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The eigenvalues of the Wick equation in the weak-binding limit are found in perturbation
theory employing two different approaches: (1) a covariant approach using an integral repre-
sentation for the Bethe-Salpeter wave function and (2) quantization in the infinite-momentum
frame using the technique of Kogut and Soper. The eigenvalues agree to order a®na.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recently there has been considerable interest in
the application of the infinite-momentum frame to
quantum field theory. Weinberg® first considered
the infinite-momentum limit of “old-fashioned”
perturbation diagrams for @3 and ¢* theories. He
showed that the vacuum diagrams present in these
theories become simpler in the high-momentum
limit. Chang and Ma ? then examined Feynman
diagrams in a ¢® theory in terms of the new vari-
ables 7=(t+z)/V2 and 3=(—2z)/Y2 and their con-
jugate momenta. Using these variables they were
able to reproduce Weinberg’s results without the
necessity of going to the limit of infinite momen-
tum. Kogut and Soper ® extended their results by
considering the formal foundations of quantum
electrodynamics in the infinite-momentum frame.
Their hope was that an exact theory in this frame
would make the calculation of amplitudes simpler

for various high-energy electromagnetic processes.

In this paper we wish to show that the infinite-
momentum frame can be used to deal with a low-
energy process, namely the calculation of the in-
variant mass squared of a bound system. Al-
though such an approach necessarily sacrifices
manifest Lorentz covariance from the start, the
hope is that the infinite-momentum frame might
lead to simplifications in the calculation of binding
energies in systems that are more complicated
than the one considered here.

The Bethe-Salpeter equation® is, of course, the
conventional tool for dealing with the relativistic
bound-state problem. The presence of a relative
time variable in the Bethe-Salpeter wave function
makes its physical significance unclear. More-
over, the perturbation theories one uses to calcu-
late the binding energies have a generally nonco-
variant character with this relative time or energy
variable singled out.

The one problem which is dealt with by explicitly
covariant methods is the solution of the Wick equa-
tion,® that is the Bethe-Salpeter equation describing
two spinless particles bound by a massless scalar

1

field in the ladder approximation. For this case,
due to the symmetries that are present and the
possibility of performing a Wick rotation, Wick®
and Cutkosky  were able to introduce a spectral
or integral representation for the wave function in
momentum space. The eigenvalue problem could
then be reduced to one of the Sturm-Liouville type
for this spectral function.

This paper is divided into two independent parts.
In Sec. II, starting from the results of Wick and
Cutkosky, we construct a covariant perturbation
theory for the Wick equation in the weak-binding
limit. We use this perturbation theory to calculate
the bound-state energies to order o® Ina. In Sec.
III we consider the same problem in the framework
of the infinite-momentum frame. We quantize the
usual Lagrangian describing two equal-mass par-
ticles interacting through exchange of a scalar
photon in this frame. From this Lagrangian we
derive the Hamiltonian and apply a Tamm-Dancoff
approximation to the equation H|y) =E [¢), which
retains at most one scalar photon in the inter-
mediate state. We solve this equation in perturba-
tion theory and obtain eigenvalues in agreement
with the results of the covariant Wick equation.

In Appendix A we present a brief derivation of
Wick’s results for the ground state. In Appendix
B we give an alternative derivation of the infinite-
momentum bound-state equation starting from the
covariant Bethe-Salpeter Green’s function. Last,
in Appendix C we present the details of the per-
turbation theory for the eigenvalues of the infinite-
momentum bound-state equation of Sec. III.

II. COVARIANT PERTURBATION THEORY

The Bethe-Salpeter equation for two scalar par-
ticles of equal mass interacting through a massless
scalar field is written in momentum space as 5’

(a/m) (a*p’e(p’)
.”2 (p _PI)Z ’
2.1)

where « is the fine-structure constant, the mass

[(p+itP+1][(p =il +1]e(p)=
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of each particle has been set equal to unity, and
¢, is one-half of the total four-momentum of the
bound system and equals (0, /2) in the center-of-
mass frame. In Eq. (2.1) the Wick rotation has
been performed so that the metric is Euclidean
with

PP= D+ b+ P o 2.2)

Wick was able to find a set of solutions to Eq.
(2.1) in terms of an integral over an unknown func-
tion g(z). By writing

<p<p)=f_idzg(z)<p2+2iz&-p+1—52)-3, 2.3)

he was able to obtain a solution to Eq. (2.1) pro-
vided g (z) satisfied the differential equation

g (z)+ (a/m)(1 =2%)" (1 = £2 + £%2%) g (2) =0,
2.4)

with the boundary condition that g(+1) =g(=1)=0.
In Appendix A we present a simple alternative
derivation of Wick’s results.

Cutkosky extended Wick’s results by trying to
find solutions which were linear combinations of
functions of the form

YD)
P+ 2izp £+1 = £33 @.5)
where %, (D) is a solid harmonic of the three space
components of p. He showed that the eigenvalues

could be obtained by solving the differential equa-
tion

g ' (2)+2(n-1)z(1-2%)"g,’ (2)
-n(n-1)(1 -2%)""g,(z)
+(a/m) 1 =2%)"1(1 = £+ £%2%)"g,(2) =0, (2.6)

with the boundary conditions g,(x1)=0. Equation
(2.4) is a special case of Eq. (2.6) withn =1. The
eigenvalue equation is independent of ! so that the
degeneracy is the same as that of the nonrelativis-
tic hydrogen atom.

In the weak-binding limit, £ -1, since

£=u/2=1-B/2, @.7)

where B is the binding energy of the system. In
this limit Eq. (2.6) can be solved in perturbation
theory. We consider the binding energy as fixed
and expand g(z) and « in terms of w, where

w¥=£"2 1. (2.8)

If Eq. (2.6) is multiplied by (1 =2z2)!"", the result
is

Ti[“ —z2)*-";,";g,(z)]

-n(n-1)1=-2%)"g,(2)

(PLM(P, z)= [

+(a/m)(1 =2%)™"(1 - £% +£%2%)"'g,(2) =0.
(2.9)
This has the effect of making the differential op-
erator
4

£=dz

@ —zz)""g; -n(n=1)(1=-2%" (2.10)

Hermitian for the space of functions to be consid-
ered. Following Wick, we write for £~1 (w—0)
(a/m)A =22)"(1 = £2+ £%22) 1 =\ (V,+ V), (2.11)

where

A=a/w, V,=6(2),
. 14 a? o) (2.12)
VT T =22 @) TR
Using these definitions and writing
8.(2)=8," +g," + -,
(2.13)

N
Eq. (2.9) becomes
£(g'$0)+g'fl)+. .o )

+ (@A .. WVo+ V) (gl +g® +--+)=0.

(2.14)
The boundary conditions are now g{’(x1) =0,
i=0,1,2,....
The lowest-order equation,
£ APV, gl =0, (2.15)
has solutions
g9=c,(1=|z|), \O=2n, (2.16)

with ¢, an arbitrary constant. The other solutions
to Eq. (2.15), the so-called “abnormal” solutions,
are discarded because they do not have the correct
nonrelativistic limit. The first-order equation
contained in Eq. (2.14) is

(L£+20V) g APV, g0 1 2OV, g@ =0,

n

(2.17)

If this equation is multiplied by g{°’ and integrated
from -1 to 1, the result is

1
X[, 80 Vigydz
f_ig,fO)Vog,fmdz

In obtaining this result use has been made of the
fact that

AL = 2.18)

1 1
] RO ATIE | €N Vg

=0. (2.19)

Retaining terms of order wInw in Eq. (2.18), we
find that
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ith
D = ~8n2w (Inw)/m +O(w?) . (2.20) wi
2-1/2 0 0 2-1/2

Thus o - 0 10 0

o =wx,® w0 + A1) » W 0 01 o0 ’

-1z —9-1/2
=2w —8n2w?(Inw)/7 +O(w?). 2.21) 2 0 (3.3)

With the aid of Eqs. (2.7) and (2.8), Eq. (2.21) can g 01 g (1)
be solved for the binding energy B in terms of a. gh= 0 '0 10
To order a®lna we find that 1 o ‘0 0

a2

Bn= g2

aa
+ —lna+0(ad). (2.22)

™

We note, incidentally, that because of the nature
of £ for the ground state (n =1) and the fact that
V,=5(z), the perturbation theory discussed above
is particularly simple for this case. From Eq.
(2.17), the first-order correction to g,(z) satis-
fies the equation

gl(l)ll = _[)\(10) Vogl(“ +A(10) Vlg{O)"‘ A(ll)Vogl(O)] .
(2.23)

Since the right-hand side of this equation is apart
from the constant g*’(0), a known function of z,
Eq. (2.23) can be integrated directly and g{*’(z)
obtained. This result holds for all higher-order
corrections as well, and thus a knowledge of only
the zeroth-order ground-state wave function g°%(z)
is required to calculate the ground-state wave
function g, (z) to all orders.

III. INFINITE-MOMENTUM FRAME

In this section we consider the same bound-state
problem as treated in Sec. II, but from the view-
point of the infinite-momentum frame. We begin
with the usual Lagrangian describing the interac-
tion of two scalar particles of equal mass m and a
massless scalar particle:

L=(3,0")(34) —-m?90+3 (8,0, 6%0,) -go'0q, .
@3.1)

Here the x* refer to the usual space-time coor-
dinates. Expressed in terms of the new coordi-
nates ® of the infinite-momentum frame,

xH=(1, x!, x%, &)
= Cl—‘ui'”

=g!»"/xy’ (3.2)

The Lagrangian becomes
L=(3,0"0;¢)+ (3, ¢")@,9)
=V Vg =" 0 + (2,0, (2, 9,)
-5 (Voo —g¢'0 90, (3.4)

where ® X = (x!, x?). The fields ¢ and ¢, are quan-
tized according to the equal-7 commutation rela-
tions

[00), @ (6 yerr = 35 € (3 -3 WAE -,

1 (3.5)
[@o(x), 0o (x")]=pr = €06~ 3')62%(%X -%').

Using Noether’s theorem and the Lagrangian of
Eq. (3.1) or (3.4), P, and J, can be constructed in
terms of the fields. These generators satisfy the
usual commutation relations of the Poincaré group.
[The g* of Eq. (3.3) must be used, where needed.]
In particular

P"=(P° P', P, P°) =(n,, P', P’ H) (3.6)
satisfy the commutation relations
[PH, PY]=0. 3.7)

In this frame P,=P®%=H is the variable conjugate
to 7 and plays the role of the Hamiltonian. Ex-
pressed in terms of the fields, H is given by

H=H,+H,,
where
H0=J-dida[~v’qo7- Vo + m2gto +5(Y,)?)

’

3.8)
H, =gjd?<da T,

In the Schriddinger picture, the Fourier expansions
of the fields at 7 =0 take the form

¢(%,8)= (Zﬂ)'afdal. g—n"[a(ﬁ, e =im3=3-0 L p1 (g netna-1-0],

gpo(i,a):(zﬂ)- da ﬂ[ao(a’n)e-i(na-5-§)+a7(* )eun;-?;&) .
o 27’ 0 q,TI

3.9)
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The operators a(q, n), a'(q,n), etc. satisfy the commutation relations
la(@, m), a™(@, n")] = @7)*2n6 (1-n")8*(§ - '),
(6(q,n), b7 (@’,n")] = @n)*2nd(n-n")6*(§ -§"), (3.10)
[a(@, n), ad (&, ")) = @n)°2n6 (-n")0*(G - '),

with all other commutators vanishing.
In terms of these creation and annihilation operators,

op = @)= dd [~ §1 ala’ G, ma(@, ) +5' (@ mb (G, m+a] (G mag(@, )],

P=@n)3 J’dﬁr g—"ﬁ[a*(ﬁ, ma(q, ) +b1 (g, Mb (g, 1) +ad (g, Ma,(g, )] , 3.11)

—(21r)'3j {(q +nm )[a*(q, ma(d, n)+b7(g, n)d(q, )]+ (*n) (@, May(§, n)}

Thus the operators aT(q, n), b7(q, n), and al(d, n) when acting on the bare vacuum |0) create eigenstates
of the bare Hamiltonian H,, 7,,, and P.
The calculation of the bound-state spectrum requires the determination of the eigenvalues of the operator

P*=p,P'=2n,H -P* (3.12)
that is,
P2lp) = u2ly), (3.13)

where for a bound state of two a or two b particles u =2m - B with B the binding energy. In the transverse
center-of-mass frame Eq. (3.12) assumes the simple form

Zﬂ0pH|¢$=o)=#2|¢’p=o> . (3.14)

Since [7701D ,H]=0, we can consider simultaneous eigenstates of both Mop and H. If 1., has eigenvalue M,
then

Hl‘p5=o.u> = E%I‘PF:o,u) . (3.15)

Thus, solution of the bound-state problem is equivalent to finding the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian.

In order to solve Eq. (3.15) we consider its overlap with the eigenstates of H,. These states must, of
course, have their total transverse momentum equal to zero and have eigenvalue M of the operator 7,, .
This leads to a coupled set of equations involving the projection of |y3., ,) onto the eigenstates of H,. We
now make a Tamm-Dancoff '° approximation of retaining only the two-particle state

aT(a’ U)aT(—?l,M _n)|0> ’
and the two-particle, one-scalar-photon state
a’ (@, ma’ (@, n')ad (§,,,)10),

where §+q’ +§,=0 and n+7’ +1,=M, in this coupled set. Reducing these two coupled equations to a single
equation for the wave function,

Ola(q, na(-q, M - n)|p)=(q, nly), (3.16)
leads to the result

q+m?® q%+m?  p’ . _ & , 0’6 (M = n) - P
[277 2(M 77) 2M]<q’n|€b>“(2ﬂ)3fd d -Wn—) ,71|<P>V(§,77,§,77), (317)

where

_ 1 Lont Gromt GG 0
V@ m 3, m) = 5 00-n')| R ) TaM
@md,n) =35 |{ m ”)[ 27 200 -m) " 20-n) T 2M

[ GPem? | (@G-FP_u)
+ol ")[ an T 2d-7) T 2r=n) "2M| |




1818 FELDMAN, FULTON, AND TOWNSEND 7

The 6 functions in Eq. (3.17) arise because 7 is T—
restricted to positive values for all intermediate

states. Furthermore, in obtaining Eq. (3.17) we
have neglected self-energy terms. We will return +
to this point later. In terms of a series of 7 -or-

dered perturbation diagrams, the approximations
made correspond to keeping the terms illustrated
by Fig. 1 in the interaction kernel. This equation
is effectively the same as Weinberg’s' Eq. (32)
for the T matrix, which retains one-meson exchange in the interaction kernel.'* Weinberg obtained his
equation by taking the limit as the momentum goes to infinity of the corresponding *“old-fashioned” pertur-
bation diagrams.

Since the literature contains derivations of the Bethe-Salpeter equation in the high-momentum limit which
have the covariant Bethe-Salpeter equation as a starting point,’? in Appendix B we also present a derivation
of this kind. We obtain a result identical to Eq. (3.19) below in the order of approximation considered.

We now define

Maaw, LU -yG 0. 3.18)

FIG. 1. The one-scalar-photon intermediate states
which are retained as the interaction kernel in Eq. (3.17).

With this substitution and the mass of the two mesons set equal to unity as in Sec. II, Eq. (3.17) becomes

(§% +k2+ B - Be2Yy(q, k) = fda'dk O =k +k)T (G k3T, k(T k),

4(2 4@2n)
where
e " @41 G241 (@G-F _ ]
V@G ki, k)= [k~ {k e T2L, L G=0F 50 _p
@21, @1 (-3 H
+0(k k)[l_k, Tt s -21-B)| . (3.19)

In this equation

B=B-B/4, (3.20)
where B, the binding energy, is defined below Eq. (3.13). If we define a three-vector p by 3

pr=qz+r?, (3.21)

then Eq. (3.19) has a structure analogous to that of the Schrodinger equation for the nonrelativistic hydro-
gen atom with the reduced mass set equal to 3:

2 3.7 v
R o e 3.22)

This equation has bound-state solutions ) (p),'* with eigenvalues B, = o?/4n? if we set g%/4(2n)® = a/27?
as for the covariant Wick equation.

In order to verify that the 9 9) (p) can serve as lowest-order solutions to Eq. (3.19), it is necessary to
show that the terms that have been neglected in obtaining Eq. (3.22) from Eq. (3.19) make a small addition-
al contribution to the binding energy. Here we will outline the steps leading to Eq. (3.30) below. A more
complete derivation is given in Appendix C.

Equation (3.19) can be rewritten as

[ho+ B=k2B = (J D)}y =0, (3.23)

where h, is the nonrelativistic Coulomb Hamiltonian of Eq. (3.22), J¢ is the right-hand side of Eq. (3.19),
and Iy is the right-hand side of Eq. (3.22). Let y and B be expanded in powers of the coupling constant:

ll) =ll)(°) +ll)(“+

B=BO LBV ... (3.24)

The lowest-order solutions are taken to be solutions of Eq. (3.22), that is,'®
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27 =25 Clubain(D) -
Im
Then from Eq. (C9) of the appendix,
BY =BO %3, + (T =1)), . (3.25)

In this equation J is obtained from J by allowing the %’ integration contained in J to run from —« to < and
by replacing B by B”. These changes alter the result only in higher orders. The first term of Eq. (3.25)
makes an a* contribution to the binding energy. Since we are only interested in (J -I), to the lowest order,

it is possible to make use of the sharply peaked nature of the ' y ) (p) to approximate this expression by

Eq. (C12):

nlm

T-1), =55 [ aBaB 4O B GH G5 F + e =+ |(@2/n9)] " = G- . (3.26)

Since the term in curly brackets, i.e., the effec-
tive-interaction term, is just a function of p -p’,
in coordinate space Eq. (3.26) takes the simple
form

<7-1>,,zafdﬂ\p;m(f)PAV(f), (3.27)

where ¥(°’(¥) is the Fourier transform of .’ (p)
and

1 dpe-Pt 1

av(f)= am2) p2+|k[(@/n?) "7

(3.28)

Equation (3.27) can then be evaluated. The result
is

3
T =1, =3 Ina+0(c?). (3.29)
nemw
Thus from Eq. (C21),
3

2
B,= f—nz + fn‘ Ina +0(c?) . (3.30)

In order to show the equivalence of the bound-
state problem formulated in the infinite-momen-
tum frame to the covariant Wick equation, it is
necessary to consider the contribution that multi-

~N - 7
~ 7

FIG. 2. Multi-scalar-photon states which contribute to
the Wick equation in the ladder approximation but have
been neglected in obtaining Eq. (3.17).

r

scalar-photon states of the form of Fig. 2 make to
the binding energy. This is so because diagrams
of this type are included in the ladder approxima-
tion from which the binding energies of Sec. II
were calculated. A consistent Tamm-Dancoff ap-
proximation carried to the two-scalar-photon level,
in addition to the first two diagrams of Fig. 2, would
also include diagrams with crossed photons. We
do not consider them here since they would not be
included in Wick’s ladder approximation either.
The largest contribution to the binding energy

from multi-scalar-photon states comes from the
two-photon states, and this can be shown to be at
least of order o®. Thus the approaches of Sec. II
and III are consistent to order o®Ilna [cf. Egs.
(2.22) and (3.30)].

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have shown that the technique
of quantizing a field theory in the infinite-momen-
tum frame can be extended from its use in the cal-
culation of S-matrix elements to the bound-state
problem. We have applied this theory to the sys-
tem of two scalar mesons bound by a massless
scalar meson and have seen that it yields results
consistent with the conventional Bethe-Salpeter
formalism. In so doing, we have neglected self-
energy terms and other renormalization effects.

If this quantization procedure, however, is to be
employed to calculate bound-state energies to
higher orders in this case or in another of greater
physical interest, such effects must necessarily
be taken into account. This extension will be dis-
cussed in a future publication.

In order to make a detailed comparison possible
between the conventional covariant Bethe-Salpeter
equation and the infinite-momentum frame equation,
we have developed a covariant perturbation theory
for the Wick equation. This method is of some in-
terest on its own account. Previously, explicit
solutions of Wick’s equation have been exhibited
only in the strong-binding limit (¢ =0) or to order
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a? in the weak-binding limit. One curious feature
of this calculation is the appearance of an ¢*Ina
correction to the bound-state Balmer energies.
Such a term is peculiar to the type of ¢®¢, theory
considered here with exchange of a scalar photon
and does not arise in electrodynamics where the
photon has spin.!”
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APPENDIX A

We attempt here to find a solution of the Wick
equation

Wo=I¢p, (A1)

where Wy and I¢ are the left- and right-hand
sides, respectively, of Eq. (2.1), by employing an
integral representation of the form

w(p)=fdzg(z)n<p,z)-8. (a2)

In this equation @, b, and g(z) are to be deter-
mined so that ¢ (p) satisfies Eq. (A1) and

R(p,z)=(p*+2izp £+1=£%). (A3)
Under the action®of I ,
b
lo=(a/2m) [ dzg(R(p,2)Q7 (), (ad)
where
QR(z)=(1 - +2%£%). (A5)
Since
W =R? —4izp+ R — (1 - 22)(2ip* £)?,
in terms of Eq. (A2), Eq. (A1) assumes the form
b
[ dzg() R = 22 @ipr )R - (1 -2%)2ipr £ RS
-(a/2mQ"'R"']=0. (A6)
Using the fact that
A et = _R-2i(p-
dzR ==R™%2i(p-§)
and (A7)
& R=1=2R-2@ip- £
e b ,
Eq. (A6) becomes, after integrating by parts,
1
[ 2R, 2@ =222 (2) + (/TR (2)g(2)] =0,
-1

(A8)

provided a and b are chosen to be +1 and g(+1)=0.
Since this equation must hold for arbitrary p, Eq.
(2.4) follows immediately.

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we will obtain Eq. (3.19) by ex-
plicitly taking the infinite-momentum limit with
the covariant Wick equation as a starting point.
Our purpose in part is to derive Eq. (3.19) in the
Weinberg' approach, but without reference to the
T matrix, and in part to carry out a development
parallel to that of Kim and Zaoui.!? The results
we obtain agree with those derived from quantiza-
tion in the infinite-momentum frame as a starting
point and with the Weinberg T-matrix approach.
We have, however, not been able to find a point of
contact with the approach of Kim and Zaoui.

Our starting point is Eq. (2.1), but in a form it
has in Minkowski space prior to Wick rotation.
The corresponding Green’s function equation in
relative momentum space can be written as

GU2(@, b, p") =G (@, 0" N (p", p""")
XGU2(@,p"", p"), (B1)

where ®, p, and p’ are c-number four-vectors, in-
tegration is performed over variables with re-
peated indices, and

®,=(P,,0,0,P), @>=p?.
We further have
GGP (@, p,0')=8%(p =p")GY () G2 (p,),

G (p)=G¥ =i(p,2 =m?+ie)™', 1=1,2 (B2a)
p1=p+C/2, p==p+@/2.
The interaction term is given by
i 1
I(p,p') == m—3 . 2
(PP) ﬂz(p_p)z (Bb)

We now define the quantities

w, = (512+ m2)1/2 ={[%P(1 +k)]2+az+m2}1/2’
(B3)

@y= (B4 m?) 2= (P A~ R)F +G% + m172,
where |k| <1 and q is transverse to P. We will
eventually have P—«~. Using Eq. (B3) we set

D1+ =%Po - w, +ie,

D2+ =%Po - w, +i€,

P1-=%Po+w1 -ie, (B4)
Da- =%Po+°"z —i€.

We can now take partial fractions and express G,
in terms of what will later turn out to be positive-
and negative-energy contributions:
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) (), ) - __’__ -1 1 >
Co =G +G- <p0+171+ Po+Pi-)’ + \ /
- 1 (B5)

1
G(2) G(Z) G(z)__( - >.
* 2“’2 Do=D2+ Po=D2-

As suggested by Kim and Zaoui, the behavior of
GWG? for P-= is crucial to the analysis. Taking (a) + Z +
this limit, we obtain a ; ;
Gg2)=G(+1)G(3)+G(+”G(f)+G(:)G(3) +G‘PG(_2)
~ GVG? . (B6)

P

This is the analog of Weinberg’s statement that

pair terms disappear in T -matrix elements in the

P~ limit. This can be shown explicitly by (b) +

carrying out the same sort of analysis as given
below for GY’G?’ for the remaining terms of Eq.

FIG. 3. Two-photon exchanges which are (a) retained

(B6). Taking partial fractions again, we obtain and (b) neglected in the Green’s-function expansion of
Eq. (B10).
G(OX)G(OZ) ~ G(.:)G(f)
P—>x
= -1 1 1 - 1 ) If we now substitute this expression into Eq. (B1)
Py =w, = w,) 4w, W, \po+P1s  DPo=Dos

in its iterated form and integrate over p, and p;

(B7) we obtain
G’(lz)((P, I*)’ 5')Efdpodp{,0“2’
=égz)(@, ﬁ,ﬁ')+é(012)(6’ -’u u)kl( ’-u *'")G“"’)((? [rre "r)+ .o (B8)
with

G"ug) - 53 (5 —ﬁi )i

0 Zwlwz(Po—wl-wz) ’
= . 1 1
1@, p,p < - = = B9
© 5,5 = 3773 p2++p1+—w+p1++p;+—w>’ (B9)

(:’={[(k —k’)%P]z"' (q ql 2}1/2

The second term of Eq. (B8) can be represented diagrammatically by Fig. 1 of the text, but with somewhat
different vertex rules and the replacement n=3M (1+%)~3P(1 +k) and 7~ ¢{. The next iteration in the
Green’s function expansion can be represented by the diagrams of Figs. 3(a) and 3(b).

If we now neglect the contributions in Fig. 3(b) (i.e., in this order and all higher orders consider inter-
mediate states with at most one scalar photon present), we can resum the Green’s function expansion into
the form

G(lz)( = -’/) G(lz)( ,5,-')+G(12)((P,ﬁ,-.”))\1( "’//,"r//)G(lZ)(G) =1t -—/) (BIO)

The neglect of interaction terms involving two-or-more-photon intermediate states corresponds precisely

to the Tamm-Dancoff approximation made in the infinite-momentum-frame quantization approach.
The homogeneous equation which corresponds to Eq. (B10) is

Y(®,P) = f G2(®, B, 0" )dp' @, 7, 9D @, D), (B11)

where we have at this point explicitly inserted the integrations implied by the repeated variables.
We are now ready to carry out the P -« limit. Expanding as Weinberg does, we get the leading terms
[m?=1; u, B, and B defined in Egs. (3.13) and (3.20)]:

s2.1
w,= [éP(l +B)+ P—q_(lik)] s
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=2
~|L .&] —1<k< B12
w, [zp(l k)+P(1_k) , 1sks1 (B12)
w=3Plk-F|,
and
1 B — q2+1 @?+1 (a_a:)z]-l ,
pl++p;+—®~1{2(l—8)_l+k 1oF " ok ) OER)
1 5 _ 624‘1 a:2+1 (6‘6’)2]_1 ,
p;++p2+_®~1)[2(1-3)-1_k Y e~ ok -%"), (B13)
1

—sP(1 -k B-Br2+q2+k%.

Y

Py-w ~w,
If we substitute these results into Eq. (B11), noting that dp = dq(; P)dk, we obtain Eq. (3.19).

Had we carried out a derivation similar to that following Eq. (B6) but inserting G’G%?’, where either a or

b or both is a minus sign (pair terms), the P dependence would not drop out and the contribution would
vanish as P-.

APPENDIX C

In this appendix we calculate the first-order correction to the Balmer eigenvalues from Eq. (3.19). We
begin with this equation as it is rewritten in Eq. (3.23):

0(1 =k)0(1 +k)[hy+ B=k2B = (J =I)]y =0. (1)

The 6 functions are used here to indicate that Eq. (3.19) is originally defined for -1 <% <1 only. In Eq.
(C1),'3 h, is the nonrelativistic Coulomb Hamiltonian of Eq. (3.22), i.e.,

__& [dap'y(®)
4@n)3°J) (p-p'F

ho¢=52¢(§)

- Cc2
=p2‘\b -1y, c2)
and J¢ is given by the right-hand side of Eq. (3.19):
2
Jp = ﬁfda'dk'eu RO +R T (G k; &, k' W, ), (C3)

where

— . - 1, e ' , a2 1 2 1 r-r-1AY _ -1
V(G k; T )= k= k] ‘{e(k-ﬂ[‘{_‘“k il = -2(1_3)]

=r2 =2 qd-4')2 -1
+6(k'—k)[q +1,9%+1 (@-q') -2(1-5)] }

1-k" 1+k k' -k

The bound-state energies can be determined in perturbation theory if y and B are expanded in powers of
the coupling constant:

=P Ly peen

B=BO BN 4ens . (C4)
The lowest-order equation is taken to be

(ho+ B W =0, (C5)

which has solutions ¢’ =¢{}, , where y () are the bound-state solutions of the nonrelativistic hydrogen
atom. Since the states ¢, are degenerate for fixed n, we can choose as our zero-order solutions the
states
8= 2 Cllin, (c6)
m

where the C7, are constants to be determined by the perturbation theory. Since Eq. (C1) does not possess
the O(4) nor the O(3) symmetry of Eq. (C2), we should treat this problem as one in degenerate perturbation



7 WICK EQUATION, THE INFINITE-MOMENTUM FRAME, . .. 1823
theory and expect that for the exact solutions of Eq. (C1) ! and » will not be good quantum numbers. As we
will see, however, to the order in which we are interested, ! and » remain good quantum numbers and the
degeneracy is not removed. Hence we can apply nondegenerate perturbation theory to this order.

With the substitution of the zero-order solutions of Eq. (C6), the first-order equation becomes

(ho+ BOWY +6(1 =R)(1 + k) B =k?BO = (J =D)]y{" =0 (o4}

In this equation k2B, y!®’ and (J —I)§!” are assumed to be small perturbations on the zero-order solutions,
so that we can replace B, by B” in both these expressions. We will see that this is a consistent approxi-
mation.

We now take the inner product of Eq. (C7) with y©’. We obtain

E,g“fdﬁe(l —R)O(L +R) |2 =§;°’fd§e(1 -k +k)k2|¢g’>|2+fdﬁe(1 =R)O(L +R)YP*(J =Dy - (c8)

Since the zero-order solutions ', (D) are sharply peaked for small values (of order a) of p,'® Eq. (C8)

can be evaluated to lowest order by extending the range of the £ and 2’ integrations from -« to «, i.e.,
dropping the 6 functions. We will call J with these replacements J. Since the 3 are normalized to unity,

E,f“ =§,‘,°)(k2)"+ (eT-I),, . (C9)
The first term of the right-hand side of Eq. (C9) makes an o* contribution to B since
(%,=0(a?), B =c?/4n?. (C10)

In order to evaluate the second term, (J—I),, we again make use of the nature of the zero-order solu-
tions. If we expand the factors of (1+%)~%, (1-k’)"!, etc. in powers of k and &’ to first order and neglect
42 and q’? with respect to 1 in the expression for J [Eq. (C3)], we see that (J -I), is identically zero. This
is the reason for taking the ;p‘,,",’m as zero-order solutions. As a next order approximation, we retain the

factors of q2 and q’2 and expand the denominators involving 1 =%, 1 —&’, etc. to second order in powers of
k and k’. The resulting equation can then be written as

<«7-1>,:5‘,%fdﬁdﬁ'w‘:’*(ﬁ)w‘:’(5'){[(5 k=R |32+ + 2B = (B-F)7% (c11)

As it stands Eq. (C11) is difficult to evaluate. As a lowest-order approximation, we replace p2 and p’?
in the denominator of the effective-interaction term with 2),=(@’'?),=a?/4n?, respectively. To verify the
validity of this approximation we can rewrite the term in curly brackets as

—|k—k I(* +p’'2+2B?)
G- V[(P-PP+le-FT(B%+p7+2BD)] -
If we make the above replacement in the denominator but retain the exact form in the numerator, then Eq.

(C11) can also be evaluated using the techniques outlined below. To lowest order the result is the same as
for the equation

T=13, =50 [ dBaF B W GG -5 P+ o~k (/03] = (557 . c12)

Since the effective-interaction term of Eq. (C12) is a function of p ~p’, the equation can be conveniently
written in coordinate space as

T-I),~a f AT (F)°AV (F), (C13)
where ¥ (T) is the Fourier transform of ¢’ (p) and

dpcz"p ]

AV (T)= m—' (C14)

If we define x®=k*+ [k|(a®/n®), then the d§ integration can be carried out ' giving

AV (T)= %Jm cos(kz)K(xR)dk —% , (C15)

0

where R = (x> + y?)"/2 and K, is the modified Bessel function of the second kind. Making use of the identity °
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fmcos(kz)Ko(kR)dk ,
0

we write

AV ()= %fﬂ cos (k2 )[Ko(XR) =K, (kR)]dk .

0

AND TOWNSEND 1

(C18)

(c17)

The major contribution to this integral occurs for small k. As far as the evaluation of the integral in Eq.
(C13) is concerned, the replacement of K (xR) and K,(kR) by their leading terms, -In(xR) and -In(kR),
respectively, is a sufficient approximation. The terms that are neglected here can be shown to contribute

to a higher order only. Therefore °

T-1y,~-2 f a# v (7))2[ ak cos@z)1n
s o k

(% + a*/n?)

=%fdf|w9>(f)|2§f dk sinez) & + 02/n?)! = k1]
(o]

= £ [aFtue @1 rfsingz 0 Cillz] @)+ inlcos (2 |®) - 1] ~cos (lz ) Sie o)}, (C18)

where the second line follows after an integration by parts. Making use of the series expansions for the
Ci and Si functions as well as the sine and cosine, we evaluate this last integral. To lowest order the re-

sult is
_ ol 3
(J-—I),l: W Ina +O(a ),
and thus from Eq. (C9)

) _ & 3
B" =Wlna+0(a)

(C19)

(C20)

Combining this result with Eqs. (3.20) and (C4) and the fact that B!’ = a2/4n2, we have the final result:

a? ot
B"= m + W lna+O(a3) .

(c21)

As was pointed out previously, to this approximation (o®lna) O(4) and O(3) symmetry has been restored,
i.e., the effective interaction AV (T) is independent of z. If we were to evaluate Eq. (C18) beyond lowest
order, then the factors of z would appear in the integration and the ). would be mixed by the perturba-

nim

tion. The covariant Wick equation maintains O(4) and O(3) symmetry and presumably if we were to include
the two-scalar-photon states of Fig. 2, this symmetry would again be restored to order o?®.
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