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Higher-order corrections to the leptonic processes such as muon decay and neutrino-
lepton scattering are investigated in order to study the problems associated with the renor-
malization of the Weinberg theory of weak interactions in the unitary gauge. It is shown
that there are definite ways to carry out the renormalization programs and the residual di-
vergences (quadratic as well as logarithmic) cancel out systematically. As a result we find
that the higher-order corrections to these processes and the neutrino charge radius are all
finite. As a by-product, we find that the logarithmic residual divergences in the elastic

v-v scattering also cancel out.

I. INTRODUCTION

Some time ago Weinberg® proposed a unified the-
ory of weak and electromagnetic interactions and
suggested that it might be renormalizable. Re-
cently, several studies ?3 have indicated that var-
ious models of the same general class as Wein-
berg’s actually are renormalizable in the R gauge
(renormalizable gauge). However, it is not at all ob-
vious that the theory is renormalizable in the uni-
tary gauge. This is because if one tries to calcu-
late the higher-order S matrix in this gauge, one
encounters the following problems: (i) Since in
general the S-matrix elements are complicated
functions of the two unrenormalized coupling con-
stants, there seems to be no clear-cut way to
carry out the renormalization programs. (ii) The
divergences arising from the weak and electro-
magnetic interactions are usually mixed up.

(iii) There are divergences which cannot be ab-
sorbed into the renormalization constants. These

problems manifest themselves especially in the
higher-order corrections to the leptonic processes
such as muon decay and neutrino-lepton scatter-
ing. It is the purpose of this paper to show how to
deal with these problems by studying these lep-
tonic processes.

In the case of nondiagonal leptonic processes
such as muon decay, things become a little sim-
pler because problem (ii) above does not arise.
We find that the conventional renormalization pro-
gram can be carried out and all the residual di-
vergences cancel out. We refer to the residual
divergence as the divergences which still remain
even after the renormalization. Thus it yields a
finite result of higher-order weak and electro-
magnetic corrections to the muon decay in Wein-
berg’s theory.

In the case of diagonal leptonic process such as
the neutrino-electron scattering, all the problems
mentioned above are present. To see how to deal
with them, we note that one can unambiguously de-
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fine the renormalized neutrino-Z-boson coupling
constant in the process of v-v elastic scattering
discussed by Weinberg,* where it was shown that
the quadratic residual divergences canceled out
(as will be shown later, so do the logarithmic re-
sidual divergences), while in the process of muon
decay the renormalized lepton-W-boson coupling
constant is properly defined. We observe that
once they are defined in these processes one has
to stick to these definitions in other physical pro-
cesses as well, such as neutrino-lepton scatter-
ing, if the theory is actually renormalizable.
Guided by the above observation, we find that
the S matrix for the fourth-order elastic neutrino-
lepton scattering in the unitary gauge can be sep-
arated into three distinct parts. The first part is
associated with the neutrino charge radius. The
second part is similar to that in v-v scattering
while the third part is similar to that in p decay.
The conventional renormalization programs can
then be carried out separately in these three parts.
It is shown that after renormalization the residual

divergences cancel out in each of these three parts.

As a result, we find that the S matrix for the
higher-order neutrino-lepton scattering and the
neutrino charge radius are all finite.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we first discuss the higher-order corrections to
the muon decay and show that the conventional re-
normalization program can be carried out and the
residual divergences cancel out. In Sec. III, we
discuss the higher-order neutrino-lepton scatter-
ing where for convenience we take the lepton to be
the electron and the neutrino to be v,. It is shown
that one can renormalize the v-Z coupling con-
stant and lepton-W coupling constant in the same
way as discussed in the v-v elastic scattering and
u decay, respectively. In Sec. IV, some relevant
points are discussed.

II. MUON DECAY

In this section we shall discuss the second-order
weak and electromagnetic corrections to muon de-

cay in Weinberg’s unified theory of weak and elec- '

tromagnetic interactions.!*
A. Notation and Kinematics

We consider the decay process

p—e+V,+v,. 2.1)

The momenta of the muon and electron are de-
noted by p and p’, respectively, while we use %,
and &, to denote the momenta of 7, and v, respec-
tively. In Weinberg’s theory of weak and electro-
magnetic interactions of leptons, there are
charged intermediate vector bosons W, neutral
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FIG. 1. The lowest-order diagram for u decay.

intermediate vector bosons Z, and massive neu-
tral scalar mesons ¢ as well as photons A. There
are two fundamental coupling constants g and g’
and one spontaneous symmetry-breaking param-
eter A. The electric charge e and Fermi coupling
constant G are related to these three constants as
follows:

o= 88 G _ 1

&+ Vo

while the vector-boson masses (to zeroth order
in the fine-structure constant) are

2.2)

b by 2 12\1/2

my=E, my Merg' ) U ) 2.3)
To the lowest order in g, the decay matrix ele-

ment M, for (2.1) is given by the contribution of

the diagram in Fig. 1,

(=g*®+4q%q¢%/m,?) (2.4)

2 2
q- —my

Mozi MO‘B’

where ¢ is the momentum of the charged W boson
and M., is defined by

Mg =% (Ry)y o(1+vs)u(p)

Xu(p"yg(l+vs) v(k1)<2‘ﬁ> :

FIG. 2. Higher-order skeleton diagrams. The wavy
line in (a) means either Z, A, or ¢, while in (b), (c),
and (d) it stands only for Z.
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From the conservation of momentum, we have sertions to the diagrams in Fig. 1. All these dia-
o Y grams are divergent. We are going to show that
Q=p=ke=p'+ Ry @.6) some of these divergences can be absorbed into
The next-order corrections to the decay matrix the renormalization constants, while those diver-
element M, are given by the skeleton diagrams in gences which cannot be lumped into the constants
Fig. 2 and all possible self-energy and vertex in- cancel each other out.

B. Contributions of the Skeleton Diagrams

Since the neutral Z boson can couple to neutral and charged leptons, there are four skeleton diagrams
due to the exchange of a Z between leptons as is given in Fig. 2. However since photons and massive neu-
tral scalar mesons interact only with charged leptons, there are two more skeleton diagrams of the type
given in Fig. 2(a), due to exchange of a photon or a ¢ between two charged leptons. Let us first consider
the diagram in Fig. 2(a) due to the exchange of a Z between the muon and the electron, and denote its am-
plitude by B, which reads '

L G[20RY o ey (A% g kR g g0 = R) k)
16 @r?: T R -m,’ (q =k)? =my”

B,

_Brm=k ©.7)

where m and ' are the masses of the muon and electron, respectively,

Ou=val+7s), . 2.8)
and
_ 4g/2
a-l—g2+g,2 . (2.9)

Introducing the Feynman parameters o,, «,, @,, and o, to combine the terms in the denominator and
making a translation of the dummy variable k, we obtain

(& zﬂ(g2+g’z) d*kda,do,do,da,d(o + o, + o+ a,—1)
Z7\2v2 ) 16 @m)*(%* - C)*

, ErdPEed”|[ (k+h1)°‘(k+h1)ﬂ
X[_gu +———m22 ][—g By mwz

X U (ky) Oq(~ty+ m—=K)y, (@ +ys)u(p)u(p )y, (@+vs) (=l + m' = F)Ogv(k,), 2.10)

where
d=a,q+a,p+ap,
h,=d-q,
ho,=d -p, (2.11)
hy=d-p,

and
C=a,m,® —a,g*-m?)+d?.

After some algebra, we find that B, becomes

3! , d*rda, - dad (o +o,+a,+a,~1
T R

~@+1)? . 1 1 o
x{—_;?—;z' RSg B (a+1)2<m +n—1—2>k4g 8

4 w
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(a+1)%*
W[%hz'hs+i(h22+hsz)]gaﬁ
21,4
2@ UR L e pBr®) 1 a%a® 1 %d® + P —kd%pP —1p'd®]
mym,”
(az';—l)k‘ll(hcx 84 1Bq ) 2 o8 B3%) +L (g %pB Byro) _p%gB —pB a]
+mzzmw2 [3(h3q° +h5q ) -2(q +4q +3@ P +q"p ) —nyq” —=hiq
—1)2p4
+'Sz?——zzrln)wf qaqﬁ}MaB +convergent terms | @2.12)

where M, is defined in (2.5). Let us denote the ultraviolet divergent terms in B, to be B,. Upon carry-
ing out the integration in (2.12), we get

B = Lig2,s g[8t e
Bi=1gle g )[4mzzmwzg Mes |\~ 1672 2

15 e (a+1) 2 2y _ 1,27 a8 @+1) q°%°® 2@-1) , 4
* 16 (g%°+ g ){4mzzmwz [-3(mz%+m,?) - 34%] g Mg +mzzmw2 3 Mg 'mzzmwz q7q"Myg
2(a+1) 5 12\ B >
+4m22mW2 (m®+ m'®) g **M 4 <16 sIn A (2.13)

where A is the cutoff of the integral.

The first term in B, is quadratically divergent, while the rest of the
term is logarithmically divergent.

|o

Similarly one can get the ultraviolet-divergent parts for the diagrams in Figs. 2(b), 2(c), and 2(d), which

are denoted respectively by B2, B, and BZ. Since the calculations are similar, straightforward and a

little tedious, we do not bother to write them down but simply state the results:

- 1 4 ~i
b_ = (52 eyl % _oB =t A2
Bz = 16 (g%+g )[4mz2mw2 g MOLB] (16772 A )
1 , 4 . 4 q%°
o6 ) 0 0n e ) e Mg gt Sl mn), e

dm*my,
—. 1 2(a+1) ](-Z )
[ 2 2| 22 T 27 af v A2
BZ_ 16 (g +g )[4mzzmwz g MO(B 16772 A

+ i%(g2+ g’z){fﬁ%[—3(inzz+ my?) = 342 g "My +7‘2/L—£%:n—¥ ﬁ;q—BMaB
+m(m'2gas_2qaqﬁ)]v[ }(16 . 1nA> @.15)
and
Bg= (g g’z)[ﬁ%gawaﬁ]( 1;72 A2>
(g g’z){ﬁ—)—z[ =3 (mz"+ my’) = 54 ]g“BMaB+31£a2;ig q:qﬁ o
+mzzlsz [m? g *® = 2¢%¢ 8 M, }(16 5 lnA2> . (2.16)

Summing (2.13)—(2.16) and making use of (2.9) yields
BY'=B,+B2+B;+B
1

Nn.
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"= agt | (S a2
Tty g (Ml () @)

1 g%g%+8")

8m22mw2 g2+g12

(m?+ m'?) g "M +

Now let us proceed to calculate the contributions of the skeleton diagrams due to the exchange of a pho-
ton or a ¢ between the electron and muon, denoted respectively by B, and B,. The explicit expression for
B, and B, can be readily written down as

=< g >262 d*k (=g") =g*" + (¢ —k)*(q —*)®/m)’
A

272 @ & (q =R) —m,?
X ) Ou Lt s 3, (D) Yy, T s Oy, 2.18)
Xﬁ(kz)oa(:—i_—"%u(p)ﬁ(p’) @f‘_';)—’gi:g—zoﬁv(kl). (2.19)

Both of these integrals are logarithmically divergent. Let us denote B, and E¢ to be the divergent parts
for B, and B,, respectively. They can be easily gotten by calculating the %2* terms in the numerators of the
integrands. Thus we have

Bo_© o = 2>
BA—--mW2 g M“B<167r2 InA?), (2.20)
By =5 k) 1 = y5)u () (6) = vJoley)(Fo In A7)

_ & o, B =i 2>

- 0% MaB<16_”2 InA?) (2.21)

where use is made of (2.3) and (2.6).

These divergences certainly cannot be absorbed into any renormalization constants. However we are
going to see that they will be canceled out by the divergences arising from the self-energy and vertex cor-
rections.

C. Wave-Function Renormalization and Self -Energy Corrections

Since the couplings of W, Z, A, and ¢ to the leptons do not depend upon the momenta of the coupled par-
ticles, all the divergences arising from the self-energy insertions on the external leptons are taken care
of by the wave-function renormalization constants just like that in pure quantum electrodynamics. So are
the divergences in the self-energy of W due to the lepton loop. However, it is quite different for the self-
energy of W due to Z, A, or ¢. In this case only part of the divergences can be absorbed into the wave-
function renormalization constants. To see this, let us first look at the self-energy part/,s; of W due to
Z as given in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b). The diagram in Fig. 3(b), however, need not be considered here be-
cause it is taken care of by the mass renormalization. So we get

I gt AR —g"+(q =k)Mg =k)m? =gV +RBRY/m,?
“ gt+g”J) @m) (@ =kP —mj® k> —myt

X[(+q), 805 — QR =) 8ys = 24 =R)p 8ol (R +a), 85y~ 2k =q) 58,y = Rq = k), 8,5] - (2.22)

Introducing the Feynman parameters @, and @, to combine the terms in the denominator of the integrand
and making a change of variable of integration by replacing 2 by 2+ a,q, we get

V}L e
Pt 2& \ ~ FIG. 3. The diagrams of
“a W 8" "“E‘ B“— - —-——i__ the self-energy of the W
w boson and the self-energy
¢ Ve
(c)

correction to u decay. The
wavy line means either Z,
A, or ¢.

(a) (b)
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o

fd“kda dad(a +a,-1)
Tos = g +g'2 @m)* (k% = C,)*

1
) {)’—}7—2- [— Zk‘lgo«i-ékz(azz —2&2)(11 Q.O((S +3qa‘l6)—ék2(5'%aé +3qqu6) - (CY; —4&%-?—4@5)6]2.@‘0(5]

w

1 .
+ m[—%k‘lgaa —ikzazz(ll%a +3‘1aqa)+ %kz-((),aa - (a’22 - l)zqums]

¥4

k? 1
T IR G Qs+ 2R°Gos +5 Qs +30ads +2(% — @,)(9 45 + 60045 )}+convergent terms, (2.23)
Z w
where
Co=a,m,2 + a,m,” + a, (2.24)
and
9as =4’ 8as = qals - (2.25)

After carrying out the integrations and performing the mass renormalization, we arrive at

I - g4 (C]4 —7’7W4)gc(5 _QZQO((LS:, —i A2>
ad g2+g12 4m22mwz 16112

4

L /((mzz )
g2+gi214m221nwz

L1 1 <mZ my”
4\m,?

(% =m,°) 8us —0°9ds]
12m,%m,?

[@* = my*) gas ~9°20q5) =

5/ 1 1
- 2> 9ols =7 <;r}7 + 7;;5)[ @* =my") o5 ~9°0 o4 5 )

1

+ 72 (3% (my + mg?) + &y + EmP@® -my®)€as — 0alds]
1

s (& (my2 + m %) + Bmy® + Fm,2? (@2 -my,2) 8as —qaqéj}Jrconvergent terms. 2.26)
A

Because of the self-energy insertion, the W-boson propagator becomes D?7(g?), which reads

oy oy =82 +qBq?/my’  =gB+qPq/my? —g7‘3+q q‘s/m
D1 (g?) = 3 ) + P ) Iy . (2.27)
q® —my, q® -m,, q° —my?

We define the wave-function renormalization constant Z, , for the W boson conventionally as

BgY
Za,w[—g% anz ]= lim (¢ -m,*)DP7(q%) . (2.28)

14 a2—my2

Denoting ZZ , to be the contribution to Z, ,, due to Z, we find from (2.26) to (2.28) that

27 _ 1= -g* 2m,” -
3, W - g2+ gfz 4mzzmw2 1672
g* f 2m,? 3myt 5< 1 1

— —— — 2
g2+g’214mz v (7" + my?) 12m,2m,? 6 \m,> +mzz> @my?)

1 2 2 2 27, 1
o 5[5 (my”+ my%) + Sy + By, ]+m 2[5%(mw2+mzz)+§%mw2+%mz] 16 7o InA?
W z

(2.29)

The divergent terms in (2.26) are momentum-dependent. It is clear that if ¢* is not on the mass shell,
the divergence in (2.26) then cannot be entirely taken care of by the wave-function renormalization. As a
matter of fact, with (2.26) and (2.29), the divergent part H, of the contribution of the diagram in Fig. 3(c)
can be readily written down as

HZ=(Z§'W—1)M(J +H, , (2.30)

where H, is the divergent term which cannot be absorbed into the wave-function renormalization constant,
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7o g4 gaBMocB =i 2> g4 /__1 1 _1_ af 1 2 2\ 5B a, B

Hy = g2+ g’? [4m227nw2 1672 A +g2+ g% 12\m,? * my” g 12m22mW2[(q +2my’)g 7°9"]
Lfmg  my)aq® 1 7°°| < >

+ 4<mw mz mW4 2 WIW4 jMaB 1672 InA (231)

Similarly we can find the divergent contributions H, and ﬁd, of the self-energy corrections to the muon de-

cay due to A or ¢, respectively, which cannot be taken care of by the wave-function renormalization,

=" [_%ii;_% L0 | Mo 7557 1) 2.32)
and
H,= 4*5:4 q“qﬂMaB<1%fT-2- 1nA2>. (2.33)
w

D. Vertex Renormalization and Vertex Corrections

Since the couplings of W or Z to the leptons do not depend on the momenta of the coupled particles, all
the divergences in the vertex corrections in Figs. 4(a) to 4(d) can be entirely absorbed into the vertex re-
normalization constants just like those in pure quantum electrodynamics. However, things become quite
different for the vertex correction in Fig. 4(e), because the W-Z coupling is momentum-dependent. Let
us denote I'; to be the contribution of the diagram in Fig. 4(e). Its explicit expression reads

oy & L =g RVEYmg =g+ (g ~R) @ =)/ myt -k rm
g2 = -5 f( e T ¥ 0, Y p—kF=n? Aa+vs)
X[(q~k+q),805 = (20 =2k ~ )8 ya— (20 ~q +k)2 & y5) (2.34)

where the lepton momenta are taken to be on the mass shell. Applying the same techniques that we used
in calculating the divergent part of an integral in the last two sections, we find that

__&[=@rl) (1 .1 =t a0
Te=-7 |:4m 2my, 20" %5~ mzz+mwz>0‘3} (16772A
W{(a+1) mZ2+ Wlwz)+ %qz]—Zm"‘}O"‘szaB<16ﬂ lnA>

2 s .
—1_65;75[2(“ + D) H{[=3 m,2 +my?) = 2m® + Bq%0, =Imqy (1 = v,)} <1—é-;—2 1nA2>
w

=
- 16g7n22 [2(a+ 1)]{['%(’”22 +m,°) + 24%]0, ‘%m% (1 -75)} (mg 1nA2>
g1 _
-£ <'mw >[m 05 +2may (1 —v,)] (16 ; lnA) (2.35)
: s 7e :
——— -—— ———— _—— — ]
z " - 7 Wi ” ” T lw
B 7 P Ve

e IIP. e V/,L e
‘ . W
W
A p Ve I Ve * (| Ve

[ e
(e) (f) (q) (h)

FIG. 4. The diagrams of the vertices and vertex corrections to p decay. The wavy line in (e)—(g) means either Z, A,
or ¢, while in the rest of the diagrams it stands only for Z.
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As usual, we define the vertex renormalization constant inverse Z,~" as one plus the coefficient of O, in
u (k)T 5@ u(p) with g>=m,?; i.e.,
g l_q-_tge|Zlarl) o, 3( 1 ;ﬂ =i >
Nt l;lmzzmw2 "= g\ Ty I\ 16w A
__gtmy’ {@+1)[=(my%+ m,?) + sm, 2] - 2m?} (i ]nA2>
168m,%m,? z LA 1672
2g%(a+1 -
_%m;z—l [=3(my%+m,2) = 2m® + B, 2 (Wln A2>
zgz(a +1) 3 2 2 11 2 -1 2 m2g2 1 1 ) 2
TG,z Lema” )+ ey’ (g InA ‘T(W"m_szTs?lnA)' (2.36)
With (2.35) and (2.36), we find the divergent part V} of the vertex corrections to the p-decay matrix ele-
ment due to the Z boson as given in Fig. 4(f),
Vi=(z,"' =1)M,+ V7, (2.37)

where V} represent those divergences which cannot be taken care of by the vertex renormalization, i.e

i g2(a+1) gaBMa —t a
Ve =T my d \Teg A7) @ DL0ng e my?) g% =5+ my") g0 + 50 %]

2m? 8 (a+1)< U op . 495 (a+1)l: q%"®
i1 1 _ o _lyaeB 4 1
+ dm,m,? + 4m,? 38+ 3|+ am,? 38 m,”

w
4 (1 1\ o4 =i
+ Tn? (sz —_mzz>q q }MQB<167T2 1nA> . (2.38)

Similarly we find the divergent contributions V£, V2, and V}, which cannot be absorbed into the vertex
renormalization constants, for the diagrams in Figs. 4(g), 4(), and 4(i), respectively, to be

*

2 .
Ve_f, 8 2 _'2 aB =t 2
VE=Ve* G ™ =) & Ma5<16ﬂ2 1nA> (2.39)
and
_ 2 2 -7 g2 2 i o
V’é:—fg;n—;g;n?gaBM“5<W A2>__4__ W [(mzz+mwz)gaﬂ _%(qursz)g B+%qaqﬂ]
2 uap qaq3> 2 < 11 ,aB qan>l <_i 2
4m22< s& +mW2 Tdm,? Bk T my? jM"‘B 161121nA
(2.40)
and
V=V;. (2.41)

Summing up (2.38) to (2.41) and making use of (2.9), we obtain the total divergent part V, of the vertex cor-
rections to the p-decay matrix element due to the Z boson which cannot be taken care of by the vertex re-
normalization,

Vy=Vi+VELVELTV]

& 2 as =t a2
‘—'g2+g12 4mzzmwz g MocB 167T2 A

g* 2
WL {4m22mwz [(mg®+m,?)g*® - @+ mwz)gaB +39%°]

2 (4 s q"tI‘*) 2 <u. ws_4°° (—i 2>
+4mwz<_3g +mW2 +4m22 "8 _mwz Mag 1672 nA

! 2q°%° _ 24°%° < - )
—_—2 = 2 12y aB _ 49 R
g {8m22mwz (m®+m'?) g T, m,? + Im,f My, 1677 InA?%). (2.42)
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Similarly we find the total divergent parts ¥, and V¢ of the vertex corrections to the p-decay matrix ele-
ment due to A and ¢, respectively, to be

- _ =2¢° 11,8 q%° >

VA—W<—3g —-T;W—- szs 16 zlnA (243)

V,= 228 qogip (2 A (2.44)
0= Tm,2 19 M es\T6r : :

E. Cancellation of Divergences

We now group together those divergences which cannot be lumped into the renormalization constants and
show that they cancel out. First let us consider the divergent higher-order corrections due to the Z boson.
With (2.3), we note that terms like m,%/m,° in the self-energy correction H, in (2.31) can be written as

me? 1 (mP\*_ 1 (g*+g?)
m,° _mzzmvfz(mwz T myimy? g* : (2.45)

With (2.45), the sum of the divergences B} in (2.17) and H, in (2.31) becomes

5 7 2 g4 aB =i 2>
+Hz = dmeme g2t Moo\ 1672 A
gt ) lempl+m,’ 2 2y moygod 440 2 a%° =i 2>
+g2+g’2{ 12 mmy? ~ 12m,%m,? @+ my)g “2m,t T3 mem,? Mas\ 1,2 In &

1 g (g% + &) 2 12\ B = 2)

+ gmzzmwz 21 g (m® +m'?) g Mg 1672 InA

L2 g”(g%+g")
dm;m,? £+g°

q qBM(xB<16 2 ]-nA> (2.46)

Using (2.3), (2.42) can be rewritten as

V=t B gasy A2>
27 T dmlm,? gt & Mas 16 1672
2 g B _1 8 2¢°%° g*
{47"2 S Fig? 5 [=2(m2+ my?) g™ = 5(@®+ m,2) g8 + ¢ °% ]—4mw4 e Mg (161r InA?
5 1 2 oy 8287+ 8"%) ap 2 g% +g"%) Bl
"Ismzzmwz (WI +m ) g2+g/2 g + 4mZ2mW2 g2+g12 99 f aﬂ<16 2 lnA (247)

Comparing (2.46) to (2.47), we get

Bet+H,=-V, '
or

B +H,+V, =0. | (2.48)
Summing up (2.20), (2.32), and (2.43) yields

= = = 5 g*® q%°* 11 q%°
2 (_ aB _ B
B,+H,+V,=e < Gmw"’g sz 2m — + 6mW2g 2m Mg 16 — InA?

=0. (2.49)

Also summing up (2.21), (2.33), and (2.44), we find

= 5 > q°q® q%9" 2q°%°
B¢+H¢+V¢=g2<4mwz+4mwz “ T,z ) Moo Tor To InA?

=0. (2.50)

So we see from (2.48) to (2.50) that the divergences arising from the skeleton diagrams and self-energy
corrections just cancel out those from the vertex corrections.
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III. ELASTIC NEUTRINO-ELECTRON SCATTERING

A. Scattering Amplitude

We consider the process
V,+e—v,+e.

The momenta of the neutrinos in the initial and
final state are denoted by &, and k,, respectively,
while p and p’ denote the corresponding momenta
for the electrons in the initial and final state. To
the lowest order in the coupling constants, the S-
matrix in the unitary gauge is given by the sum of
diagrams in Fig. 5. We note that to this lowest or-
der the v-v scattering amplitude is given by the Z -
exchange diagram similar to Fig. 5(a) and the p-
decay amplitude is given by the W-exchange dia-
gram similar to Fig. 5(b). To fourth order in the
coupling constants, the scattering amplitude is giv-
en by the sum of diagrams in Figs. 6-10 and a num-
ber of other diagrams not drawn here (self-energy
and vertex insertions to Fig. 5) which do not gener-
ate residual divergences.® It is clear that contri-
butions of the diagrams in Figs. 6-10 can be di-
vided into three distinct groups. The first group

S. Y. LEE

|

(a) (b)

FIG. 5. The lowest-order diagrams for neutrino-
electron scattering.

is given by the contributions of diagrams in Fig. 6
and the part of the contributions of the diagrams in
Figs. 7(a)-7(c) associated with the charge radius
of the neutrino.

The second group is given by the contributions
of the diagrams in Figs. 7(a)-T(c) excluding the
part associated with the charge radius of the neu-
trino and of the diagrams in Fig. 8. They are simi-
lar to those in the elastic v-v scattering. The
third group includes all diagrams in Figs. 9 and
10. They are almost identical to those in u decay.
We are going to show in the next three subsections
that the renormalization programs can be carried
out separately in these three groups and that the
residual divergences all cancel out in each of them.

B. Neutrino Charge Radius

The mean-square charge radius of the neutrino is usually defined to be proportional to the first deriva-
tive of the neutrino electromagnetic form factor at zero momentum transfer. At first glance, one tends
to think that diagrams in Figs. 7(@)-7(c) have nothing to do with it because it seems only weak interactions
are involved. This is not at all so. To see this, let us first calculate the contribution V, of the diagram in

Fig. 7(c):
' g° _ -g"+ q'q”
Vg = WF " u(kz)Fuu(kl)W—-
=V VY,
Ve e Ve e
W
e :\ A : A
v, e A e
(a) : (b)
e
A
e

FIG. 6. Diagrams with one virtual photon exchange
which contribute to the charge radius of the neutrino.

2_, 4072 ,
z/mz w(p )yl,<1 +75—§51—g§,—-2->(g2+g1 Y2 (p)

(3.1)

Ve e e
Z \st Z

o

Ve e €
(a)

Ve € Ve e

S z W
Ve e e e

(c) ' (d)

FIG. 7. Self-energy and vertex insertions to the
diagram in Fig. 5(a).
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Ve e Ve e
W
e Ve Ve e
e
e e ve

e (c) e

HIGHER-ORDER CORRECTIONS TO

LEPTONIC

PROCESSES. . .

FIG. 9. Skeleton diagrams with one W exchange and one
Z, A, or ¢ exchange. The wavy line in (a) represents
either Z, A, or ¢, while in the rest of the diagrams

FIG. 8. Skeleton diagrams with two Wor two Z ex- it stands for Z only.

changes.
where

q=p=-p', 3.2)

_ -g" v qhq¥/m,? _,
ng:‘ezu(kz)ruu(kl)_g_q——zq_;—éz—u(p Jyyu(p), 6.3
z
_ —gHV L glgV /2 .,
VY=g T o) LT 7y (1)), 84
zZ

and

r (£ P A% g% 1Rk /my? =gBV+ (R —q)® (b —q)Y/m,} V0 K, + K+ m, o (3.5)

SR Y @m)? B2 —m,? (e =—q) —m,? HOBZS (B4R, —m,2 Y

with

Vies =Ry8ap ~kp 8yt k=), 8us = (R = Dei8yp + 008 s ~ U6 8y (3.6)
and

Os=ys(1+v;). (3.7)

Ve e e Vo e
e v,
€ Vg e Ve
(a) (c)

>“———w B
Ve e Ve

FIG. 10. Self-energy and vertex insertions to the diagram in Fig. 5(b). The wavy line in (a)~(c) means either Z, 4,

or ¢, while in (d) and (e) it represents Z only.
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Of course, in (3.3) we have used the relation between the electric charge ¢ and the coupling constant g and
g, i.e.,
___ 8g

- (g2+gr2)172 . (3~8)
From (3.3), it is then clear that the part V™ in V, does contribute to the charge radius of the neutrino.
We are going to show that the charge radius of the neutrino is finite. To see this, let us first calculate
the divergent part in T',. Introducing the Feynman parameters «,, a,, and a, to combine the terms in the

numerator and changing the variables of integration, one finds that

I“#-( g ) d*e 216 (o + ay+a,—-1)dada,da, ( g%, (k+d3:(§fd)6>'<‘gey+ (k+h)5(k+h)7>
W

\2v2/) J @) @ —Cy m,’
X[k +d),gop = k+d)g &yo+ kb +h), 80 = (R+h)o8g +dak s — s ualOs + Ky + d)Oy 3.9)
where
d=ag —azk,, (3.10)
h=d-q, 3.11)
C=(a, +a,)m,? — a,q®+a;m*+d?. (3.12)

After some algebra, we obtain

r —af-£ >fd4kda1da2da36(a1+a2+ozi—l)
2V2

# @n)* (&* - C)?
k4 2 2 4 2 2 2
X Z—m—; 4(d +2k,+d)|q +——[ ik (-4d*+3g-d - gkz d+q-ky|-3k
w W
+convergent terms.

Introducing the cutoff A and performing the integrations we find the divergent part fu in T, to be

= _1 2 3 -1 2)
Ty=s8 <4mw4“’0+ )(1677 A

2 4
+34° {47” 1 [@m,2 +m,2)q? - éq“]—4mw2 [Lq? =3 (m,2+ m2)] - 6} <16 > lnA2> (3.13)
w

Let us define the vertex renormalization constant by setting ¢2 in (3.13) to be on the Z-meson mass shell
so that we have

2m,” 3 —
2,7 =1= §g2<4mi4 +7n7> (16'”2 A2>

+ %gz{‘hj 7 [@my? + m)m,® - %mz‘l] "Lz [$m,® =3(my? +m,?)] -6}<16 zlnA2> (3.14)

w

With (3.14), (3.13) can be rewritten as
T,=(2,7=1)0,+D;0,, (3.15)

where Dy, is the residual divergence given by

Dy= 48 o (@ =) ([as M) 282 s [@2 4 )@ =) = 3t =m,2)] - L) < >
R 4m,? z 16 167° 85 |4m,? w e z z 2 1672

3my,
(3.16)
With (3.3), (3.15), and (3.16), the residual divergence V™ in V™ then reads
yeom = 2¢” g"N =t A?)+ 2 [@m,? + m,?) = 52+ m,?)] 1 e*g"'N ( 1nA2> (3.17)
z “gm, 3 & Nul\T6re Im, e ) =3 T w\1672 ’

where N, is defined to be
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N, =58% (ky) Oyu (o)) (' Yy, u(p). (3.18)
Similarly we find the contribution V, of the diagram in Fig. 6(@@) to be

2 — _guu_ ’

V,=e u(kz)r‘uu(kl)—?-u(p Yyu(p). (3.19)
With (3.13) and-(3.19), the residual divergence V, in V, is readily found to be

7,=22 gy (=L a2 )2 10 YR DL S S e In A2 (3.20)

A" 4m 4g v 162 4m [ mw+m 3q]“3mwz eg pv 162 n .

Summing up (3.17) and (3.20) yields

N — 2m,2%e?

VI Vas -5 g WN, <16 21nA> 3.21)

Now let us go on to calculate the contribution H, of the sum of diagrams in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d). Its ex-
plicit expression can be readily written down as.

- Qi) 2 —oUB
B rat e mg &y (), (3.22)

H,=1g%%u(k,)Oqu (b, P w

where II,, is the self-energy insertion of the W loap.. Its divergent part ﬁuv is calculated in the Appendix
and given by the expression in (AT),

= 1 = 2 1 4 2 25 1 —i
M= am,* L (167,2-1‘2)* [4%2 PRy =5, L @79y = §9° )+ T 2w =2 4% || 757 A7) -

(3.23)
Using (3.22) and (3.23), one finds that after renormalization the residual divergence H, in H , reads
= _ 2% s - ) 2 . 7]2% 2)
H,= 4mw4g 'Nog 16113A [IZm @+ my%) + Ty e’g % Nyg 16 2lnA (3.24)
Similarly the contribution H, of the sum of diagrams in Figs. 7(@a) and 7(b) can be written down as
_ _ _gocu+q(xqu/m 2 _gvﬂ+quqs/m 2 _ , 4g12
Hy =158%u (k,) Ot (k,) 7 —m,? 1, -, =u(p vs(1+vs TP+ g’ u(p)
=H +HY (3.25)
where
" _ —o My g%ty 2 __UB+UBm2—,
H = =4t () O o) ot LI 11, B gy, ), 3.26)
_ _O(p+apm2 _UB+UBm2_,
HY =506 O o) Et CUa 1, Bt LR 50)Ou(p) 3.27)

Thus we see immediately that there is a part of H,, namely HJ", which is associated with the neutrino
charge radius. Using (3.23) and (3.26), we find that after wave-function renormalization the residual di-
vergence H§" in H" reads

e 2e? — 2
Hzm=—4mw4gaﬂNaB<1—6n7 Az) [12 4(q +2mZZ)+

Summing up (3.24) and (3.28) yields

7 —i
mwz}ezg"‘ﬁNas (mg lnA2> . (3.28)

,F'

2m o
+H" ——Z-lz e’g BNQB<16 5 1nA2>

Since a and 8 are dummy summation variables, the above equation can be rewritten as
em _ 2
H,+HY 1—2—J— e g“”NW<16 5 1nA2> (3.29)

The total divergence associated with the charge radius of the neutrino is just the sum of V,, V", H,, and
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H3". From (3.21) and (3.29), we find that
- P -2m 2m
em em _ VA VA uv 2
Va+V, +H,+H, <12mw *Tom >eg N“y<16 2lnA)
=0. (3.30)

Thus we see that all divergences associated with the charge radius of the neutrino cancel out. So in Wein-
berg’s theory of weak interaction, the neutrino charge radius is finite .
C.” Renormalization of the v-Z. Coupling Constant

Now let us go on to calculate the contributions HY and V¥ of the diagrams in Figs. 7@)=7(c) put aside in
the previous section, which belong to the second group. From (3.4), (3.15), and (3.16), the residual di-
vergence V% in V¥ can be readily written down as

- 2g°2 <—i 2 2m,2 8
W _ oB 2) , L e L~ | 9B
v 16mw4g Mg 162 A?) +3g° Tom 4(q +1m%) Ty + I &M g 16 — InA? 3.31)

where M,; is defined to be

Mog =582 (ky)Oquk,) @ (p')Ogu (p) . (3.32)

The residual divergence V' of the contribution of the diagram in Fig. 3(d) can be similarly calculated and
is found to be equal to V¥, i.e.,

V'=vY. (3.33)

Using (3.23) and (3.27), we find that after performing the wave-function renormalization the residual di-
vergence HY in HY reads

2 . .
gw_ _8 B = 2 1 1 L aB =~ 2>
Hz= 8m i MaB<16ﬂ,2 A> [12 1@ +2m,") + Gmi?| £ Mo (162 InA°) . (3.34)

Next let us calculate the contributions of the skeleton diagrams in Figs. 8(a), 8(b), and 8(c), denoted re-
spectively by B,, B,, and B,. The explicit expression of B, is readily written down as

( g )4 d'k —g*®+k°kE/my g+ (k —q)(k-q)"
¢ \2

v/ ) e T ' em,? e —q) —m,?
_ E+k,
xu(kz)ou(k—;)iﬂ—osu k)i (p") “(k’é p’; 0, (p) . (3.35)

Introducing the Feynman parameters «;, «,, a@,, and @, to combine the terms in the denominator and
changing the variable of integration yields

B, 3,<zr>fd4kda 1, d 0yd a,b(a + e+ a4+, =1) [g ﬁ+(k+d) (e +d)® ][ (k+h)“(k+h)]

(211) (% =C,)* my® my?
(k) O, (K +d +K#,) O uk,) @ (p') O,(K+d =) Osu(p), (3.36)
where
d=ayp+ e — gk, (3.37)
h=d-q, (3.38)
Co= (0, + @))m,? — aq® — agm2+ a,m2 +d?. (3.39)

After some algebra, we get

deda,; - -dad(a, +a,+a,+a,=1)
' 40(Q + 0 + Oy + Oy
53155 4 Bn (7 = C,)

4
x{4 14k"'+[1 d-p) (d+k)+3d?=%p- c7+§m,f+ékl-3]—4-——2-5k4}g°‘ﬂMaB

+convergent terms. (3.40)



6 HIGHER-ORDER CORRECTIONS TO LEPTONIC PROCESSES. . . 1715

Denote B, to be the divergent part of B,. From (3.40), one immediately finds that after introducing the
cutoff A and performing the integration, B, reads

B,= 8512 . g"‘BMmB<1";f72 A2>+<87: T m? -7 3 = _24q2 4>g2g°‘BMas<% 1nA2> . (3.41)
w W My My m

Summing up (3.34) and (3.41) yields

HY+B, =2{8fnzw“ g"‘BMaB<—1—_6—;-Z- A2> —igz[l—zzz;/—‘l %+ my?) —427'%; +%2{] g“BMaB<i—gZ? 1nA2>} . (3.42)
Using (3.31) and (3.33), the above equation becomes

HY+B,==-V§{-V' (3.43)
or

HY+B,+ VY +V'=0. (3.44)

So, we see that the sum of the divergences arising in the skeleton diagram with two-W exchange and in
the self-energy corrections just cancel out those in the vertex corrections.

Next we are going to show that the divergence in B, just cancel out those in B,. The explicit expression
of B, reads

a*k —g® +k°k°/my® —g"+ (k =q)'(k —q)"/m}’
= (LY4( 2 12)2 Z A
Bb"‘ (4) (g +g ) (2,”)4

k? —mj? (=q) =my
Xu(p')y,(a+ )-—LM @+ys)u(p)a(k,)O, MLO u(k,) (3.45)
Yu Vs (b —RF-m,? Yal@+ys)ulp P g, )E st .

Introducing the Feynman parameters o,, a,, a&,, and @, to combine the terms in the denominator and
changing the variable of integration yields

4 a )8 n 7
Bb=3!(§)4(g2+g'2)zf d*eday -+ da,d(oy +a,+ e +a,—-1) [-—g"‘ﬁ N (k+d7):(§+d) ][—g‘“’+ (* +h7ilﬂ(§+h)u}

@r) k" =C,)"
XT(P' Yy (@+vs) (B =d +K+m)ye(a+ys)u(p) @k, Oy(K+K, + d)0guk,), (3.46)

zZ

where
C,=(a, +a,)m,? — aq®+d? (3.47)
while d and % are given by (3.37) and (3.38), respectively. After some algebra, one finds

B =3’f d‘*kdozl---daié(al+a2+a3+d4—1)
b ‘ (2,”)4 (kz - C1)4

X { [4:::4 —é%(ii_ -p)(d+k,) —Zﬁ;‘, (@=p-d+m?+k -d)+ ?f:ng“BM;B + %g“ﬁﬁgs}
+convergent terms, (3.48)
where
a8 = @) (& + gV (ky)Oqu (k,) A (p )y (@® + 1+ 2ay)u (p), (3.49)
Mag=G) (g + g °P (@ = 1) (ky)y ou (k)W (p" )y gu (p) - (3.50)
Performing the integration in (3.48), we obtain the divergent part B, in B,
B,= -‘;-,:1—24 g"‘BM&s<1——6%§ A2> - K 47,':;:4 -2 :;Zz - 24:1,;4') &M, --7%; g"‘W;J( 1;:;2 lnA2> . (3.51)

From the diagram in Fig. 8(c) we find that B, reads
Ak ~g*U+k%RY/m,? ~g"B+ (ke —q)(k —q)8/m,?
— (L\4( 2 122 A 7
Bc_(4) (g%+g"%) (2,”)4 52 _mzz * _q)z_mzz

p=KE+m
(p _k)z_me

3 ‘r’a(a+?’5)u(17)17(k2)0,,————-]é2;I;Oau(kl). (3.52)

Xu(p' yy(a+vs) =
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Using steps similar to those leading from (3.45) to (3.46), one finds that
B.=310) (g + g f d*kd oy -dabd (@, +a,+ e+, =1) [_gw+ & +dz)“(2k+dz>”] [_gps+m)i<ge_ﬁ>_ﬁJ
=31

@m)* (k% - C,)* My Mz
XA (P vy a+ve) (B =dy =K +m)yo(a+vs)u(p)i(ky) O, ~dy —F)Ogu(k,), (3.53)
where
dy=0q + sp + kR, , (3.54)
hy=d,-q, (3.55)
Cy=(a, + ay)m,® — aq®+d,?. (3.56)

After some algebra we get

B :3"[ d*edoy--dod(a +a,+a,+a,—1)
° 2m)* (% = C,)*

k® 1 1 2
o R T R A L

k4m 2 .
- g"‘BM;B} +convergent terms. (3.57)
zZ

Performing the integration in (3.57), one finds that the divergent part B, in B, reads

Comparing (3.51) to (3.58), we immediately see the cancellation of the divergences in B, and B, i.e.,
B,=-B,

or
E,;+§c=0. (3.59)

Thus we have shown that residual divergences in this second group all cancel out. Those divergences al-
ready contained in the renormalization constants in this group are used to renormalize the v-Z coupling
constant Vg®+ g’ just like what happens in the case of v-v elastic scattering.

We note that the cancellation of the residual divergence in this group is independent of the value of the
mass of the external particle. Since the diagrams in the higher-order elastic v-v scattering are similar
to what are discussed here, we find as a by-product that the logarithmic residual divergences in the elas-
tic v-v scattering all cancel out. Weinberg * has only shown that the quadratic one cancels out.

D. Renormalization of Lepton- W Coupling Constant

Now we come to the third group, the sum of the diagrams in Figs. 9 and 10. Comparing these diagrams
to those appearing in higher-order u decay one finds immediately that the contributions of these diagrams
can be easily obtained by simply replacing the muon mass in what is found in Sec. II by the electron mass.
It is found that the residual divergences in higher-order u decay all cancel out, independent of the value
of muon mass. So we see that after renormalization the contributions of the sum of diagrams in this group
are finite. The renormalization of the lepton-W coupling constant g can be carried out in exactly the same
way as was done in the case of muon decay.

IV. DISCUSSION -

Summing up what we have obtained in the last two sections, we find that there are definite ways to carry
out the renormalization programs and the residual divergences cancel out systematically. As a result,
the S-matrix for the neutrino-lepton scattering calculated in the unitary gauge and the neutrino charge
radius are all finite. To actually calculate the finite part, one has to employ some kind of regularization
scheme which is gauge invariant. Perhaps the regularization scheme recently discussed by ’t Hooft and
Veltman  is suitable for this purpose.
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o>

From the calculation associated with the neutrino
charge radius, one sees that weak and electro- lN\ O
magnetic interactions help out in solving each NN I ~AAAANAAANA,
other’s problems of divergences. This certainly By ) ®
is one of the most satisfying features of the theory. ) (o)

a b

V=

N
N7
-
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APPENDIX

In this appendix we calculate the divergent part in the contributions of the diagrams in Fig. 11. Denote
as ') and I1}}) the contributions of Figs. 11(@a) and 11(b), respectively, which read

@ _ [ d% —g*+k°kYmy> g8+ @ -k)°@ - k) Yy

w = (2,”)4 k2 _mwz q k)2 —m, paBV veY (A]-)
where
Vias =R,80s —Ra8ua+ k=q),8up — (& =) a8 up +908us ~ 98 Epa (A2)
and
't —g*f +k°‘k3/m
H(:u) == (277)4 g kz _mW Y (ngvgaﬂ gu(xgyﬁ guagpﬁ) (A3)

Introducing the Feynman parameters o and A to combine the denominators in (A1) and changing % to & + g,
one finds that after some algebra II{}) becomes

H(a,_jd“kd)\doé(h +0-=1)
- 2m)* (&* C)?

1
x{mwz[_gk«*gw —5R2 (2 =20 (112, +39,9,) =5k (5, +34,4,) = O =1)¢"Q,]

2

k 1
g PR+ g [ =R, — 1R (119, +34,4,) +3k7 - 62, = (V= 1)%4°Q
w

dm,,
+ BR%,+ (5%, +349,q,) +2(* = 1)(Q,, + 64,9 ,,)} +convergent terms, (A4)
where
Q=0 =9y (A5)
and
C=m2+(\*=)\)q>. (A6)

The divergent parts II%) in 1% in IT%) in II}) can be easily obtained by mtroducmg the cutoff A and per-
forming the mtegratmns We find that the sum of II§;) and TI) denoted by 1T,

T =@ ., ®
HW—H”” +Iy

1 —i q%9 2
=Tt qu“u<‘—‘16ﬂzA2>+[—“—4mwi(2mw 34°)+— _~ Gmy° 9,9, -3 °2) ~39,9, + 245'52“,,] <16 5 1nA> . @A
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