where such unphysical terms are needed to cancel similar terms which appear in the inter-
action.

Schwinger’s result? for scalar unstable particles is most easily obtained from the spin-zero specializa-
tion of Eq. (81), or, equivalently, Eqs. (65) and (66). The cut contribution to the integral is ignored and
the evaluation is made assuming that € encircles the pole in the unphysical sheet. The result is an expo-
nential decay as in Eq. (60). This same approximation applied to either Eq. (77) or (81) gives the covari-
ant form

AR (x =) =Z by, my) om/m, AR (x —y;my?), (82)

where, as before, m, =m-i(GT).
Finally, if one defines the Lehmann spectral density for all spin as

AP =)= [ @A (= y;m),
0
then Egs. (72) and (78) also apply for the arbitrary-spin case.

VIL. IN AND OUT OPERATORS AND ALL THAT

While the derivations in the previous sections lead to propagators which represent single particles it is
not clear how these propagators arise in a scattering calculation using the theory presented here. The
calculational procedures become apparent if in- and out-states can be defined since then the standard S-
matrix theory can be applied.

As is usually the case, the starting point is the definition of the in and out operators ! for the stable par-
ticles,

W inou = WeAK limit f dx j (£, (px), (),
Xg—> =%, + 0
0 (83)
Dpinou = Weak limit f dx j (4 p(x), g, (px)),

x> =0, +w

where y, are “dressed” field operators defined by Eqs. (48) and (62), f, and g, are any free-particle and
antiparticle c-number solutions to the free-particle equations of motion, and j,=ij, is the fourth component
of the conserved current derived from the free-particle equations of motion. It is usually assumed that

J.dijo(]—ck(Px)yfx (gx)) =p'l(EP)5k’5(ﬁ —ﬁ),

Idijo(gk(px),g,(qx))=p"(E,,)6,,,6(ﬁ—&), (84)

f % jZ,(px), £, (qx)) =0.
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These solutions can be taken as the plane-wave solutions
fo= (27r)'3/2ukei” ,

gr= (zn)-slzvkeipx .

(85)

This assumption can be trivially avoided in the following if ¢ p(x) is redefined in terms of f, and g,, requir-
ing only the orthogonality relationships given in Eq. (84).
The definition in Eq. (83) can be simplified for the instantaneous hyperplane, since P=P°and

e‘“’"‘am(q)e' X =a,,(g)efd%, (86)
Then, for example q,;, ., becomes

Gpinou(P) = Weak 1imit 3 | 44 p(E,) (fdxn(f,,(px)ﬂ(qy» eta, (q)e~te ‘E)

T—>=c0,+ 1

=Weak limit[e?#a,, (p)e~ ") e'®r ™, (87

T—> =0, +®

where as before 7 is the time in the instantaneous hyperplane and it has been assumed that j, is linear in
Y(x). Finally, if a, is replaced by a,, in Eq. (32),

Gyinoue(p) =Weak limit A, (p, 7)e 5o (88)

T =00, +®

It is clear that a,;, .., A,(p, T) and ap,(p) all satisfy the same commutation rules.
An n-particle in- or out-state can also be defined in the instantaneous hyperplane as

(n1)~[al(q,) - - - al(g,)]lwe) =|n, in)
=Weak limit[A¥(q,, 7)- - - AT(q,, T)] exp[~i (E,, + - - - +E, )T]|¢o)

T—> =0

=Weak limit ¢ #"n),e 127, (89a)

T—> =0

(n!)—l/z[azut(ql) M ﬂIm(Q,,)]]%) = |1’l, 0ut>
=Weak limit[AY(g,,7)- - -A™(q,, 7)] exp[ =i (E, + - " +E, )T]|do)

T+

=Weak limit e#7|n), e~¢57, (89b)

T+

where |n),, and E are abbreviations for the free-particle states

nyp = (n!)"*[af(q,)af(q,) - - - a}(a,)]l¥o),

(90)
Hyn)p=Eln)p, E =Zi)Ea
If |@) is any arbitrary state vector, then by Eq. (89)
{n, in| @) =lim (u|e~ 7| @) e ET
-
=lim(-27i)"~ f am’ et "B |’ —H) ™Y @). (91a)
T— =00
(n,outla):lim pinle i iTa) e ET
~lim (=27i)"! f dm'e= =Bl o’ —H)"| 3. (91b)

T+

The identity
m'=H)™'=n'=Hy)""+ m' —H,)"'V m’ —H)™* (92a)

can be used to rewrite this equation as

{n, in|@) = (=2m3)" ‘hmf—-w@,,(m ),

T =00

(92b)
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dmre-i(m'-E)T
= (=977 )~ 11j ’
{n, out|a) = (=2m7) Tllr?m T W _E Wn ")),
where
[y, 0m" )y =|n)yp+ 0 =H)"'V|ny,, m+E. (93)

The restriction »’#E must be put on this equation since the operator (F —H)-! is singular. The integral in
Eq. (92b) is well defined for all ' and E so the pole at m'=E can be moved through the contour to the posi-
tion m’'=E + in, depending upon whether 7 - t». This gives

(n, in|ay = (Yi(E)|a)y +9(T),

(94)
(0, outl) = (45 E)a) +4(7),
where
[WRE)) = |n)p+ (B —H £in)'V |n) (95)
are the usual outgoing or incoming scattering states of the exact Hamiltonian and
s~ [ ST [ e

Here @’ is a contour which does not include the pole at w'=E Fin and de’IE’> (E'| represents a sum on the
complete set of eigenstates of H with eigenvalue E’.

It can be shown that g (7) approaches zero in the asymptotic limit for large |7|. Addition and subtraction
of H,to V allows Eq. (96) to be rewritten as

dm'e='™-B7 ¢ JE'(E'~E)
= - )=11i
8(r)=~Q@m)" lim i —Exin P,

-@|E") (E'|a). ©7)

If the matrix elements lead to a & function on the energies, 6(E’'~E), 9(7) vanishes since then the integrand
vanishes (#'+E anywhere on ¢’ and the pole at m'=E has been removed from within the contour). If the
matrix elements do not lead to a 6 function on the energies the sum on E’ gives rise to branch lines in the
m’ plane with branch points at the various thresholds. For 7-—-« the pole is at m'=E —in in the lower half
of the m’ plane. The contours around the various branches can be rotated to the line of steepest descent in
the upper half of the »’ plane as in Fig. 1(c) so that in the limit only the branches contribute to give

8(r)=0 (. %8)

Similarly for 7 -, the pole is at m’ =E +¢n in the upper-half »' plane and the contour can be rotated to the
line of steepest descent in the lower half of the »' plane, again giving the contribution expressed by Eq.
(98). Consequently, for any |a),

(, ina) = Y, E o),
(n, 0ut1(¥> =¥, E )|a>’

(99)

so that the in- and out-states become equivalent to the exact scattering solutions in the asymptotic limit.
It then follows from Eq. (99) that the S matrix defined by

S, = {n, out|n’, in) (100)
is the usual result!®

Spnt = n | Ynr)- (101)

Although the derivation of Eq. (101) proceeds similarly to previous derivations !® it differs in two essen-
tial respects:

(1) No adiabatic cutoff for the interaction is required. The parameter 7 enters into the calculations as
a consequence of the contour integral which gives a precise definition for Eq. (91).

(2) The Cauchy integral representation of Eq. (13) guarantees that the field operators represent Heisen-
berg fields for all time ¢ and that the states are solutions to the time-dependent Schrodinger equation for

all £. This is in contrast to the integral representation used by Goldberg and Watson!® where, for exam-
ple,
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e-iBt
E-H

o(t)= (217i)'1f dEE—Xx,, (102)

where €, is a contour in the upper-half E plane extending from —w +i7 to « +i17. It is easy to verify that
the y(¢) satisfies
Hy =i (3/3t)) +id ()X, (103)

rather than the Schrédinger equation.
Finally, it is possible to write the S matrix as

S,y=lim  [pn|e 7%=y eiEnToe =i En o], (104)

Xg™®; Yo~ =

This is particularly suitable for the evaluation of the S matrix since it can be shown that
i i (O i i Ho (E-vg) RIS = Ho (x0=ENY/ p — i HE=E)/ , =i Ho (E=30)Q (£
e"”"‘O'”O’:e"Ho("o‘Yo) _ZJ‘ dge—tﬁo(xo-g)ve—tﬂo £-vo) _ dt d&e 0x0-ty o Ve [} ge(g ’g),
Yo Yo Yo

%>,  (105)

The derivation of this equation starts with the identities which are valid for x,>y,,

*o . .
e"”"‘o‘”O’:e"”O"‘O'VO’-ij dE e iHxo-0 g -iHoE=30) (106a)
Yo
and
; *o . .
e-iH(xo-yo) =e"”o("0'y0) __if dge-lﬁo(xo-g)ve—lﬁ(§-yo) X (106b)
Yo

Both of these equations are readily verified by observing that for x,>y,, x,>&, £>y,the Cauchy represen-
tations for the exponential operators can be changed to Eq. (102), that is, the contour € can be opened up
to the contour €,. The ¢ integration can then be done leaving identities similar to that expressed in Eq.

(92a). Substitution for e~#‘*-%’ from Eq. (106a) into Eq. (106b) then gives the desired result.
The S matrix can now be rewritten as

S,,.,,.=D<nln’)n—ij dEe= B =Bk n|Vn'y, _[ dg'f dEe=iEn'EHEE |V =i HE-DY |0’y O (', £).
- - 107)

This form is especially useful for the discussion of interactions that involve the exchange of a single parti-
cle.

It is clear that the usual perturbation expansion for S,,, can be obtained by successive iterations using
Eq. (105) or (106).

VIII. SINGLE-PARTICLE INTERMEDIATE STATES

Many high-energy processes involve interactions of the form
V=xfd§f($(§,0),¢(§,0))A(§,0)+H.c., (108)

where f is a linear function of the ¢ fields and where both H, and V can be evaluated at ¢ =0 since H is time

independent. As an illustrative example consider the special case of a scalar interaction where all the

fields represent spin-zero, scalar bosons. This specialization, as will be seen, contains all the essen-

tials of the S-matrix calculation without the purely algebraic complications of the higher-spin propagators.
The S matrix for the direct-channel process two particles in going to two particles out is

Sp.0== [ 4t [ deetsi=imt0 (e, £)py, plV e -2V Ipy, po), (109)
where
E,=E, +E,,, E,=E, +E,,.

For fields defined by Eq. (26) the matrix element reduces to
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o

(s plV €15V py py = @n)o* [ 0K [[aFest BT0T BT (AR, 0)eH#=0AT(F, Ol
+ WolAT(X, 0)e 7= PA(F, 0)[yo)]

- @ [ ax [agesi Febo e BT lAR, AT, Dlvo)
+ <¢0|AT(-§, "‘E)A("S?’ _£I)|¢O>],
(110)

where in the last term the sign of the spatial dependence may be changed since the vacuum expectation
value depends only upon |X —¥|. Substitution back into Eq. (109) then gives, after some minor algebraic
manipulations,

52,2':'(2")-6‘M2J’dxjdye—ipzxeipz’y@olTA(x)AT(y)|¢o>y
where
p2=(§3+§4’iE2)’ bar= (51+§2:iE2')- (111)

It should be noted that the field A (x) can represent either a stable or unstable particle and that for the sim-
ple process envisioned here, Eq. (111) is exact.

Finally, the single-particle propagator for the scalar field given by Eq. (77) can be used to further re-
duce Eq. (111) to

am’ (m/m’ PZ ', m;) 5(p, +p, =ps —Ps) (112)
ml_m! q2+m12_i€ )

Sy,2:= =(2m) %A
e

where
q=p,+P=p3+py, M =m—i(§l").

The Born approximation is obtained by encircling the pole at m, (or m for the stable case) and discarding
the cut contributions which are higher order in A. This gives

S, »=i(2m)"? |2 0n/my)°Z (), m )5 (P + P, =pg =Py

LI (113)
For small T" (or for the stable case) (n/m,)=1 so that the Born approximation is
y -2312
(Sz,z')azl(2N) A20(p,+py =Py =Pa) , (114)

q2+m!2
where
A% = |)\| *Z m,, ml)

is the renormalized coupling constant. This gives rise to the usual Breit-Wigner shape for the cross sec-
tion in the unstable case.

However, since Eq. (112) is exact, the analysis is not restricted to the Born approximation. Because of
the m' = dependence of the integrand it is reasonable to assume that the contour can be taken to infinity
everywhere in the physical sheet of the ' plane thereby picking up only the poles at m’? = —g2 +ie and
m’'=0. If this assumption is valid, the S matrix can be evaluated exactly as

g, - i@m)ZmA® (j(-qz)”2+m1]Z((—qz)”2, my) +[(=g*)"? —=m | Z(=(=¢*)""%, m)) _ 2(=¢®)'"> Z2(0, m1)>

2(-g2)%"? q%+m,? m,® Z(0,0)
X8(py+py=ps=Da)- (115)

Note that this reduces to the Born approximation, as it should, if Z is set equal to unity, that is, if the cut
contribution is completely ignored. It follows from Eq. (45) that if Z~' exists, then Z ' (x(—¢2)"/%,m,)~1 as
(=g?)~=. Consequently in the high-energy limit
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22(0, m,) m,? Z (0 0))}

- )., — 2 ) (O U A\ RIA T 116

S,z (Sz,z )BZ(O’ 0)Z tny, m;) [1+ 72 (1 720, m,) (116)

If crossing symmetry applies to this process, then the requirement that the cross section be finite as
t -0 places the requirement on Eq. (115) that

Z(0,m,)=0,
Hm [ Y2+ m)Z (V2 my) + (EY2 =my) Z (=12, m,)] =

t—0

f,,,—czz my, my )L/, 117
1

where ¢ is some dimensionless constant. Since Z is itself dimensionless and symmetric with respect to
the exchange of its arguments, Eq. (117) merely implies

LI\ o' g\ 1w fm m\) =
Zlo'sm) = [1+2<m’>f<u’u +2m1>fu’u ’
where p is the threshold energy, y>1, and f6n'/u,m,/ 1) is any function such that
Y ’
lim [( ) df <”’1 -—)]:o.
m'0 am’'\ u’ u

Thus Eq. (117) is consistent with the requirement that Z (»’, m,) be bounded for large m’.
With the restriction of Eq. (117), the cross-channel S-matrix element for low momentum transfer is

(st)[,:c(sg)aa (1183,)
whereas for high momentum transfer
S u=2Zmy, m)t ~1(S,) g - (118b)

The results expressed by Eqs. (118) can be generalized to more physical reality by including a form factor
in the definition of the vertex specified by V. In this event the coupling constant |A|? can be reinterpreted
to be the form factor so that Eqs. (118) remain unaltered. This result is interesting since it predicts an
extra factor ¢ ~! in the amplitude of the scattering matrix which depends only on the boundedness of the in-
tegrals within Z and the assumption of crossing symmetry. Consequently one should expect this result to
manifest itself in a variety of experiments.

This is especially interesting from the point of view of the vector-dominance model ®° for the form fac-
tors of the pion and nucleon which predict form factors of the type (1 —¢/a?)~!. This combined with Egs.
(118) gives an over-all behavior ¢ -2 in the “high” momentum transfer limit which is in fact observed 20:2!
and difficult to explain.
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The isomorphism of the conformal algebra on space-time to the orthogonal O(4,2) algebra
is exploited to derive in a manifestly covariant way an operator-product expansion on the
light cone in terms of irreducible operator representations of the conformal algebra. The
expansion provides for a solution of the causality problem for operator expansion on the light
cone. Additional properties of the conformally covariant expansion, as well as its relation
to the conformally invariant three-point function, are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wilson has advocated the relevance of scale invariance applied to an operator-product expansion.! The
possible relevance of the stronger conformal invariance? for equal-time commutators® and operator-prod-
uct expansions *° has recently been proposed. In particular, in Ref. 5 the following “improved” light-cone
expansion was derived:
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In the above equation A(x) and B(x) are local scalar (for simplicity) operators of dimensions I, and I,
(in energy units), both annihilated by K, (the generator of special conformal transformations), i.e., satis-
fying [K,,A(0)]=0, [K,,B(0)]=0; O4,...q, (0) (symmetric traceless tensors of dimension 1,) are those
operators of the expansion basis which are annihilated by K,; c,’,“’ are unknown constants; the hypergeo-
metric function ,F,(a; c; 2) arises from the structure of the conformal algebra.

In this paper we shall

(i) offer a manifestly conformal-covariant derivation of the improved expansion using the isomorphism of
the conformal algebra to the orthogonal algebra O(4,2). In a subsequent paper® the proof is extended (in
view of later applications) to derive a conformally covariant operator-product expansion valid over the
whole space-time;

(ii) present additional discussion on the properties of the improved expansion. Besides offering a solution
of the important causality problem in operator expansions, and of translation invariance on a Hermitian
basis, as extensively discussed in Ref. 5, the improved expansion is directly related to the conformally

covariant expressions for the vacuum expectation value of a product of three local operators and for the
vertex function.
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II. CONFORMALLY COVARIANT FORMALISM

It is well known? that the conformal algebra on space-time is isomorphic to the orthogonal algebra O(4, 2),
whose generators constitute an antisymmetric tensor J,5 (4, B=0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 6) with



