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The current-algebra properties of gauge field theories are investigated. First, we consider
a unified gauge field model of strong, weak, and electromagnetic interactions, which is a
natural extension of the 0 model combined with the Weinberg-Salam model. The violation of
CP invariance is forbidden, and isospin is only broken by electromagnetic interactions. The
pion is possibly a pseudo-Goldstone boson, which picks up its mass from weak and electro-
magnetic interactions. In the physical gauge the weak axial-vector currents are not of the
canonical form, thus invalidating the current-algebra hypothesis. However, further analysis
based on generalized Ward-Takahashi identities shows that the divergence equations are not
affected. Furthermore, we discuss in which case the partially conserved axial-vector current

approximation can be justified.

I. INTRODUCTION

The current-algebra hypothesis has been one of
the most fruitful ideas in the theory of weak and
electromagnetic interactions.! According to this

hypothesis, the weak and electromagnetic currents
can be expressed in terms of currents that are
directly related to the internal symmetry of the
hadronic system. The latter are the so-called can-
onical, or Noether, currents, which can be gen-
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erated directly from the internal-symmetry trans-
formations. The second part of the hypothesis
states that the charges of these canonical currents
generate a closed algebra under equal-time com-
mutation relations in all orders of the strong inter-
actions. In addition to this hypothesis one often
assumes certain properties for the current diver-
gences, such as conserved vector currents (CVC)
and partially conserved axial-vector currents
(PCAC), which, again, are supposed to hold in all
orders of the strong interactions.

In the context of Lagrangian field theory the
second part of the hypothesis has been studied
in simple models.? Perturbative calculations
in most cases confirmed the validity of the
various assumptions for canonical currents, al-
though there were sometimes difficulties, for
example, the so-called PCAC anomalies.® But in
this approach one is still left with the really sur-
prising fact that weak and electromagnetic cur-
rents seem to be directly related to the canonical
currents. Possibly, a natural explanation for this
phenomenon can be found in gauge field theories,
because gauge fields are coupled to currents that
are associated with the gauge symmetry. Hence,
this would suggest that in a gauge field theory of
weak and electromagnetic interactions the current-
algebra hypothesis is actually no longer an assump-
tion, but it is an intrinsic part of the theory.

In this paper we will analyze the current-algebra
properties of gauge field theories. To get some
idea of the possible difficulties that one can en-
counter, we first investigate a unified gauge field
model for strong, weak, and electromagnetic in-
teractions. Models of this type* were recently pro-
posed by de Wit® and Bars, Halpern, and Yoshi-
mura.® One of them allowed the suppression of the
neutral strangeness-changing currents without en-
larging the number of fermion fields.® In another
model® a mechanism was discovered that could
explain the origin of the Cabibbo angle. Moreover,
the recent result that gauge field theories can be
asymptotically free is an additional argument for
the investigation of completely unified models.”

The particular model that we will consider is the
most direct extension of the ¢ model to a gauge
field model for strong interactions,? combined with
the Weinberg-Salam model of weak and electro-
magnetic interactions.® The strongly interacting
particles of the model are two triplets of vector
and axial-vector mesons, presumably the p and
A, mesons, a triplet of pions, the nucleon doublet,
and two scalar mesons and one pseudoscalar me-
son. The weak and electromagnetic interactions
are mediated by massive vector bosons and by a
massless photon. Apart from leptons, there is
one additional scalar particle, as in the Weinberg-

Salam model, which interacts only weakly. Al-
though in this paper we introduce the model only
as a guide in discussing the current-algebra prop-
erties of gauge field models, it certainly has its
own merits. For instance, the isospin breaking
comes purely from electromagnetic interactions,
which means that the mass differences within iso-
spin multiplets are calculable. It can also be
shown that the gauge symmetry implies CP invari-
ance. Moreover, under certain circumstances
the pion is a pseudo-Goldstone boson, which re-
ceives its mass from weak and electromagnetic
closed-loop corrections, a possibility that has
been put forward by Weinberg.®

When the above-mentioned model is considered
in the physical (unitary) gauge, it turns out that
the current-algebra hypothesis is not fulfilled in
lowest-order (tree) approximation. The deviations
concern only the axial-vector currents, which have
no resemblance to any canonical current. In fact,
there does not even exist an infinitesimal trans-
formation from which they could be constructed in
the usual manner. This may be seen as an indica-
tion that certain gauge field models do not confirm
the validity of the current-algebra approach.
Nevertheless, it is not excluded that many results
derived by current-algebra methods remain unaf-
fected.

Subsequently, we analyze the generalized Ward-
Takahashi identities, which generally follow from
gauge invariance and hold in all orders of pertur-
bation theory. From these identities we derive
the so-called divergence equations, which depend
only on the gauge symmetry that has originally
been chosen for the weak and electromagnetic in-
teractions, which was SU(2)®U(1) in our case. A
characteristic feature of these equations is that
all the strongly interacting particles are on the
mass shell. We find that, as soon as strongly in-
teracting particles are off the mass shell, the re-
sults will in general depend on the specific struc-
ture of the strong interactions.

An important observation is that these divergence
equations have a similar structure as those equa-
tions that can be derived from the current-algebra
hypothesis. In fact, the latter were sufficient for
the derivation of the main current-algebra results
for the vector currents.!® For the axial-vector
currents one additionally needed the notion of
PCAC in order to find results that are experimen-
tally testable. We show that in our unified gauge
field model the result of the PCAC assumption is
confirmed up to orders of some parameter b, for
terms that enter in the divergence equations, pro-
vide that we keep only terms of first order in b in
the so-called ¢ term. It turns out that the same
parameter b causes the chiral-symmetry breaking
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and a nonvanishing pion mass. This implies that
all current-algebra results that could be derived
from divergence equations and PCAC, such as the
Goldberger-Treiman relation, the Adler-Weis-
berger relation, and the Adler consistency rela-
tion,' are ensured to be valid in an appropriate
(chiral) limit. Let us stress that, although we have
analyzed the PCAC assumption only in the context
of our unified model, our arguments apply for a
larger class of gauge field models. The divergence
equations, as already mentioned, are completely
independent of the specific structure of the strong
interactions.

Finally, we will make a few remarks about a
possible pseudo-Goldstone nature of the pion.

This paper is organized as follows: Section II
introduces the unified gauge field model of strong,
weak, and electromagnetic interactions, and re-
views its general properties. In Sec. III we con-
sider the model in the tree approximation. We
evaluate some quantities of interest, and deter-
mine the axial-vector currents, which turn out to
have no relation to the canonical currents. Section
IV contains an analysis of the generalized Ward-
Takahashi identities. From these identities we
generally derive the divergence equations in Sec.
V. Section VI gives an analysis of PCAC. In the
Appendix we give the propagators needed for our
considerations.

II. A UNIFIED MODEL OF STRONG, WEAK, AND
ELECTROMAGNETIC INTERACTIONS

In this section we will introduce a natural exten-
sion of the 0 model® to a gauge field model of
strong interactions, combined with the Weinberg-
Salam model of weak and electromagnetic inter-
actions.® The underlying gauge group of the strong
interactions is the chiral SU(2)®SU(2) group, and
we denote the chiral gauge fields belonging to this
group by X4 and Yj (a=1,2,3). In principle, Xj
and Y} could well correspond to the sum and the
difference, respectively, of the p and A, vector-
meson fields. Under the chiral gauge group X},
and Y9, transform according to

X, (%) = U)X, () UT (%) +igy ™ Ulx)o, U' (%)

Y, (x) = V(x) Y, () V' (x) +igy " V(x)2,, V' (),

where we have used the notation X,=3X§7,, ¥,
=3Y 4 T.- The corresponding coupling constants

are gy and gy, and U(x) and V(x) are local SU(2)
matrices. In order to acquire massive gauge fields
without disturbing the gauge invariance, we will
make use of the Higgs-Kibble mechanism.?? This
implies that, in addition to the pion and o fields of
the 0 model, we need additional spinless fields.
When some of these fields acquire nonzero vacuum

expectation values, the gauge fields will become
massive without affecting the gauge invariance,
and thus preserving the renormalizability.!®

Let us write the original fields of the ¢ model as
a 2X2 matrix:

Ky =713'—(“2+i¢?:7a),

where oy and y}, correspond to the o particle and
the pions, respectively. We add two complex
doublet fields, which are denoted by Ky and K.
As is well known, K transforms under the chiral

gauge group as
Ky (%)= UK (0)VT(x) , (2a)

and the new fields, K, and K, (in the same 2x2
notation) will transform according to

Kx(x) - U(x) Kx(x) s
K (%) = V(x)K 4(x) .

A nucleon doublet field can also be added, which
transforms under the chiral group as

N(x) =~ 3(1+v,) Ulx)N(x) + 3(1 = y5) V(x)N(x) .

(2b)

(2¢)

We can now write down the most general gauge-
invariant Lagrangian, impose invariance under
parity, and find a completely renormalizable mod-
el for hadrons. Such a model was introduced by
Bardakci.!* However, we will first consider the
extension of this hadron model with weak and elec-
tromagnetic interactions, and combine it with the
Weinberg-Salam model.? The underlying gauge
group for the weak and electromagnetic interactions
in that model is SU(2)®U(1). The gauge fields be-
longing to this group are denoted by Zj and Zf,,
and they transform in the following way:

Z,(x) =~ S(x)Z,(x)S" (x) +ig,75(x)8, S (x) ,

o _ 0 (3)
Zy(x) = Zp(x)+q7 8, A(x) ,

where g, and q are the coupling constants, Z,
=32;7,, and S(x) is a local SU(2) matrix. The
spinless doublet field of the Weinberg-Salam mod-
el is again written as a 2X2 matrix, denoted by
K,. Its transformation properties are given by

K (%)= S()K ,(0) T (%) , (4)

where T(x) =exp[ ziA%x)7;] .

As is well known the vacuum expectation value
of K,, which is supposed to be very large, gives
rise to three very massive vector bosons and one
massless photon mediating the weak and electro-
magnetic interactions. The assignment of the lep-
tons into representations of the weak and electro-
magnetic gauge group is completely the same as
in the Weinberg-Salam model.
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In order to have weak and electromagnetic inter-
actions with the previously constructed hadron
model, the hadronic fields must in addition trans-
from under the weak and electromagnetic gauge
group. Because these gauge transformations must
commute with the previously defined transforma-
tions of the gauge group that governs the strong
interactions, there are only a few possibilities.
The only one which makes sense is

Ky(x) =K 3(x)ST(x) ,
K () -—Ky(x)TT(x) y (5)
N(x) —exp[ 2iA°%(x)] N(x) .

Once all the transformation properties are de-
termined, the construction of the model is rather
straightforward. The covariant antisymmetric
tensors of the gauge fields are defined as

Gﬁ,, =8yZ?» = 8,,2‘,’,,

Gifu =8I1Xll - auXu - igX[XM’Xv] ’

J
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and similarly for G}, and GZ,. The covariant de-
rivatives of the remaining fields are given by

D,Ky=08,Ky~ igy X Kx+ig,KxZ,,
DyKy=9,K ~ig YKy +3iqZ KyT, ,
DyK;=0,Ky—igeX, Ky +igyK; Y, ,
DyK,=0,K,-ig,Z,K,;+3iqZ°K ;7 ,
DyN=8,N - 3igyX,(1+y5)N

- %igryu(l - ¥s)N = %iquN-

We divide the most general Lagrangian, invari-
ant under the chiral SU(2)®SU(2) gauge group of
the strong interactions and under the SU(2)® U(1)
gauge group of the weak and electromagnetic inter-
actions, into five parts:

L=Ls+Lypu+ Ly + L5 + Lpv - (6a)

The first part, £5, contains only the strongly in-
teracting fields, together with their interactions
with the weak and electromagnetic gauge fields:

£5=-3Tr{GX,G¥, +G¥,G¥,+D,K}D,Ky+D,K},D,Ky+D,K.D,K;}
‘NY;ADMN‘ Gy N0z = 2ip5ys)N+ puy( [Kx 2+ |Ky[®) + u, ‘Kz 12+ pa([Ky |*+ [Ky]%)
+P~4|Kx,2|Ky,2+ ﬂ5|K2l4+IJ-s|K2 IZ(IKX|2+ ,Krlz) . (6b)

We used the definitions gy =3937,, |Kxl|?=04
+(p3)?=Tr{K}K,}, etc. The fields that have only
weak and electromagnetic interactions are con-
tained in Lwem:

Lyen=—-1G3,GS, - 3 Tr{GZ,GE, + D, K} DK ;}
+p, |[K z|?+p,|K,|*+1eptons . (6¢c)

The last three terms contain the remaining inter-
actions among the spinless fields:

Ly = K P[P+ K|+ 2, | K2 7],

£,=bTr{K}K K K explip'T,)},

Lov =Ky |~ [Ky[*)[6,+8,(|Kx|*+ |Ky]?)
+64| Ky |2+0,4]K42]).

(6d)

Let us now discuss some important features of the
the Lagrangian (6). First, the spinless fields are
expected to acquire nonzero vacuum expectation
values in order to have massive gauge fields. As
noticed before, the vacuum expectation value of
K ,, (K,), must be very large, such that the inter-
mediate vector bosons of the weak interactions
are very massive. In fact, (K ;), must be of the
order of G,"'/?, where G, is the Fermi coupling
constant. This also necessarily implies that cer-
tain couplings with the fields K, must be small,
such that the large value of (K, ), will not induce

—

too strong effects. Hence, A, and A, are of order
Gy, whereas b must be of order G /2,151

The nonzero vacuum expectation values will
make the gauge fields massive.’? However, in
order to have still one massless gauge field, which
will be identified as the photon field, one local
U(1) subgroup of the total SU(2)®SU(2)®SU(2)®U(1)
gauge group of the strong, weak, and electromag-
netic interactions must remain unaffected by the
presence of these nonzero vacuum expectation val-
ues. In that case, one can show that after a suit-
able redefinition of the spinless fields, only
Ox, y.s,z Will acquire nonzero vacuum expectation
values. The electromagnetic local gauge trans-
formations are then defined by

U(x) = V(%) = S(x) = T(x) = exp[3i &M (x) 7,] . (7

In the case that all vacuum expectation values
were zero, the parameter p’ contained in £,
could be absorbed into the field K, by redefining
K,~K ,expl(ip’7;). One must realize, however,
that once the vacuum expectation value of K ; is
chosen such that ¢, is the only component with a
nonzero vacuum expectation value, p’ can no
longer be absorbed into the definition of the fields.
In fact, p’ is now determined by the tadpole con-
ditions, the equations that determine the magni-
tudes of the various vacuum expectation values."”
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However, the term proportional to sinp’ is the
only one in the Lagrangian (6) that breaks CP in-
variance. Under CPthe fields transform in the
following way:

X, (&, %)~ X}(-X, x,),
and similarly for Y, and Z,,
Z5(R, x) ~ (1= 28,,)2%-%, x,) ,
Ky (X, x0) ~K%(=X, x,) ,
and similarly for K, K;, and K.

This implies that, unless a peculiar cancellation
between different orders of perturbation theory
takes place, sinp’ must be equal to zero, and the
system is not allowed to have CP violation. Hence,
we may choose p’=0.

Subsequently, we consider the behavior of the
total Lagrangian (6) under the parity transforma-
tion. This transformation is defined by

X, R, xp) == (1=25,,) ¥, (=%, x,),
Z,(X, xp) ~—(1-26,,)Z,(-%, x,) ,
Z(X, xo) ~-(1-28,,)Z)(~x, x),
KX, x,) =K (=%, x,) ,

Ky (&, %) = K} (=%, x;).

It turns out that parity is broken by interactions
with the massive weak gauge fields [the interac-
tion with the photon is obviously parity-conserving,
as follows from the structure of the electromag-
netic gauge group (7)]. Furthermore, parity is
broken by terms proportional to gy - g, and by the-
terms contained in £;,. Therefore, we must take
Zx — &y and the coupling constants 6; of £,v to be
at least of order G.'®

Finally, let us analyze the structure of the pure-
ly hadronic Lagrangian. That is, £5+£, +£,,
where we disregard all terms of order g,, g, and
Zx — &y and replace the field K ; by its vacuum ex-
pectation value (K, ),, which as argued before, is
proportional to the identity matrix. Consider now
the effect of the following global transformations:

Ky~ UKyS', Xx,~Ux,U",
Ky=VK,T', v,-vyY, V',
KE"’UKEVT, N”%(1+Y5)UN+%(1_75)VN9

when U, V, S, and T are independent global SU(2)
transformations. The only term that violates in-
variance under these transformations is £,. Sup-
pose that 5= 0, and that we choose a gauge which
does not disturb this invariance. Then in the pres-
ence of nonzero vacuum expectation values of the
fields oy, 0y, and 05, the Goldstone theorem?'®
ensures that all the fields %, %, and y3 are

massless. As the physical pion field must be a
linear combination of these fields, the pion mass,
a gauge-independent quantity, must be zero.
Hence we have proved that the pion mass is of or-
der b{0,), in all orders of the strong interactions.

Consider now those transformations with S=U
and T=V. These transformations are the usual
global chiral SU(2)®SU(2) transformations. And
the chiral-symmetry breaking is again £,, and
thus of order 5(c,),, just as the pion mass.

Finally, the transformations U=V =T=S are
identified as the isospin SU(2) group. Extending
these transformations for the total Lagrangian (6),
we find that the only isospin violation comes from
the electromagnetic interactions. This implies
that all mass differences within isospin multiplets
are calculable in this model.

In conclusion, we have introduced a unified
gauge field model of strong, weak, and electro-
magnetic interactions, which, due to the gauge in-
variance, is renormalizable. It has strongly inter-
acting vector and axial-vector mesons, and two
scalar and one pseudoscalar isosinglets. The re-
maining spinless isotriplet fields are unphysical.’®
The pseudoscalar particle (1/v2)(ox-0,) cannot
correspond to the n meson because of its behavior
under CP. Finally, we mention the presence of
triangle anomalies in this model coming from the
electromagnetic interactions.® Although there are
several ways to get rid of them, they will be
ignored in this paper.

III. SOME RESULTS IN LOWEST-ORDER APPROXIMATION

As argued before, only the fields oy y 5, , Will
acquire nonzero vacuum expectation values, which
we will denote by Fy, Fy, F;, and F,, respec-
tively. Neglecting parity violation, which was sup-
posed to be of order G5, we have Fy=F,=F and
gx=gy=g. In this section we will consider the ef-
fects of the nonzero vacuum expectation values in
the tree approximation.

The first result will be that certain linear com-
binations of gauge fields become massive. To ac-
count for the main effects of mixing between the
gauge fields, it is convenient to make the following
substitutions:

1 le 1
Xy =75 (Uu+ Vi) +g o AT +5 8w, (1+ 9,

2 g
1 1 1
Y“+—ﬁ.(U“—Vu)+§§ApTa+-§§1Wu(l—E),
(8a)
Zwy e
Z, ng“+2ng"T3’
e
Z%9==A
wTg
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We have used the following definitions:
e=gg:9(g°¢*+&°¢, + 28, 4" 7/?,

gv=g8s8%+3(1+e)g2""/?,
(8b)
€=t:2(2+4%) 7,

ty=FFy; and t,=FF,™.

With these substitutions the gauge field propagators
are diagonal at zero momentum.?° The parameters
e and g, are the electromagnetic and weak coupling
constants, respectively. The latter is related to
the Fermi coupling constant by G, =3§v2 g, M, 2.
Notice that the quantity ¢, is of order G /2.

The calculation of the masses is now straight-
forward in this approximation. The field 4,, cor-
responding to the photon, remains massless. The
remaining masses are given (in lowest order in
Gp) by

MU=%gF,
M, =€-1/2Mm 9)
My =%ngz .

Another effect of the nonzero vacuum expectation
values concerns the physical states. This is ob-
vious for the gauge fields, as the massive vector
particles acquire one additional polarization. For
the four spinless isotriplet fields, it implies that
only one linear combination of them will corre-
spond to physical states.’® This is the pion field,
which has the following form (in lowest order in
Gp):

1 - €e\l/2
"=( 26) Wx= Yyt + 1207 - (10a)

The remaining linear combinations correspond to
unphysical states:

1
¢t/=72-"' Wx+3y),

by =3(1- 5)1/2(t3¢x‘ tdy+2¢5), (10b)
I =2(1= )ty =ty = tstss) = ¥z,

where we used again the notation y,=3y%7,, etc.
In order to calculate the masses of these spinless
fields, we must first determine the so-called tad-
pole conditions. In the tree approximation, these
conditions are simply found by requiring that,
after the substitutions,

Ox,r~0x,y*+F,
0y =0z +Fy, (11)
0z=0;+F,,

the coefficients of the terms linear in the fields
vanish. This yields three equations for F, Fy,
and F,, and making use of them, we can calculate
the masses of the spinless mesons. It turns out
that the fields ¥, , , are massless, as they should
be according to the Goldstone theorem.!® The
pion, however, picks up a mass, which is given
by (in lowest order in G)

m 2=bF,Fy(1-¢)"L.

As was generally argued in the previous section,
this is indeed of order bF,.

Let us now consider the purely hadronic part of
the total Lagrangian (6), and subsequently analyze
the first-order weak and electromagnetic inter-
actions with the hadrons. It is obvious that this
can be done the most appropriately in the physical
gauge, as in this gauge all fields will correspond
to physical particles. In the tree approximation
this simply implies that all terms containing ¥y,
Yy, or Py can be disregarded. If we do so, and
moreover use the substitutions (8) and (11), we
find the following result for the purely hadronic
part of the Lagrangian (in lowest order in Gj):

L==Tr{30,,Uy, + MU +3V,,Vy, +M,2V, 2+ (8,17 +m *n°}

- 3[(8,0, +m P02+ (8 ,05)% +m 20 + (8,)® +myPn?]

- Ny, +my)N - 3gMy V2 Tr{o,U,2+ (0, +2V2 t; "0 5)V, 2 + 20U, V, +2i(1 - €)*/?1[ U,, V, ] }

+3V2g Tr{(1 - €)*2n8,7U, + (1= €)*/%(0, = V2 t505) 8,7V, - i(1+€)d [ 7, U, ]}

- 1 2?2 Tr{i[o 2+ P+4(1+e)r* (U2 +V,2)+ 02V, 2+ 0 UV i+ i[2(1_e)]1/2t2081r[U,1 WVul=2en(U,nU,=V,7V,))}

+3ig ﬁﬁ()’p U, +7’u75Vu)N- GNET{OE + i[ 2(1- €)] 1/2t27775}N+£ '(”9 01,05, n) . (12)

£’ gives the interactions of the spinless fields among themselves. We have used the following definitions:



1 . 1 .
Uuu=auUu‘auU#—ﬁlg[U"’Uu]—ﬁzg[v“’v"]’
1 .
Vi, =0,V, =0,V — 75 igl U, V. ]
1 .
——ﬁlg[vu’UV]:
1
g, =—‘/_2‘(0'X+UY) ’

n=%(0x_0y) .

When we now consider the coupling of the hadrons
to the weak and electromagnetic gauge fields, W,
and 4,, it turns out that the vector part of this in-
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teraction can be completely accounted for (apart
from a less relevant term g™*3, U, the deriva-
tive of an antisymmetric tensor) by simply re-
placing the derivatives by “minimal” derivatives:

Buna -’B‘ZEMTT“ =3“1Ta - eEabaﬂbAu - %gweabcﬂbwlf’
and similarly for U} and V ,
d,N~MMN =5 N zieA,(1+ 1)N- zigyW,N.

This clearly shows that the weak and electromag-
netic vector currents are indeed related to isospin
transformations in a way that is prescribed by the
CVC hypothesis. The remaining interactions with
the weak gauge fields W, will define the weak
axial-vector currents:

igy€ Tr{W,[V,, Uy, J+ Wu[ U,y Vi, 1+ V287 W0, Vi, }

-z8w(1 —6)1/2Tr{W,,[(1 —€)o,+ €ty V2058, m+ 2 M 1+ €)W, [T, Uyl+3i V2 g[ Wy, 7] (0,U + €V2it0,UtnV,)}
+ggMyTr{(1- W, Uyn+W,V,[(1- €)o, - 2V2 ety 0;]}

-5 V2g,g Tr{2(e = YW, Uyno,+ W, V,[(e = 1)(0,2 +77) + 4o ® + 4e(1 + €)n?] = 4(1 = € = 2E¥)W nV, 7}

+3i€gy Ny, vsW,N .

These axial-vector currents are certainly not of
the canonical form. Their scale is not fixed, and,
moreover, there exists no infinitesimal transfor-
mation of the fields that can generate these cur-
rents from the hadronic Lagrangian (12).

We conclude that this raises some doubt about
the validity of the current-algebra hypothesis in
this type of gauge field models. In the next sec-
tion we will investigate the possible validity of the
current-algebra approach in more detail. This
will be done by analyzing the constraints of gauge
invariance as given by generalized Ward-Taka-
hashi identities. Finally, we will argue that, al-
though the current-algebra hypothesis in its origi-
nal formulation may or may not be true, the di-
vergence equations, which can be derived from it,
are not invalidated.

IV. GENERALIZED WARD-TAKAHASHI IDENTITIES

The constraints that follow from gauge invari-
ance can be expressed in generalized Ward-Taka-
hashi identities. These identities are valid in
every order of perturbation theory, and depend
explicitly on the gauge in which the calculations
are carried through. Let us first briefly summa-
rize in a general way how to proceed in higher
orders of perturbation theory, and then give the
generalized Ward-Takahashi identities.?!’ 22

In a gauge field theory higher-order calculations
must be performed in a certain gauge. One way

r

of fixing a gauge is by choosing functions of the
fields, C,(x), where the index a labels the genera-
tors of the gauge group, and replacing the original
gauge-invariant Lagrangian Linv by

Liv=3p,C,2. (13)
a

The functions C, are chosen in such a way that
this replacement removes completely the original
gauge freedom. We will suppose that the C, are
linear combinations of the various fields.

The next step is to add a Faddeev-Popov La-
grangian to (13), which is defined as

Lpp = ¢:(x):AC+((xx,)) dpx) .
where 6C,/6A° represents the change of C, under
an infinitesimal gauge transformation, described
by parameters A®. The fields ¢, are unphysical
and occur only in closed loops. These so-called
Faddeev-Popov ghost fields obey Fermi statistics,
which implies that every closed ghost loop has an
additional minus sign.

The starting point for our further discussion is
the generalized Ward-Takahashi identity, as it
was formulated by ’t Hooft and Veltman.® Sup-
pose the fields A; of the original Lagrangian ex-
hibit the following behavior under infinitesimal
gauge transformations:

A (x) =~ A, (x) + 13 A%(x) + gs5; A;(x0)A%(x) . (14)
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In our case, ¢ is always a constant or a deriva-
tive, and it is of zeroth order in g, the coupling
constant belonging to the gauge group. The quanti-
ties s{; are simple constants. With these defini-
tions, the generalized Ward-Takahashi identities
can be graphically represented as in Fig. 1. A
solid line with index i belongs to the field A;. As
the gauge factors C, were supposed to be linear
combinations of the fields, the first diagram is
simply a linear combination of the Green’s func-
tions of the fields A. A dashed line with index a
represents the Faddeev-Popov ghost ¢,. The ad-
ditional vertices ¢2¢,(x) and gs?, An(x)$,(x), which
do not occur in the S matrix, are completely de-
fined by the transformation properties of the .
fields A;, as given by (14). The “etc.” in Fig. 1
represents similar diagrams as the second and
the third one, with the Faddeev-Popov ghost con-
nected to one of the other external lines, labeled
by j-+-k. Notice that for any given set of external
lines, we have as many identities as the number
of generators of the gauge group. For further de-
tails and a proof of these identities, we refer to
’t Hooft and Veltman.

After this rather general discussion we turn
again to our unified gauge field model. Let us
first define the infinitesimal transformations of
our SU(2)®SU(2)®SU(2)®U(1) gauge group. They
are directly related to the local transformations
U(x), V(x), S(x), and T(x) which were introduced
in Sec. II. We choose the following parametriza-
tion for the gauge group of the weak and electro-

magnetic interactions:
S(x) ~1+3igy, Ap(x)7,+ 3ie ,(x)7,,
R (15a)
T(x) ~1+3ieA ,(x) 75,

and for the chiral gauge group of the strong inter-
actions:

Ux) ~1+ ig(Ay+ AT,
V(x) ~1+3ig(A% = AS)T, .

We will partly take into account the mixing of the
photon field with the neutral weak gauge field by
substituting

(15b)

le
Z“ :fﬂ Wﬂ+§;AMT3 ,
z z (16a)
e
Zz =ZA“ .

The parameters e and g, are defined by

e=ng(q2+gW2)-1/2 ’ (16b)

8w=8z -

Notice that these definitions differ from the pre-
vious ones (8b) only by terms that are of higher

i b ;'ib
Ca ( I . a &""
T ] + *=) - H ] +
k k

+etc. =0

b

Sim

->- —]
k

FIG. 1. The graphical representation of the generalized
Ward-Takahashi identities.

order in the weak and electromagnetic interac-
tions.

It is of interest to give the transformation prop-
erties of these newly defined fields under the in-
finitesimal weak and electromagnetic transforma-
tions (15a):

W, =W, +3,A, +igy[Ay, W,]
+3ieA [y, T,)+ 3ieA J[1, W, ], 1)
A ~A +9A,,
where A, =3A5T,.
Henceforth, we fix the weak and electromagnetic
gauge by choosing

Cy =pWaMWM ,

18

CA =pAa uAu . ) ( )
For the strong gauge we will consider several
possibilities, one of them being

Cy =-pyMyyy,
Cy=—pyMyyy,

with My, and yy,, as defined in Egs. (9) and (10).
The relevance of this particular gauge comes from
the fact that in the limit py,, — <, the fields 3, and
Yy become infinitely massive. This implies that
they will no longer contribute to internal lines.
And as yy and ¥, were by definition unphysical
fields, this limit will give us the physical gauge,
as far as the strongly interacting particles are
concerned.

Finally, we add the following terms to the La-
grangian:

L.=-Tr{Cy2+Cy2+Cy%} - 3C 2. (20)

The Faddeev-Popov Lagrangian is determined by
the change of the various factors C under infinites-
imal gauge transformations. For example, for C,
and C4 we find the following transformation prop-
erties:

Cy = Gy +Py 9°Ay +i8yPy 2, [Ay, W, ]
+3iepyd,[Ay, A, T ]+ 2iepy 8, [A 4T, W, ],
Ca=Ca+p9°A,.

(19)

This result gives rise to the following terms in
Lpp:
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L) =—p 18,040,020y Tr{o, 00, by +ig, [0, 05, oy W, +zie[6, 0, ¢ JA, 7.},

£(le,) = iepw Tl‘{[a uwy Wu ]73}¢’A .

(a1)

An analogous calculation for Cy and Cy,, with, for simplicity, V2p,; =vV2p, =p, gives the remaining terms:

3&-?1») ==-2p TT{MU2¢J¢’U +Mv2¢;'k¢v}

- %PgMu Tl‘{‘fi ‘1’54’(101 +oF ¢y(f§01 +4tz"'0y) +\r§(¢’g¢v + ‘P;‘Pu)n

+i([¢;: ‘Pu] + [‘Pi'ks oy ]) (¥x +9y) +i[¢5, (Pv](‘l’x ~Py)+ i[‘P:v*a ¢u](¢x -Yy+ 4tz—1‘Pz)}, (22)

£ =1peMy Tr{d g "My o7, +V2(930, + oIn) T, +ilog, by +¥plTy +il0F, vy —¥y)Totoa

+P&y My Tr{jl—i‘ (P2 + 09y (2V28 "My +0,+1) +i[oF + o7, ‘Pw]‘l’x} .

The total Faddeev-Popov Lagrangian is given by
the sum of these terms: £ +£32 +£3 + £y,
Furthermore, we used the definitions ¢y, ,
=208,y,wTs and 5w =200 W Ta-

In S-matrix calculations, where the Faddeev-
Popov ghosts occur only in closed loops, the terms
in £9,2|,) and £{% cannot contribute. The ghost field
¢4 can even be ignored completely, because it is
a free field essentially. Hence we are only left
with £ and £{3, which can be evaluated sepa-
rately.

However, the terms in £2) and £{4 can no longer
be ignored, when we consider the generalized
Ward-Takahashi identities. As an example, we
consider such an identity for two nucleons, which
is given in Fig. 2. In theories where the strong
interactions are not governed by local gauge
groups, so that ¢, and ¢, are the only Faddeev-
Popov ghosts, the ghost field in the second and
third diagram will not interact with the blob in
lowest order in g,. And in this order the blob is
described by strong interactions alone. In that
case, one easily derives identities like

(pz _pl)pruu(pzy p]_) = Tas-l(pl) - s_l(pz)‘ra ’
(pz —pl)u r‘sau(pzy pl) + Fsa(sz pl)
=TS p,) "'S-I(Pz)Ta')’s ’

where T',,, I,, and I% are proportional to the
irreducible vertex functions of the vector current,
the axial-vector current, and its divergence, re-

(23)

Cw Pw

FIG. 2. Generalized Ward-Takahashi identity for two
external nucleons.

r

spectively. The nucleon propagator is denoted by
S, and the momenta of the incoming and outgoing
nucleon are p, and p,. Notice that this result is
valid in all orders of the strong interactions. The
first identity is the one originally derived by Ward
and Takahashi for the case of quantum electro-
dynamics,?3 from which one can show that the
charge is not renormalized.

However, in our case the ghost field will interact
with the blob, in first order in g, through terms
which were contained in £{2. An example of one
of those contributions is depicted in Fig. 3. Ob-
viously, as the ghost ¢, goes into ¢, and the lat-
ter can strongly interact with the blob, the identi-
ties (23) will be affected by strong interactions.
Furthermore, as .E(,;‘,) is actually determined from
the behavior of C; and C; under the weak and elec-
tromagnetic gauge transformations, the identities
(23) depend on the choice of the “strong” gauge.
For instance, if we had fixed the gauge by choos-
ing functions Cy and C, which do not transform
under the weak and electromagnetic gauge trans-
formations (18), the right-hand sides of Eqs. (23)
would vanish. On the other hand, in the previous
gauge (19) in the limit p -, the physical gauge as
far as hadrons are concerned, one can still show
that the first identity (23) for the vector current
is correct.

Hence, we have observed that in unified gauge
field theories of strong, weak, and electromagnet-
ic interactions, the Ward-Takahashi identities that
involve hadrons off the mass shell are affected by

FIG. 3. One of the diagrams that will affect Eq. (23).
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strong interactions in lowest order in e and g,.
Furthermore, they depend on the gauge that has
been chosen for the strong interactions. In the
next section we will consider generalized Ward-
Takahashi identities where the hadrons are on the
mass shell. The resulting identities turn out to
depend only on the structure of the weak and elec-
tromagnetic gauge group, which is SU(2)® U(1) in
our case.

V. DIVERGENCE EQUATIONS FOR THE SU(2) ® U(1)
WEAK AND ELECTROMAGNETIC
GAUGE GROUP

In this section we will derive a class of diver-
gence equations for the hadronic matrix elements
of weak and electromagnetic currents. Our start-
ing point is the generalized Ward-Takahashi identity,
as it was depicted in Fig. 1. However, henceforth
we will take all the strongly interacting particles
on the mass shell. This has the consequence that,
due to the pole structure, all the attachments of
the Faddeev-Popov ghosts to the external physical
hadron lines will vanish.2* Hence, the physical
hadrons give no explicit contribution to the gener-
alized Ward-Takahashi identities.

The first class of Ward-Takahashi identities we
will consider are those with only physical hadrons
on the mass shell. They are depicted in Fig. 4(a),
where “h” denotes the external hadrons. This ex-
pression will be considered in first order of the
weak and electromagnetic interactions, in which
case the blob is given by the strong interactions
alone. The identities represented by Fig. 4(a) lead
to what we will call first-order divergence equa-
tions. ,

Another class of generalized Ward-Takahashi
identities gives rise to the second-order diver-
gence equations. These identities which are pic-
torially represented in Fig. 4(b) contain, apart
from the external hadrons %, an additional line w,
which corresponds to a field that transforms only
under weak and electromagnetic gauge transforma-
tions. In our model, this can only be one of the
fields W{, A,, and K. Due to this requirement,
the Faddeev-Popov ghosts that are attached to
vertices s and ¢ are necessarily the fields ¢ or
Pa.

Henceforth, we take the weak and electromagnet-
ic gauge transformations as defined in Eq. (152),
and the gauge fields W, and A, as given by Eq.
(16). The weak and electromagnetic gauge is fixed
by choosing Cy and C, as given in Eq. (18). In this
gauge the propagators of interest are calculated
in the Appendix, whereas the pertinent part of the
Faddeev-Popov Lagrangian, £3) +£@), was de-
termined in Eq. (21).

WIT

|©

After these definitions, the derivation of the
divergence equations is rather straightforward.
Using the expressions for the propagators, we
find directly from Fig. 4(a):

M,
Rk JS (k) =i—2J%(k),
kJAR)=0.

We call these equations the first-order divergence
equations. J9(k) and J(k) are the hadronic matrix
elements of the weak and the electromagnetic cur-
rents, respectively. These currents are defined
by the coupling of W, or A, with (incoming) mo-
mentum % to the hadrons, disregarding the corre-
sponding coupling constants g, and e. The quanti-
ty Jg (k) is the hadronic matrix element of the had-
ronic source that is coupled to the fields y%. As
argued in Sec. II, Jj must be of first order in the
weak interactions. The origin of this term in the
divergence equations comes from W, proceeding
through y%, before it couples to the hadrons.?’

The derivation of the second-order divergence
equations is somewhat more involved. When we
consider only second order in g, or e, we can re-
place Fig. 4(b) by Fig. 5. The ghost fields ¢, and
¢4 can no longer entangle with the strong ghost
fields, because w was required to transform only
under the weak and electromagnetic group. This
is then also the case for w’ in Fig. 5.

Let us now introduce the notion of “weak irreduc-
ibility.” A diagram is called weakly irreducible
when it cannot be divided into two nontrivial parts
by cutting a line that corresponds to one of the
fields that transforms purely under the weak and
electromagnetic gauge group. The weakly reduc-
ible graphs contributing to the first diagram in
Fig. 5 are given in Fig. 6. The lower part of the
graph is the hadronic matrix element of the source
of the field w”. For the top part of the diagram,
consisting of a vertex with three lines Cy,a0 W,
and w”, we can write down a generalized Ward-
Takahashi identity. It is depicted in Fig. 7, and

CW.A w ¢:I.A #I ¢ :,A S
RN a bR Es
' ? ) -
—— e S~
h h h

FIG. 4. Generalized Ward-Takahashi identities that
lead to the divergence equations.
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FIG. 5. Generalized Ward-Takahashi identity in
second order in gy or e.

of first order in g, or e. Subsequently, we sub-
tract the weakly reducible diagrams in Fig. 6 from
the expression in Fig. 5, using Fig. 7. It turns
out, that the second and third graph cancel the
contributions from the second and third graph of
Fig. 7. The contributions from the fourth dia-
gram in Fig. 7 for the various possible w” cancel
among themselves, due to the first-order diver-
gence Eq. (24). Hence, we are left with the ex-
pression depicted in Fig. 8, where the left-hand
side is confined to only weakly irreducible dia-
grams. The fields w and w” are by definition
fields that purely transform under the weak and
electromagnetic gauge group, in our model given
by W¢, A,, ¥%, and g,. Notice that the blob con-
tains only contributions from strong interactions.

Finally, after removing the various propagators
from Fig. 8 we find the following result:

Vs, (b, @) —i
PuUhu b q 1g

Te(h, @)=, splw, M n(p+q),

w
(25a)
PuUI?w(P, CI) =E SA((U, w")Jw,,(p +q) s

w”

where w,w”=W3, A,, 9%, or o, US (p+q)is
the hadronic amplitude of a vector boson W{ and
a field w with incoming momenta p and g, respec-
tively, where both W4 and w interact directly with
the hadrons. U}, and T¢ are similar quantities
with W { replaced by A, and %, respectively.

The quantity J, (k) denotes the hadronic matrix
element of the source that is coupled to the field

w with corresponding (incoming) momentum k.

' The behavior of w” under infinitesimal gauge
transformations determines sg(w, w”) and s ,(w, w”)
Explicit calculation gives the following results for
the identity (25a) in the case that w=W?, %, o,

Cwa o

?w'
—~
h

FIG. 6. Weakly reducible graphs contributing in Fig. 5.

w
-~ N,
+ A‘]" + \’7'4- \/+ ‘{/:O
£

Cwa  w ‘tw.A 1(};) Pua s ‘tw.A w 4:!,,,,
") S(w")

€ »-<

w" w" w" t

FIG. 7. Generalized Ward-Takahashi identity for the
top part of the weakly reducible diagrams of Fig. 6.

and A,, respectively:
ab ~M'V ab = ¢
ppUpv(p’ q) —zg_w TS (P, q)" eqchU(p +q) ’
.MW b
puUzb(p) q) -i—T° (P; q)
gw
=300 (P +q) +3€,4d5(p +q), (262)

M
PuUﬁ(P, ¢I) "lg_w Ta(ps Q)= —% %(P +¢1),
w

.MW
puUS (b, @) —iz T34 (p, D =€,5d5 (P +q).
w

A similar calculation gives the identity (25b) for
w=W5, ¢, :

byUL (D, @) = €I S (p ),
(26b)
.buU;?b(p: qQ= €3p¢ ?p(p +q).

For w=A, or g, the right-hand side of the identity
(25Db) is simply zero. The definitions of the vari-
ous functions in these identities is obvious. Notice
that we have already extracted factors g, and e
from those functions where the fields W, and 4,
are involved.

Equations (26) are called second-order diver-
gence equations. Not quite unexpectedly, they
show the same structure as the divergence equa-
tions that can be derived from the usual current-
algebra assumptions, provided we identify the
divergence of the axial-vector current as y, and
the so-called ¢ term as J, up to appropriate con-
stants.

Hence, we have proved an important set of iden-
tities purely from the gauge invariance of the
weak and electromagnetic interactions. The der-
ivation did not depend on the structure of the
strong interactions, and is also valid when those

FIG. 8. The second-order divergence equations.
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interactions are governed by a local gauge group,
as in the unified model of Sec. II. Compared with
the current-algebra derivation, our approach
needs only one assumption: that of weak and elec-
tromagnetic gauge invariance. The generalized
Ward-Takahashi identities, which were the main
ingredient in the derivation, are proved to be val-
id in all orders of perturbation theory. And they
are manifestly Lorentz-covariant, so that Schwin-
ger and seagull terms do not play a role.?®

VI. THE PCAC HYPOTHESIS AND THE PION

As is well known,!® most of the results of the
current-algebra approach are essentially based
on the divergence equations which were found in
the previous section. It is obvious that these
equations were independent of the specific struc-
ture of the strong interactions. The only additional
information one usually needs concerns the iso-
spin and parity properties of the various matrix
elements.

However, the divergence equations contain ha-
dronic amplitudes involving ¢,, and it is desirable
to relate them to purely hadronic matrix elements
in order to find experimentally testable predic-
tions. As argued before, in the current-algebra
approach i, corresponds to the divergence of the
axial-vector current. In that case, by making
use of the PCAC hypothesis, one is able to find
results for the corresponding matrix elements of
the pion field.

In this section we will analyze the question of
how to relate the hadronic matrix elements of
§ to the corresponding ones of the pion field, in
order to find a similar result as that given by
PCAC. The starting point of our discussion is the
total Lagrangian, written as

£=£s(”s: Wu,Au)"')\lKZ‘z 33\("5)
+b£b (KZ’ ‘”s) +£W‘EM(KZ’ WyuAg) . (27)

£ 5 contains only the strongly interacting particles
together with their interactions with the weak and
electromagnetic gauge fields, W, and A,. Apart
from a quadratic, respectively, linear dependence
on the field K,, the second and third terms con-
tain only hadronic fields. As argued in Sec. II,
A is of order G, whereas b must be of order
G/?. However, due to the large vacuum expec-
tation value of the field 0,, which is given by
F,=2g,'M,, these terms still give rise to con-
tributions of zeroth order in the weak and electro-
magnetic interactions. These contributions taken
together with the first term £ are denoted by £,
(ms, Wy,A,). The last term in Eq. (27), £wey, cON-
tains terms that only depend on K, A,, and W,.
As far as the hadron fields are concerned, we

only made the dependence on the field 7, explicit.
This field is defined as the physical pion field in
the absence of weak and electromagnetic inter-
actions. In the presence of these interactions,
the physical pion field can be written as

T,=7, -5 ay; +0(ey) , (28)

where the parameter a can in principle be deter-
mined in perturbation theory. In lowest order we
have a=-$ F[2(1-¢€)] /2 where F and € were
defined in Sec. III.

Let us first consider the irreducible diagrams
with one external , and one external physical
pion line in first order in gy. By irreducible, we
mean that they cannot be divided into two parts by
cutting one pion line. From the substitution (28)
it is clear that all contributions purely from £,
are given by — g, M, *aD, (s), where D,(s) is
the pion propagator. The only remaining contribu-
tions contain £,, as b is of the order g, M, ™.
Hence, we can write the total contribution as

-fl—'; aD, Y(s) +ibd(s), (29)
where the last term comes from £,. On the mass
shell, this quantity is related to the matrix ele-
ment of the weak current between a pion and the
vacuum through the first-order divergence equa-
tions (24). This leads to the result

1
bd(-m?) =5 B2y (30)
L4

where the current matrix element was defined as
iqy f 5, With g, the pion momentum. Using this
relation and the propagators given in the Appendix,
one can show that f  corresponds to the conven-
tional pion decay constant.

Consider now the diagrams where an external
P, line is connected to a blob with an arbitrary
number of external hadrons. In first order of the
weak and electromagnetic interactions, the blob
contains only strong-interaction effects. In the
case that y, proceeds through a pion which inter-
acts with the blob, the corresponding contribution
is given by

i [-% aD,™\(s) +ibd(s)le,,(s) J.(8),

where J,(s) is the hadronic matrix element of the
pion source. When 3, is directly coupled to the
blob, thus without exhibiting a pole at s=-m,?,

by using the previous arguments the result can be
written as

. 8 oy
z;lz'-aJ,,(s)Hb](s) .

The first term represents the contributions purely
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from £,, whereas the second one is the remaining
contribution from £,. Hence we find the result
that diagrams with one external ¢, line and an

arbitrary number of external hadrons, are given
by

~Ll8w,ar b (s)a(s)

+b{[d(= m,%) = d(s)] D () d 1 (s) +ij(s)}

where we have used Eq. (30). The first term of
this result represents the usual PCAC term. The
second term has no pole at s =—m,? and is of order
b.

The analysis for weakly irreducible diagrams
with two lines, corresponding to ¢ and 2, goes
completely analogously. They can be expressed as

1 2
HE) w2 D2 (s 9205 )
\u,
+2A8g, I A(2) +O(D) ,

where we have used the definitions s, = ¢,%, s, =¢,%,
and t=(q, +¢,), with ¢, and g,, the incoming mo-
menta of 5 and §2. Again, the first term reflects
the PCAC result, and the terms of order b are
less singular than the first one, having at least
one propagator less. However, there is an addi-
tional term, which comes from the part of the
Lagrangian (27) proportional to A. This term

has a simple structure: It is symmetric in @ and

b and depends only on {. Moreover, in the diver-
gence equations (26) this term does not contribute
in fact. This is because T ®(p, q), to which it
contributes, is always accompanied by — 3 i(gy, /M)
X 8q,Jo(p +9). The contribution to J, proportional
to A cancels exactly the term A8, J in T*(p, q).
Hence, in the divergence equations these terms

of order A can simply be ignored. This implies
that J,(&) is effectively of order b, since its re-
maining contributions, in this order, can only
come from £,.

Hence, we have found that the hadronic, weakly
irreducible amplitudes with one or two y, fields,
are related to the corresponding matrix elements
of the pion field as prescribed by PCAC, up to

orders of the parameter 5.2" J,(k), which in the
current-algebra approach corresponds to the o
term, is effectively of first order in b. This, to-
gether with the divergence equations of the previ-
ous section, is sufficient to derive many of the
important results that were found by current-alge
bra methods. To be more specific: What we have
shown is that certain gauge field theories confirm
results as the Goldberger-Treiman relation, the
Adler-Weisberger relation, and the Adler con-
sistency relation'! in zeroth order (g, M,b), the
parameter which causes the nonvanishing pion
mass. We stress that these results are not con-
fined to the model of Sec. II, since we made al-
most no reference to the specific structure of that
model. It turns out, that in a large class of models
the gauge invariance of the weak and electromag-
netic interactions is sufficient to ensure the va-
lidity of these results in the appropriate (chiral)
limit, in all orders of the strong interactions.
Finally, let us discuss the case where 5=0. Be-
cause £,, as it was defined in Eq. (6d), was the
only term of the total Lagrangian that is linear in
the various spinless fields, b will remain zero in
every order of perturbation theory. This implies
that the pion will be a pseudo-Goldstone boson,
which picks up its mass from closed-loop con-
tributions of the weak and electromagnetic inter-
actions. This possibility was recently put forward
by Weinberg.® Numerically, this is not included
a priori, since the mass ratio m,?/m,*, where
my is the mass of the A, axial-vector meson, is
close to the fine-structure constant. It is cer-
tainly an appealing possibility, which allows the
calculation of the pion mass, and moreover tends
to explain the good experimental confirmation of
the previously mentioned current-algebra results.

APPENDIX

In this appendix we will give the various prop-
agators that were used in Secs. V and VI. The
pertinent part of the Lagrangian, in lowest order
of weak and electromagnetic interactions, is given
by

£==- %(apwlal - av WTL)Z - é sz(a,_; WZ)Z - %(apAu - auAu)z - % pAz(apAu)z

1 e

_5 a (a“A" - avAu) (au Wv3 -9, Wus) - % (Buzp;)z —Mwwa au W‘:x— %MWZ(WZ)z - PAau ¢: au¢‘A - Pwau 4’;“8;1 ¢:' .

An explicit calculation of the propagators gives the following results:
W2 86, (q% + My® —i€) ™ {0y, + gy qy oy (97 - i) P [My* +(1-py)g?] }
W3 (1=« (g% + M) —i€) 7 {0, + 4,4y py 2 (g% —i€) 2 [My? +(1-p,2 = k?)q?]},

where k=egy, ™ and M2 =(1-«2)7'M,? ,

A: (1-k*)7(g? -i€)™ (¢ + My —i€)™ (q% + My?) [0,y — 949y (9% —i€) '] +pa g, a0 (g® —i€) 7%,
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W2-A transition : —k(1-«%)7' (¢% —ie)™ (g% + M —i€) ™ (¢%0,,— 4, @)

Vi Oap(g2—i€) (g% + My?py )

W-y, transition : —iMypy 2 (q% ~i€)~? g, (g, is the outgoing y, momentum) ,

ba: (Pqu -iﬁ)-l ’
bw : Ogp (Pyg® —i€)™ .
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