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This paper studies the possibility of applying the principles of the S-matrix theory to electrodynamics. By using an
approximation scheme different from that in the strong interactions, many results of quantum electrodynamics can indeed
be reproduced. While the calculations of electrodynamical problems can be carried out in a more straightforward and less
laborious way in the S-matrix theory, there still are some basic difficulties. However, as far as scattering processes and the
anomalous magnetic moment are concerned, there is complete identity (up till fourth order) between the two methods.
The bound-state problem, infrared divergence, and the many-particle problem remained unsettled.

I. INTRODUCTION

The perturbation method of field theory has been
successfully applied to electromagnetic interactions.
Numerous amazing experimental verifications have
been obtained. The success of quantum electrody-
namics depends on a particular feature, characteristic
of the electromagnetic interaction, namely, the small-
ness of the coupling constant. This renders the per-
turbation method quite effective. Therefore, in spite
of the existence of certain mathematical difficulties
which still remain unsettled in the theory, quantum
electrodynamics is a satisfactory theory as it stands
right now. However, if the techniques of field theory
are applied to strong interaction phenomena, they fail
completely because either some of the theories are not
renormalizable, or even worse, because one cannot
construct perturbation solutions to the renormalized
field equations. The coupling constant is too large to
render the series convergent. During the past few
years, physicists have turned their attention to the
studies of S-matrix theory as a possible method for
strong interaction physics. Although so far the S-
matrix theory has no well-defined theoretical structure
and is still incomplete, its predictions in some cases
turned out to be in agreement with experiments, hence
it can sensibly be regarded as a promising alternative.

This work investigates the possibility of applying
the S-matrix theory to electromagnetic interactions.
The equivalence of the usual form of quantum electro-
dynamics and the S-matrix theory of electromagnetic
interactions will be demonstrated by displaying the
identity of the results of calculations for various
processes and diagrams. In Sec. II, a brief review of the
general principles of the S-matrix theory of strong
interactions will be given. Various assumptions will be
analyzed so that they can be readily applied to electro-
magnetic interactions in Sec. IIT. In that section the
unitarity condition will be used to generate a perturba-
tion series in powers of the coupling constant; in con-
trast to the corresponding case of strong interactions
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where this is impossible. Using these principles—
Lorentz invariance, unitarity, crossing symmetry, and
analyticity, we can show by explicit calculation that
in the S-matrix theory the finite contributions (which
correspond to primitive divergent graphs in the usual
theory) are the same as the renormalized results in the
Feynman—Dyson theory. Various lowest-order scatter-
ing amplitudes will be constructed. Higher-order radia-
tive corrections can be treated similarly; in certain
cases simplifications will result if use is made of the
Mandelstam representation and Cutkosky’s rule. De-
spite the striking results given in Sec. IV, some un-
solved problems, peculiar to electromagnetic inter-
actions, remain. Section VI concludes the present
work with a general discussion of these problems
and the comparison of the S-matrix theory of electro-
magnetic interaction with the Feynman-Dyson’s ap-
proach. Although at present, the S-matrix theory of
electromagnetic interaction is not as satisfactory and
self-contained as the usual form of quantum electro-
dynamics, it is certainly interesting to see that many
significant results can be obtained via S-matrix theory
without resorting to the concept of fields and operators.

II. REVIEW OF THE GENERAL PRINCIPLES OF
THE S-MATRIX THEORY

A. General Observations

The traditional way to study quantum electro-
dynamics consists of the straightforward application
of the ideas of quantum theory to the electromagnetic
field. One of the many equivalent methods of quanti-
zation is applied to the classical electromagnetic field.
The essential new feature compared to quantum
mechanics is that the electromagnetic field, conceived
as a dynamical system, possesses infinitely many
degrees of freedom. It should be stressed that the
electromagnetic interaction in this framework is given,
either by giving the interaction Lagrangian or equi-
valently by giving the Heisenberg equations of motion
of the field operators. The knowledge of this inter-
action comes directly from experiment (via Maxwell’s
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equations). It can be verified that this interaction is
both gauge invariant or relativistically invariant. With
this given interaction, quantum electrodynamics pro-
ceeds in much the same way as ordinary quantum
mechanics, the calculation of expectation values, transi-
tion rates, etc. This is the approach followed in most
organized treatises.'™ It was noted early,*® that most
processes in quantum electrodynamics, could be de-
scribed in terms of the S matrix—which (in principle,
in any case) could be found once the interaction
Hamiltonian is known. From the known interaction
one can again verify that the S matrix is unitary and
relativistically invariant. In the traditional form of
quantum electrodynamics, the S matrix thus possesses
the status of a derived notion. To be sure, it is a most
significant notion, which allows the direct calculation
of many experimental processes; but the physical
principles are not stated directly in terms of the S
matrix. In a pure S-matrix theory by contrast, it is
precisely attempted to state the relevant physical
principles directly and exclusively in S-matrix terms.
Thus, in a pure S-matrix theory, the unitarity of the
S matrix is not a property which can be derived by
inspection of its explicit form, but rather, a condition
to be imposed (on physical grounds) to help determine
the S matrix. In a sense, one has here a rather curious
inversion: The general properties of the .S matrix were
first obtained and inferred from the Lagrangian form
of field theory. Now these properties, themselves, are
made primary and assume the status of principles. The
problem now is to deduce information about the
electromagnetic S matrix from them. The main part
of this discussion is concerned with the question of
whether and to what way, these general principles
determine the .S matrix for specific interactions. This is
precisely the question to be analyzed in this paper
for the case of electromagnetic interactions. One
would hope that, in addition to a reformulation of
quantum electrodynamics, one would obtain a more
flexible formalism which is easier to handle without
the necessity of carrying out renormalizations.

To start the discussion, it is necessary to state the
principles assumed in this S-matrix approach. Since
the S-matrix theory is most commonly used in strong
interaction physics, these principles must be adapted
and modified so they can be used in the electromagnetic
case. To show the close relationship between the
axioms assumed, the generally accepted (more or less)
principles of the strong interaction S-matrix theory

1J. M. Jauch and F. Rohrlich, The Theory of Photons and
Electrons (Addison-Wesley Publ. Co., Inc., Reading, Mass.,
1959), 2nd printing.

2 N. N. Bogoliubov and D. V. Shirkov, Introduction to the Theory
of Q;tantized Fields (Interscience Publishers, Inc., New York,
1959

3G, Killen, “Quantenelektrodynamik,” in Handbuch der
Physik, S. Fliigge, Ed. (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1958), Band V,
Teil. 1.

4+ W. Heisenberg, Z. Physik 120, 513, 673 (1943).

8 F. J. Dyson, Phys. Rev. 75, 1736 (1949).

are given here®7; their specific adaptation to the
electromagnetic case is given in Sec. ITI.

B. The Principles of the S-Matrix Theory

1. Symmeiry Properties

Relativistic invariance. All theories constructed to
date assume the unrestricted validity of relativistic
invariance. This section contains the form which this
requirement assumes in an S-matrix theory.

A general S-matrix element representing the transi-
tion from an initial state ¢ to a final state f can be
written as

(f1 S14)=8+i(2m) 6D (P,—P:) (f| T'| i). (2.1)

Here (f| T'| i) is referred to as the T-matrix element
or the scattering amplitude. In this section we con-
sider the scattering of spin O particles. The generaliza-
tion needed to include charge and spin will be de-
scribed later. The Feynman amplitude differs from
the T-matrix element by a kinematic factor which
depends on the normalization of particle wave func-
tions in the states | ) and | f).

Relativistic invariance required, in the first instance,
that |(f| S|4)|? shall be invariant, or since a four-
dimensional & function is factored out, that | { f| T'| ¢ )|?
shall be invariant. Thus, the scattering amplitude
shall be a function just of the invariants formed by
the four-momenta of # incoming and outgoing particles,
pi (i=1-+-m). Since the states are physical states, all
momenta are on the mass-shell, p2=m2 It is well
known that for such a process the number of inde-
pendent invariants is 3z—10. For a two-in, two-out
process, pi1+pe—>ps+ps, the number of independent
invariants will be 2. They are, for example, the Man-
delstam variables which can be defined as

s=(prt+p2)?

t=(pr—p3)%

u= (p1— ps)*.
They are related by

4
st+itu= }:m;"’.
=1
The functional dependence of the amplitude on s, ¢, # is
in no way restricted by this invariance.

Discrete transformations. In strong interactions, the
scattering amplitude is assumed to be invariant under
P, C, and T transformations. This assumption again
imposes restrictions on the amplitudes. Actually, these
restrictions are always expressed as the absence of
certain invariant scattering amplitudes which possess
particular spin or isospin transformation properties.

8 G. F. Chew, S-Matrix Theory of Strong Interactions (W. A.
Benjamin, Inc., New York, 1961).
7S. Mandelstam, Rept. Progr. Phys. 25, 99 (1962).
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Consequently, the restrictions imposed by these in-
variances are best discussed in a formalism which
explicitly exhibits the spin and isospin character of the
amplitudes. This is shown in the Sec. ITTB4.

It is still interesting to note here that the C, P, and
T invariance principles manifest themselves only in
conditions on the invariant scattering amplitudes,
and these invariance requirements separately do not
put any restrictions on the unitarity condition (which
serves as the fundamental dynamical principle of the
S-matrix theory). However, CPT invariance has to be
maintained throughout the discussion. The validity of
the latter has not been questioned, in fact, we know
that it is a property of all relativistically invariant
local field theories.

Crossing symmetry. The substitution law first explic-
itly formulated in electrodynamics states that certain
relations exist between the scattering amplitudes of
various processes. This same idea was extended to
strong interactions; for example, the scattering am-
plitudes for the following three processes will be related
in the sense that they are each others analytic con-
tinuation. The three amplitudes corresponding to the
three channels of any two-in, two-out reactions:

pirtpropstpa
1t (—Ps)—(—P2) + 4
1+ (—Do)—pst(—p2)

are then to be the boundary values of one and the
same analytic function. Energy-momentum conserva-
tion law is assumed for all processes. It should be
noted that the analyticity requirements needed to
carry out this continuation are conjectured to be true,
as, for example, expressed by the Mandelstam rep-
resentation. A further discussion is given in subsection 3.
A particular case of this law provides us with the free-
dom of bending lines in Feynman diagrams and thus
facilitates calculations.

2. Unitarity

The unitarity condition contains a good deal of the
dynamics of the S-matrix theory. This combined with
the principle of analyticity (which will be given below)
forms the central part of the S-matrix theory. Together,
these permit the calculations to be carried out.

To obtain the explicit and very useful form of the uni-
tarity condition, one substitutes (2.1) into SSt=1
and obtains

LT )= (fI TH4)]
=(@m) 22 (1 T+ n)(n| T13)89 (pi—pa).
(2.2)

One usually shows, using 7P invariance (which
asserts (2| T|f)=(f|T|%)), that the unitarity

condition can be put in the well-known form:

Im (f| T|i)=[(2n)*/2]1 2°2{f| T*| n)

X (| T]i)6®(pi—pn). (2.3)

If however, one assumes just unitarity and no discrete
symmetries, just (2.2) is valid, not (2.3). Now, for
further applications, one needs to determine the
discontinuity across the cut along the positive real
axis of the complex energy plane. This can be obtained
from (2.3) but not (as it stands) from (2.2). However,
by a careful re-examination of the unitarity condition
in the context of field theory, Olived has shown that if
Ty={f|T|<) is the boundary value of an analytic
function of complex invariants, the limit of 7; from
above the real axis is equal and opposite to that of
Ti*=(f| T*|i) from below the real axis (in the
complex energy plane). This result is independent of
any special invariance principles, of crossing symmetry,
of the type of process considered, but is just a con-
sequence of the CPT theorem. With this result, the
unitarity condition for the scattering amplitudes can
be put in the elegant form:

discontinuity of Ty=1(2x)* D Tyt TniT6® (pi—pn),

(2.4)

where + and — denotes the boundary values from
above and below the cut, respectively. In the S-matrix
theory, this form of the unitarity condition is taken as
an independent principle. For the case of boson-boson
scattering, (2.4) will yield a relation between the
imaginary part of the amplitude of a process and the
product of scattering amplitudes of other processes.
Note that the unitarity actually yields an infinite set
of conditions, (2.4) holds for all f and <. If another set
of relations could be found, (this is indeed the case,
see below), we could in principle solve for the scat-
tering amplitudes themselves. The nonlinearity of this
infinite system (2.4) renders the exact solution almost
impossible, however, approximate and perturbation
solutions can be found.

3. Analyticity

Formulae. (2.2) or (2.4) give one relation between
the matrix elements of T (or the amplitudes). As
noted, another relation is needed to provide a closed
system. The type of relation envisaged might, for
example, be a connection between the real and im-
aginary parts of a scattering amplitude. Mathematically
such relations are well known in the theory of analytic
functions. It is thus natural to make some assumptions
regarding the analytic character of the amplitudes
as a function of appropriate variables. Many more or
less different assumptions can be made. For example,
the scattering amplitudes can assume to be analytic

8 D. I. Olive, Nuovo Cimento 26, 73 (1962).
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functions of the kinematic invariants in the space of
these variables. One assumes, in addition, that there
exists a ‘“physical sheet” bounded by cuts and contain-
ing poles. This sheet contains a domain of analyticity
of the scattering amplitude as a function of its vari-
ables, which includes among its boundary all physical
points. Then, by means of Cauchy’s theorem, we can
find a relation connecting the imaginary to the real
part of the amplitude (usually referred to as a disper-
sion relation). Once the analyticity of the scattering
amplitude is assumed, the dispersion relation can then
be written down. This, together with the unitarity
condition (2.4), forms a set of basic equations for the
scattering amplitude. It is this set of equations some
physicists believe to be the dynamical equations for
the strong interaction physics.

So far all the conjectured analytic properties of
scattering amplitudes postulated are suggested by
field theories. The dispersion relations which can
rigorously be proven have been very limited in number.
Landau and Cutkosky® have given general rules for
locating the singularities of Feynman graphs in per-
turbation theory; it is hoped that, although the
perturbation series diverges, we can still extract
information about the analytic character from its
series expansion. Alternatively, Chew has postulated
the principle of maximal analyticity which states that
the scattering amplitude can have only those sin-
gularities imposed on it by unitarity. In any case,
in this “pure” S-matrix approach, some analyticity
properties of the amplitudes must by postulated. One
can still argue about the precise form needed. In this
paper, analyticity requirements sufficient to allow the
Mandelstam representation (thus, both single and
double dispersion relations) will just be assumed. If,
indeed, unitarity and analyticity can provide enough
information to determine the theory,® the remaining
problem will be to set up a workable approximate
scheme, since an exact solution would certainly be
impossible.

The unitarity condition (2.4), on the right-hand
side, should include in the summation all the possible
physical intermediate states that conserve energy,
momentum, spin angular momentum and all other
conserved quantum numbers. In strong interaction
physics, in order to obtain a tractable system of
equations, the infinite summation is replaced by just
a finite number of terms. It can be seen that the
location of the singularities in the amplitudes is deter-
mined by the total “masses” of the intermediate
states. The higher the mass, the farther out from the
origin the associated singularity occurs. It is assumed,
in the approximation scheme of strong interaction
physics, that lower the masses, the more important the
role; thus, the contribution to the unitarity sum is

9R. E. Cutkosky, J. Math. Phys. 1, 429 (1960).
10Tt has never been proved that unitarity and analyticity do
provide a system of equations possessing a unique solution,

mainly controlled by ‘“near-by”” singularities. The
farther-away singularities would then have less im-
portance. It is hoped that, in most cases, the inclusion
of a few low mass states in the summation of the
unitarity condition should already give a very good
approximation. Thus, in this way, one can hope to
construct a systematic approximation procedure. In
actual calculations, one sometimes has to include a
large number of terms. In that case, we can try to keep
a reasonable number of terms and replace the neglected
ones by one or more empirical constants. Doing this,
one can not only save a lot of computational labor, but
also fit the experimental results quite well; the effec-
tive range formula is an example. Of course, the
resulting theory is no longer a ‘“fundamental theory”
in the sense of the S-matrix theory. This particular
type of approximation will zof be made in the applica-
tion of the ideas of the S-matrix theory to electro-
magnetic phenomena. (At least in this paper.)

4. Generalization to Include Charge and Spin

When we deal with interacting particles with spin
and charge, the scattering process can no longer be
represented by just a single invariant amplitude;
rather, it must be represented by a linear combination
of a set of invariant operator functions, 7';, which
can be formed from the four-momenta, p;, polarization
vectors, fermion spinors, v matrices, etc. These func-
tions T'; can also contain spin and isotopic spin opera-
tors 8;. A general scattering amplitude 7" can then be
expressed as

T (s, piy Be) = 2 Ai(5:) Ti(piy Bi)

=1

(2.5)

where the 4; are scalar amplitudes formed by Lorentz
scalars, e.g., the Mandelstam variables s, ¢, #, etc. (The
index j has nothing to do with transformation proper-
ties.) We further require that A; be free from kine-
matical singularities. A systematic method of produc-
ing invariants for any scattering processes such that
the associated amplitudes are free from kinematical
singularities was given by Hearn.!!

The requirement that the scattering amplitudes be
invariant under certain discrete symmetry trans-
formations will limit the possible forms of the invariant
operator functions T'; that can appear in the scattering
amplitude. At the same time they impose reality
conditions on the scalar amplitudes 4;. It can again
be shown, using field-theoretic technique, that, if

Tri= 2 A4+(s) T},
J

then

Ty*=2 A7 ()T (2.6)

where
Aji(S) = A,-(s:i:ie, t) .

1 A, C. Hearn, Nuovo Cimento 21, 333 (1961).
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Thus the unitarity condition gives the imaginary part of
the scalar amplitudes 4 ; across the cut in the complex
energy plane. The scalar amplitudes themselves, are
obtained by applying dispersion relations.

This concludes the sketch of the needed principles of
S-matrix theory. In the next section, these same
principles will be adapted to electrodynamics. The
extent to which these ideas form a consistent and
practical basis for quantum electrodynamic calcula-
tions will be examined in the succeeding sections.

III. ELECTRODYNAMICS AS AN S-MATRIX
THEORY

In order to appreciate the elegance and simplicity
of the S-matrix method, we present it against the
background of the usual method of quantum electro-
dynamics. Thus, a very brief outline of the usual
procedures is given so that the methods may easily be
compared and contrasted.

A. The S Matrix of Conventional Electrodynamics

In spite of the successes recently achieved in con-
structing an axiomatic finite formulation of quantum
field theory, the old-fashioned Feynman-Dyson ap-
proach to quantum electrodynamics remains a most
useful tool in practical calculations. Quantum electro-
dynamics has, of course, been treated in many standard
textbooks. Here we only recapitulate the needed ideas
and results.

A Lagrangian density of electrons interacting with
an electromagnetic field is postulated. The field equa-
tions are derived by using the action principle. The
field equations in the Heisenberg pictures are:'2

(19—m)y (x) = —eA ()¢ (x)
a,,a“Aa(x) =ja(x) = —61;(3’))"/&30(90) . (31)

The action principle determines (at least, to a certain
extent) the commutation relations for the free-field
operators. The commutation relations for the coupled
fields at arbitrarily space-time points can only be
obtained once the field equations are solved. It is easy
to check that, under C, P, T and gauge transforma-
tions, both the field equations and the commutation
rules are invariant. The S-matrix operator in the
Heisenberg picture is defined as the unitary operator
satisfying

¢out(x) = S_l¢in(x) S,

where ¢in and ¢oyt are operators which satisfy the free-
field equations and the free-field commutation rules.
From a knowledge of S, most experimentally interest-
ing quantities can be obtained. It can also be shown
that the S matrix is invariant under C, P, T and

(3.2)

2 We adopt the same notation as used in Schweber’s book
(Ref. 19) except that here o, is defined as ow="7uYv—7Yu
and we use spinors %, v in place of w, where w'=w" and v"=w""2
(r=1, 2). puy* is written as p (boldface italic).

gauge transformations. The agreement of the theo-
retical predictions and the experimental observations
for various processes shows that both the field equations
and the commutation rules are substantially correct;
hence, the symmetry principles which are contained
in these are established to the same degree of accuracy.
At present, no indication of deviations of the basic
laws has been seen. (Compare, however, Pipkin’s
experiment.’®)

It should be noted that both Eq. (3.1) and the
definition of the S matrix (3.2) are given in terms of the
Heisenberg picture. To find a useful expression for the
S matrix, one must resort to a perturbation-type
treatment. It is conceptually the easiest to carry out
this approximation scheme® by substituting the fol-
lowing expressions for ¢ and 4, into (3.1):

Y=y O+eyD4ey D ...
A,,= A"(°)+6A,,(1)+62Au(2)+’ .s,

Here ¢y©® and 4,@ satisfy free-field equations and
free-field commutation rules. One can (at least in
principle) determine ¢y @ ¢y ®... and 4,0, 4,®, -,
by successive approximations. Utilization of (3.2) then
gives S as a power series in e:

S=14eSO+..., (3.3)

Although conceptually quite straightforward, this is
not the way calculations are usually carried out. One
instead, goes over to the interaction picture to obtain
the familiar Feynman diagrams for each order. The
expansion (3.3) still holds good in that case. The
contribution S™ contains a large number of diagrams.
The general equivalence between these methods has
been demonstrated by Killéen'*—but the relation be-
tween them is quite involved. The Feynman diagram
procedure is a good deal more tractable. In fact,
the description of a physical scattering process can be
carried in a much more natural manner in the inter-
action picture than in the Heisenberg picture.

It is well known that in the calculation of the various
diagrams divergences appear. To obtain physically
meaningful results, one has to, and one can carry out,
a systematic renormalization, splitting of the divergent
terms. The renormalized physical constants (charge
and mass) are the ones to be identified with the experi-
mental charge and mass. This leads to the well-known
embarrassing fact that e and m in (3.1) are physically
undefined objects.

As a side remark, one can note that the analytical
structure of the various amplitudes can be obtained
from their explicit forms as given by the Feynman
integrals. Usually, these properties are obtained for
scalar particles; generalization to spinor and vector
particles is in principle straightforward, in practice,
often tedious. In any case, the analytic properties are

13 R, B. Blumenthal et al., Phys. Rev. Letters 14, 660 (1965).
14 G, Killén, Arkiv Physik 2, No. 37, 371 (1950).
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derived from the underlying theory—they are not
postulated.

B. The S-Matrix Theory of the Electromagnetic
Interactions

This section contains the adaptation of the principles
of the S-matrix theory to quantum electrodynamics.
It is the purpose of this discussion to provide a self-
contained framework, which will follow the principles
of the S-matrix theory as closely as possible; while at
the same time, reproducing the results of quantum
electrodynamics. In principle, it should be possible
to develop all of quantum electrodynamics starting
from the ideas and assumptions given here. Some of
the postulates are, of course, peculiar to quantum
electrodynamics, while others just express the ideas
of general S-matrix theory. In the interest of clarity
we will list all the assumptions here, discussing them
as we go along.

(1) We are dealing with two types of particles,
electrons (et and ¢~) and photons. Observations can
be made on these free particles only—the totality of
these free-particle observations can be described by
the free Dirac and free Maxwell equations. The charac-
terization of states is always in terms of free-particle
wave functions, such as the spinors #, », and plane
waves for the photons.

(2) The interactions between the electrons and
photons are described by the transition amplitudes
®|S|a) or (b|T|a), where |b) and |a) are
arbitrary complicated free-particle states. The purpose
of the further postulates is to provide a means of
determining (4| T'| ¢). It is clear that assumption
(1) is peculiar to quantum electrodynamics, while (2)
just expresses a typical S-matrix idea.

3. Lorentz and Discrete Invariance

We require the scattering amplitude (3| T'| ¢) to be
Lorentz invariant, and invariant under C, P, T,
transformations. In electrodynamics, we are dealing
with spinor particles and vector particles. Hence, the
scattering amplitude can again be expressed as a linear
combination of invariant operator functions T'; as
mentioned in the last chapter. The requirement of
invariance under any of the discrete symmetry trans-
formations will limit the possible independent forms of
the invariant operator functions that can appear in
the combination.

4. The Elementary Interaction in Electrodynamics

We assume that the elementary interaction in
electrodynamics involves three particles. This inter-
action then describes the vertex, corresponding to
et-He—y,15

(| T® | e, e )="Le/ (2m) ] (mums/ ErE) '
X[1/(20) "o (pr) v (R)u(p2), (3.4)

where pi, P2, 1, Mg, and E;, E, are the momentum,
mass, and energy of e*, ¢, respectively. w and
k(=pi+p.) are energy and momentum of the photon.
The numerical factor in front comes from normaliza-
tion of wave functions. (Fig. 1). This is also the
simplest possible interaction allowed, if each one of
the particles is to participate in the elementary inter-
action. In principle, elementary interactions involving
more particles could exist, but is explicitly assumed
that they do not.

The justification of this assumption and just what it
involves can be seen as follows. Consider any three-
particle vertex of the electron-photon interaction then,
just requiring Lorentz invariance, we can write down
this vertex as a superposition of four linearly independ-
ent invariant operator functions:

| Tl ety e )=gio(po) vue* (pr-tp2) u(p2)
+ g0 (pr) owe (prt pa) (prtp2) "u(p2)
+8s0(p1) vuvse* (pr+po) u(pe)
+8:0(p1) ouryse* (prtp2) (prtpe)"u(pe) . (3.5)

Here, gi+++gs can be arbitrary functions of (pi+p2)2;
however, for elementary interaction, these are as-
sumed to be constants. For nonelementary interactions,
these are the form factors. It is interesting to compare
this, term by term, with the interaction Lagrangian
density in quantum electrodynamics:

Lr=flru A+ o Fp+flbvivs AN+ fabowys Fep.
(3.6)

The last two terms in both expressions are dropped by
the requirement of P invariance; while the first two
terms survive the requirements of C, P, (and gauge)
invariance. The second term in the Lagrangian density
is deleted in the usual theory because it is a derivative
coupling type interaction which is unrenormalizable
and leads to divergences in higher-order perturbation
theory. The first term in (3.6) is the coupling of the

15 To be sure, although this vertex is denoted by a T-matrix
element, it does not represent a physical process—three external
lines of this vertex cannot be put on the mass-shell simultaneously,
if the particles involved are real ones. The basic question is pre-
cisely to build up to the scattering amplitudes for physical pro-
cesses starting from this elementary vertex. The problem is that
in the study of physical processes, such vertices will occur as
parts of diagrams, where the particles are not all physical par-
ticles. The same form (3.4) will nonetheless be assumed. The de-
tailed discussion of this point is given in Sec. IVA.
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form j,4* and it is the only term needed to account
for the interaction of charged particles with photons;
this choice is usually referred to as the principle of
minimal electromagnetic interactions. That we choose
only the first term in (3.5) as the elementary vertex
is in fact, a reflection of this principle. (Actually if
we also took the second term into our calculation,
this would cause trouble. As its counterpart in field
theory is an unrenormalizable interaction, in the
S-matrix theory it will presumably bring in more and
more subtraction constants in the dispersion relations
as we go to higher order calculations.) By (3.4), one
has effectively introduced an interaction without,
however, the explicit use of interaction fields.

5. Crossing Symmetry

If in a reaction, certain particles participate and in
another reaction the same particles or antiparticles
participate, crossing symmetry establishes a relation
between the amplitudes for these reactions. The only
new feature added in quantum electrodynamics is
that to relate incoming and outgoing electrons and
photons, one has to make the following replacement:

Foutekin: ko —k, e
poute gin:  pe> —q,  u(p) <> 0(g)
gouteopin: o —p o) o ulp).

(3.7

With this rule, all elementary interactions are defined,
for example,

(7| T® | e, v)=[e/ (2m) ] (mims/ By Es) 2
X (2) 7 2u(pr) yue (k) u(pa).  (3.8)

(Although, of course, the rule is more general than that.)

6. Gauge Invariance

In the usual form of quantum electrodynamics,
gauge invariance is considered as an independent
principle. In terms of an S-matrix theory, the important
quantities are the amplitude 7= ;4;7;,, When
dealing with processes where there are (external)
photons, the invariant operator function 7'; will always
contain the photon polarization vectors e*, so that
Tj=e,M j#. Now gauge invariance means that £,M #=0,
where & is the momentum of the physical photon.
This expresses gauge invariance directly in terms of
the amplitudes. The elementary interaction is trivially
gauge invariant and so is the interaction (3.5). Thus,
gauge invariance will not let one eliminate the terms
other than the first in (3.5).

Zwanziger'® claims generally that for the purpose of
constructing the necessary amplitudes and reducing
the number of invariants, the principle of gauge in-

18 D. Zwanziger, Phys. Rev. 133, B1036 (1964).

variance adds no new restrictions. Thus, for the
construction of amplitudes, Lorentz invariance alone
can be shown to be equivalent to the usual prescrip-
tion which includes both gauge invariance and relati-
vistic invariance. Since we have already assumed
Lorentz invariance as one of the basic principles of the
S-matrix theory, it is presumably no longer necessary
to impose gauge invariance as a separate requirement.

7. Unitarity, Analyticity, and
the A pproximation Scheme

The general requirement of unitarity and analyticity
of the S-matrix elements applies in the S-matrix
theory of electromagnetic interactions without any
change. Thus, again, we can write the unitarity condi-
tion as

disc. Tri=1(2m)* 2. Tra®P Tri8@ (pi—p). (3.9)

where # denotes the set of on-the-mass-shell inter-
mediate states that conserve energy, momentum, spin
and charge, etc. Here and in the following, when the
unitarity condition is used, it is always understood
that the scattering amplitude T, be written in the
form (2.5) as a linear combination of a set of invariant
operator functions T';, and the unitarity condition
gives the imaginary part of the scalar amplitudes 4;
across the cut in the complex energy plane as mentioned
in Sec. IL.

At this point, it should be noticed that the approxi-
mation scheme used in strong interaction physics
cannot be applied here since photon has zero mass.
In strong interactions the sum in (3.9) is replaced by
just a few terms, corresponding to the lower mass
intermediate states. Since the strong interactions are
of short range and mediated by quanta of finite mass,
this makes sense. In electrodynamics, the quanta has
zero mass and produces a force of infinite range. Here
the analytical structure is such that a pole is located
at the beginning of infinitely many cuts superimposed
on one another. To treat these infinitely many cuts at
the same time would certainly be impossible; we have
to resort to a different approximation scheme.

We recall that the usual formalism of quantum
electrodynamics has been quite successful expanding
the scattering amplitude in powers of ¢ or « (the fine
structure constant). As a=1/137«1, the perturba-
tion series converges rapidly. Here we shall employ
the same technique in the S-matrix theory by ex-
panding both sides of the unitarity relation in powers
of e. This is suggested by the expansion of .S in powers
of ¢ as given by (3.3). Thus, the unitarity condition
in the jth order becomes

i1
disc. Ty =i(2x)% 3, > Ty ®
=1 =

X TV (pi—pa).  (3.10)
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If the scattering amplitudes are known to a given
order in this perturbation scheme, then the disconti-
nuity of the scattering amplitude across the cut in
the next higher order can be determined using the
unitarity condition. It was stated before, but should
be mentioned at this point, that the necessary analyti-
city conditions to allow single and double dispersion
relations will be assumed. The dispersion relation
resulting from the assumed analyticity will then be
used to fix the scattering amplitude. Thus, in principle,
we can start out from the elementary interaction given
in Sec. IIT B4 to construct scattering amplitudes of
given initial and final states to arbitrary high orders by
repeatedly using the unitarity condition and dispersion
relations. Unfortunately, the analytical properties of
scattering amplitudes in general higher than fourth
order, have not yet been fully explored. Dispersion
relations are hard to write down, at least they will
be much more complicated than the Mandelstam
representation, if initial or final states involve more
than two particles. This is certainly a handicap in the
present calculation scheme of the S-matrix theory;
hopefully, it can be removed eventually. Actually,
this does not constitute a very important restriction
to electrodynamics, since higher-than-fourth-order ef-
fects are too small to be observed experimentally
anyway. The corresponding calculations in the Feyn-
man-Dyson method are also very tedious.

Before concluding this chapter, an important re-
mark should be made about the photons. They appear
in the S-matrix theory as massless vector particles
(spin 1). As a result of their vanishing mass, the
formalism should be gauge invariant. This has been
taken into account by constructing gauge invariant
scattering amplitudes to begin with. This was shown
to be possible as a consequence of just Lorentz invari-
ance (as was stated before). However, another con-
sequence of the zero photon mass appears as the
problem of infrared divergences in practical calcula-
tions. In all the calculations that we shall encounter
in the next chapter, a small photon mass A will be
assigned whenever infrared divergences appear; A will
be made to approach zero as limit at the end of the
calculation, so that no ambiguity would arise. Another
question intimately connected with the infrared di-
vergence problem is the possibility of emitting in-
finitely many soft photons in a scattering process. In
the present scheme, it is obviously impossible to
treat this problem adequately since we do not know as
yet, how to tackle the problem of three, let alone, an
infinite number of particles. We discuss this problem
later in Sec. V.

IV. CALCULATIONS IN THE S-MATRIX THEORY
OF THE ELECTROMAGNETIC INTERACTIONS

In this section, the amplitudes for the various
scattering processes and the finite contributions of the
higher order vertices will be obtained, using just the

general ideas of the S-matrix theory outlined in Sec.
ITI. These calculations can, and have, of course, been
carried out using traditional field theory. It is precisely
the purpose of the following calculations to show in
detail just how these same results are obtained within
an S-matrix framework. We shall start out with
second order processes.

A. Second-Order Scattering Processes

1. Compton Scattering

The diagram for Compton scattering is shown in
Fig. 2(a). The Mandelstam variables are then defined
as

§= (P1+42)2,
t=(p1—p3)?
u=(pr1—qs)%

We find the Compton scattering amplitude in the
second order. As noted in the last section, a general
scattering amplitude can be written as a linear com-
bination of the product of scalar amplitudes 4 (s, ¢, )
and invariant operator functions T; [see Eq. (2.5)].
The T;’s for the case of Compton scattering can be
constructed following the procedures given by Hearn
as mentioned earlier; it can be demonstrated that
there are six independent invariant operator func-
tions for the Compton scattering process of any order.
It is precisely our purpose to fix those (six) scalar
amplitudes associated with each T; for the case of
second-order Compton scattering process using the
S-matrix methods. Here, instead of writing down all
the invariant operator functions explicitly and then
proceeding the calculation, we adopt a slightly different
approach which is physically more instructive.

The expanded version of the unitarity condition in
second order takes the form

disc. (e, 72| T® | €5, va)
=224 e, ve | THO |0 ) (n | T® | e, v )

W (pu—poy—tw). (4.1)
e Y e v
E e
PN 9, PNy -9,
P
A9, 3 ~.~1
b ~ P o
e v e v

s-channel u-channel

(a) (b) (c)

Fi6. 2. Compton scattering,
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This expression for disc {(e;~, y2 | T® | €5, v4) contains
a sum of terms of matrix elements of the elementary
interaction T'® between the states | e, v) and |#n).
By assumption, the only nonzero matrix element is
(7| TW|e ) and this is given by (3.8). Thus,
the disc (e, 72| T® | e, v4) can be evaluated by
summing over the polarization states and integrating
over the momenta of this one-particle (in fact, one-
electron) intermediate state which is on the mass
shell (p2=m'"2). Thus

disc. 7® [e=(p1) +7v(g2)—€(p3) +v(gu), s channel ]
e m 1
- (27)5 (E1E3)Y? (2w920) V2

(D1t q@etm') e(g2) u(pr) 6(s—m'2).

It was noted before that, although the elementary
interaction (3.8) was written in terms of physical
free-particle wave functions, the three lines of the
elementary vertex cannot be on the mass shell simul-
taneously if the law of conservation of four-momentum
holds. In other words, this vertex does not represent a
physical process, if p?=p2=m? and ¢?=0 in the
lower part of Fig. 2(b). However, if the particle in the
intermediate state were a ‘“heavy” electron, i.e., we
assume p2=m"2>m?, then this could be a possible
physical process which then is assumed to have a
corresponding T-matrix element. Equation (4.2) was
obtained exactly under this assumption.

Now (4.2) immediately suggests that one of the six
invariant operator functions is

%(ps) e(ga)

(4.2)

_ m 1
T (E1E2) Y2 (2w2004) 12

(prt+qatm) e(g2) u(py).

The numerical factor is the normalization constant
for the wave functions, included for convenience.
Then the Compton scattering amplitude in second
order can be written as

Ty @(ps) e(ga)

(4.3)

6
T®=A(s,t,u) Tl‘l"ZA:i(s: t,u)T;.

=2

(4.4)

Using (2.6), (4.2) and the linear independence of the
T, we get

Im Aq(s, t, u) =[e2/2(2m)5]6(s—m’2),

valid for m'>m. (4.5)

Now, imagine the unitarity condition (4.2) as a
function of m' is analytically continued from /2> m?
to m'?=m? In that process, the intermediate state,
though still on the mass shell, is no longer a physically
possible state. It is assumed that this analytically

continued unitarity condition is still valid; this is what
is usually referred to as the “generalized unitarity
condition.” Whenever a one-(stable) particle inter-
mediate state is involved, it is always necessary to
carry this continuation out in order to construct the
amplitude. This unitarity condition yields

Im Ai(s, ¢, u) =[€2/2(27)5]6 (s —m?).
Now, applying a dispersion relation, we get

@ Im A4:(s', ¢,
Al(s,t,u)=7r_1f M’_u)dsl

o s'—s

= (¢¢/(2m)®) (m* — s)~".

It is clear that A4i(s, {, ) possesses a pole at s=m?,
Recall that A4; was obtained starting from the con-
tribution of Fig. 2(b) to the Compton scattering, using
just unitarity and analyticity. The result for 4; can
be (and is usually) expressed by observing that a
single-particle intermediate state in a given channel
yields a pole for the amplitude at s=m?, where m
is the mass of the intermediate particle and s is the
center of mass energy of that channel. We will use
this terminology from here on out. It should be noted
that, in the present, this represents merely a convenient
way of description; no new assumptions are made,
no new physics is thereby obtained.

Except for the first term on the right-hand side of
(4.4), the other 4; and T; remain so far undetermined.
It should be noted at this point that, if only the first
term in (4.4) were present, the scattering amplitude
would not possess crossing symmetry. In fact, the
crossing symmetry requires that the same T'® given
in (4.4) should also describe the u-channel process,
ie., e (p) +v(—q)—e (ps) +v(—ge), after the sub-
stitution [see (3.7)]:

(4.6)

QG

e(gz)<e(qs),
and

sou, with ¢ unchanged.

Since crossing symmetry is one of our basic require-
ments, it must be imposed. This requires a term
As(s, t, u)Ty to be included in (4.4), where T is
obtained from 7; by the above substitution, viz.,

. m 1
- (ELE) Y2 (205204) 12

Xii(ps) e(ga) (pr— qatm) e(ga)u(p),

and Aa(s,t,u) = A1(u,t,s), as a consequence of crossing.
By (4.6), we immediately get

As(s, t, u) =[e*/ (2m) ] (m*—u)~. (4.7)
Collecting all the results (4.4), (4.6), (4.7), we

T,
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Fi16. 3. Second-order electron self-energy.
obtain the second-order Compton scattering amplitude

as

TOLe=(p0) +v(g2)—e (ps) +v(gs) ]

- ¢ m 1
B (27)8 (ELE3)Y? (209200) 2

% {ﬁ(ﬁs) e(g) (p1+ gat+m) e(g) u(py)
(Prt+qe)2—m?

 Ep)ele) B gk meladutp), (g

(p1—qa)*—m?

in agreement with the usual result.

In passing, we note that in the ¢ channel (et+e—2y)
the lowest-order contribution to the unitarity condi-
tion comes from the fourth order, hence its effect is
neglected in this approximation. Other terms than
7=1, 2 in (4.4) are therefore redundant to this order
of approximation.

2. Pair Annihilation and Pair- Production Processes

Once the Compton scattering amplitude in second
order is obtained, the scattering amplitudes for the
two-photon free-pair annihilation process and the two-
photon pair-production process in second order can
readily be found by a direct application of crossing
symmetry; one has to use the necessary substitutions
as specified in (3.7).

3. Mdgiler Scattering and Bhabha Scattering

Following the same method, we can get the second-
order scattering amplitude of Mgller scattering:
e (p1) +e(pa)—e (ps) +e (ps). We note that in this
case the scattering amplitude in second order can have
a photon pole in both the ¢ and the % channel. As noted
earlier, the generalized unitarity condition has to be
used; thus the photon in the intermediate state is
treated as a massive vector meson—the mass is taken
to be zero at the end of calculation. The scattering

amplitude found in this way is identical with the usual
result. The amplitude for Bhabha scattering can again
be obtained by invoking crossing symmetry. Since
these results are well known and the method used is
a straightforward adaptation of the one just described
for Compton scattering, this brief indication should
suffice to demonstrate that the S-matrix method here
is of comparable simplicity to the usual Feynman—
Dyson method. For later purposes we record that for
Mpgller scattering

TOLe(pr)+-e(pa)—e (ps) +e(p4) ]

1 me? [ﬁ(;m)wu(;bz)ﬁ(i)a)v"u(pl)
(2m)° (ExEaEaEa)'s (p1—15)?

_a(ps) v (p2) a(pe) yu(py)
(p1—pu)? ] (49

and for Bhabha scattering
TOLe(pr) +et(p2)—e(ps)+e (ps) ]

__ 1 m'e’ [@(Pa) vtk (p1) 9(2) ¥*0 (ps)
(2m)8 (EaEyE3Eg)'2 (pr1—ps)?

_ G(Ps) w0 (p) B(pa) vhu (1)
T ] . (4.10)

B. Electron Self-Energy Diagram of Second Order

It is well known that the electron self-energy dia-
gram, Fig. 3(a) gives rise to a divergent integral in
field theory. The method of renormalization was used
to extract the finite, physically meaningful part from
this infinite quantity. In the S-matrix theory we do
not use the renormalization technique, instead the
finite part of the electron self-energy is supposed
to come out of the formalism automatically. This is
an important advantage of the dispersion theory. To
illustrate the technique, we consider the effect of the
self-energy diagram in the radiative correction of the
Compton scattering case, Fig. 3(b). We see that the
finite part contributing to this diagram is exactly
the same as that predicted by field theory. Although
we use Compton scattering as an example, the same
result would be obtained if other similar processes
are considered.

Fourth-order Compton scattering gives rise to six
diagrams in the s channel (see Fig. 10). In the present
calculation just the contribution of Fig. 10(a), here
given as Fig. 3(b), is considered. The others are dis-
cussed later.

The discontinuity of this particular scattering ampli-
tude can now be found by invoking the unitarity con-



T-T. Cuou AND M. DRESDEN S-Matrix Theory of Electromagnetic Interactions 153

dition to fourth order.

disc. Ta®[p1, gr—ps, ¢a]=1(2m)*S{ps, qa | T+P | pr, gs){pr, gs | TP | p1, q2)8@ (prt-gs—pr1—q).  (4.11)

Here, and in the following, S denotes the integration over the three-momenta and the summation over the spin
and polarization states of the intermediate particles. The intermediate state in (4.11) is a state of one electron
(#7) and one photon (gs). The choice of this intermediate state, and no others, corresponds precisely to the choice
of a particular diagram. Inserting the direct terms in the second-order matrix elements as obtained from A (1)
into the right-hand side of the unitarity condition, we get

e T e
1 ) =1 4 (4) — Py
disc. To®Lpr, grps, gu]=1(2m)'S |:(21r) 6] [E1 Es E2w0204 (2wg) 2 ]12 S0Pt e gs)

@(ps) e(qs) (Pst gatm) e(gs) u(pr) .12(?7) e(gs) (P1+qe +m) e(gs) u(p)
(patgs)*—m? (pr1+go)2—m?

X

_ —iet m
N (27r) 8 2 ( E1E3w2w4) 1/2

a(p)e(a) [ dipn [ dasd(pi—mo(p0)

1
X 8(gs?—N2)0(gs) 8 (p1+ge— p1—gs) (s—m?)?

(s+m?) (s+m2—N2) ]
s

X {2m(s+m2+)\2)+ [8m2— (Dt ‘Iz)} e(g)u(p), (4.12)

where the sum on the spin states has been carried out by using

2 u(p)a(pr) = (prt-m) /2m,

and that over the polarization states by
D eece(gs)eeee(gs)eeem=—soryyeeoyhens
s=(p1tqe)

The photon mass is assumed to be finite (\) for purpose of this calculation. After we carry out the integration
in (4.12), disc. To® (p1, gz—ps3, gs) as a function of s can be put in the form

et m
8(21r) 7 (E1E3w2w4) 12

s is defined as

disc. T,@(s) =—

@(ps) e(gs) [Bi(s) (P1+ qot+m) +21(s) Je(gz) u(pr), (4.13)

where
By(s) = [W_ (s+m2) (s+m2—)\2)] {[s— (m+N)2][s— (m—N)2]}v2 65— (m-N)7],
s s(s—m?)?
2i(s) = {Zm(s ) —m [W_ (s+m2) (-:}‘m?_..)\?)]} {[s— (m+t)(z:|—[é;1;)(2m—k)2]}1/2 Lo ()]

(4.14)
Now write T, (s) as a linear combination of invariant amplitudes

T, ®=B(s)[m/ (E1Es)Y*][1/2(waws) ] (ps) e(qa) (p1+ go+m) e(g2) u(p1)
+2(5) Im/ (B E3) Y2[1/2 (wys) V2T (ps) €(ge) €(g2) u(pr) ++ -+ (4.15)

(See Ref. 17.) Again other amplitudes are not listed since they do not occur here.
With the definition (4.15), (4.13) gives

Im B(s) =[—e/(27)*JiaBi(s),
Im =(s) =[—e*/(27)J2aZs(s). (4.16)

17 Previously 7" has been written as 2,4;7;. In this case, 41,42 are called B(s) and =(s), respectively. The choice of T} is clearly
suggested by (4.13).
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If B(s) and =(s) again satisfy a dispersion relation, then they can be calculated as

B(s)=7"1 /_m——htli(;) )
S(s) = “/_ zn‘i'zi(sﬂ (4.17)

Since B and Z; are explicitly given, the integration can be carried out; it is quite straightforward but very tedious.
Special attention should be paid to the term, contained in B;(s’), which gives rise to the infrared divergence.

It has the form:
Bi(s") = -+ —[4/(s'—m®)*J{[s'— (m+N)Z][s'— (m—N) 2]} 2. (4.18)

A photon mass X has been included just for the purpose of carrying out this integral. The results of these calcula-
tions are

. —3p
20)= s (1= 1 [ 1= 22 |
(4.19)
_ —e? « e p*+4p— _ 1 zﬁ—c
B6) = i (— ) {t=n T oot PR | 412 [ 2, (420)
where
p=1—s/m?, a=e/4r.
The scattering amplitude of interest then becomes
2
L) = s e W09 €0 2/ (ot a) e(au(p), (4.21)
where Z;(p) stands for
1 2—3p ) p+m[ 1 ( pidp—4 ) 1 dx]}
) ~ _ a2 (o BT —2 [ =, @2
= el G e R P O DRy i B

in complete agreement with the results of quantum electrodynamics. In passing, we note that the corresponding
results obtained in Refs. 1 and 18, using Feynman-Dyson technique, are in error. It is observed that a wrong
sign appearing in Eq. (9.24) of Ref. 1 has exactly caused this mistake.

It is still interesting to observe that no renormalization was necessary; the actual integrals encountered in this
computation are definitely different from those occurring in the Feynman-Dyson theory, although the final result
is identical. No question of crossing symmetry can be raised at this point, since what is calculated is only a part
of a scattering amplitude.

C. Photon Self-Energy Diagram in Second Order

The contribution of the photon self-energy diagram in second order, Fig. 4(a), can be obtained in the S-matrix
theory in much the same way as we did for the electron self-energy.

We have seen that in the lowest order of the scattering of a positron by an electron a pole occurs in the s channel,
Fig. 4(b). If a two-particle intermediate state, such as an electron—positron pair, is included in the unitarity
condition, Fig. 4(c), we would get the analog of the photon self-energy modification of the “photon propagator.”

The second-order s-channel scattering amplitude of an electron by a positron is, as we mentioned earlier,

TP pr, pr—ps, Pal=[1/(2m) S 1[m2e*/ (ErEs Es Eg) V2 I[ (prtp2) 210 (p5) viuv (pa) D(p2) Yu(pr) . (4.23)

The discontinuity of the fourth-order scattering amplitude, corresponding to Fig. 4(c), is again given by the

8 A. I. Akhiezer and V. B. Berestetskii, Elements of Quantum Electrodynamics (English Translation) (Oldbourn Press, London,
1959), 2nd revised edition.
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unitarity condition,

1 met

(2m)8 (ELEyE3Ey)'?

disc. T.®[p1, Pa—>ps3, Pe]= Sd? Psdspe 5(4)(1’5“" ps— p1—p2)
@(ps) v (P1) 0( o) v'u(ps) @(ps) o0 (ps) B(pa) v'u(pr)

(ps+pe)? (prt12)?

7 4etm
(21r) 8 ( E1E2E3E4)

172 / d'ps d*ped(p5"—m*)0(ps) 8(pe—m?)6 (po)

@(ps) vuv(pa) B(p2) y'u(p1)
(prtp2)2(ps+ps)?

The spin sum has already been carried out in (4.24).
Following the previous pattern, define 4A* by

1
XD (ps+ pe— p1— p2) e Lps“ps’ +pspe— g (pspetm?) 1. (4.24)

m?e? 1 71(}[73)7117)(P4)77(P2)7v“(?1) Aw
(EyE2E3Eg) V2 (27)° (pr+p2)? ’

T®[p1, Pr—ps, Psl= (4.25)

here s= (p1+p2)2, etc. Then (4.24) yields

Tm A= 2(2r )2./d41’5 @*ped(ps2—m*)0(ps) (ps*—m?)0(ps) 8P (ps+ po— p1— Pz) - (¢g—gr¢—404),  (4.20)

where we introduced the new variables
q=pst+ps= p1+ 2,
Q=3 (ps—ps). (4.27)

Thus the integration in (4.26) is facilitated by observing that Q#Q” is a tensor. The number of tensors which
can be constructed from g* and ¢*, ¢’, is very restricted. In the integrand Q*Q” can be replaced by:

eff
Q' =3 (m*— 1®) [g~— (¢*¢’/ D) 1.
Thus

Tm A= = [ atg QN (g +Q)*—m WL (g— Q)]

X0(3¢+0)0(3¢—0) 6® (g— pr— 1) (4/3¢) 1+ (2m*/ ") N (¢* — ¢°¢*) . (4.28)
We then get after integration

2 — 4p2 2!
Im A»(s)=— 2 = <1+ 2_7(5_)(ng g q) 0(s—4m?)
¢

120 s s
=Im A(s)[g"— (¢¢’/g1) 1. (4.29)
This defines the Im A (s) explicitly. where we defined sin? §=s/4m?, and set 4 (0) =0. Thus

Note that as s—o, Im A(s)—1, hence if A(s) -
satisfies a dispersion relation at all, it must be a sub- A (5) = a [1 142 sin?6 ( _ 6 >](gﬂ" 9“q )
3 .

tracted dispersion relation. Assuming this, 4#*(s) can T |9 3 sin? 9 tan q?
be found as (4.31)
A(s)=m"1 / cD[(s’——s)"‘— 1] Im A (s") ds’+A(0) This is exactly the renormalized polarization tensor
- which can also be obtained by field theory. (Compare,
for example, Reference 19, p. 553.) It would seem
e [1 1+4+2sin?6 0 -
= 1772 6 - 3sin2 6 - tan 8/ |’ (4.30) 1S, S. Schweber, Introduction to Relativistic Quantum Field

Theory (Row and Peterson, Evanston, Ill., 1961).
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F16. 4. Photon self-energy diagram.

that this follows in quite a straightforward manner
from the S-matrix postulates.

The separation of A* into the factors A(s) and
g”— (¢*¢’/q?) corresponds to a particular decomposi-
tion of T into scalar amplitude and invariant operator
function. If one were to write instead

Im A»=Im (A(s)/¢*)(g"¢*—q'q),

which the invariance arguments certainly allow, one
would assume an unsubtracted dispersion relation for
A(s)/q?=A(s)/s, which would give the same result.

If (4.31) is substituted into (4.25), the scattering
amplitude corresponding to Fig. 4(c) is obtained:

Ts(4)|:j71; ﬁ2__)P37 ﬁ‘i]: TS(Z)[PI) Z—)2_>P37 ﬁ4]

all 142 sin20( 0 )]
= - 1— , (4.33
X T [9 3 sin? § tan 6 ( )

where sin? 6= (p1+ ps)2/4m?.

(4.32)

D. The Third Order Vertex Part With External
Electron Lines (Electron Form Factors)

We now consider the determination of the third-
order vertex part using dispersion techniques. A general
vertex corresponding to the annihilation of an electron—
positron pair is shown in Fig. 5(a).

In the center of mass system of the electron—positron
pair, the vertex part can be expressed by a function,

disc. {g | T® | p, P2)=1(2m)*S(q | TO* | n)(n | T® | py, P2)6® (pn— p1— p2),

F(s), of one variable. This function is the matrix
element (y| T |e*, =) between a virtual photon of
mass s'/2 and a physical state consisting of an electron—
positron pair with total energy s'2, where ¢?=s=
(pr+p2)%

Just from invariance arguments (Lorentz and C, P,
T, invariance), one can write for {(y| T'| e+, =)

(v T|et, e )=F(s)
=e[m/(EEz)*[1/(2)*]5(ps)
XLF1(@) vt Fa(g®) oy Ju(p1) .

(For a transverse photon, a*= (27)~%2(2w) 1%~ F
and F, are usually referred to as the charge and mag-
netic form factors of the electron. When s=0, the
photon becomes a real one with zero energy; the
matrix element (y| T |e*, e~), or equivalently F(s),
will then become the elementary vertex introduced in
Sec. ITI, Eq. (3.4):

(4.34)

m 11
T heo=e T Byih (2t 2y
X(pa)vau(pr)er.  (4.35)

In field theory this condition is used to renormalize
the divergent vertex part. It will be used in a similar
vein in the S-matrix theory to fix the undetermined
constant in the once subtracted dispersion relation for
the charge form factor of the electron. By insisting on
(4.35) in field theory, one actually fixes the charge e.
In dispersion theory, this same condition fixes a sub-
traction constant. These constants govern the asymp-
totic behavior (for high energies) of matrix elements.
Thus there is some similarity between the physical
significance of the use of (4.35) in both approaches—
but they do not appear to be rigorously the same.

Following the by now usual procedure, the imaginary
part of Fi(s) or the discontinuity of (v| T |e*, &)
in third order can be determined by the unitarity
condition:

(4.36)

where # is a set of physical intermediate states which conserve energy-momentum and all other quantum numbers.
It is seen that the only possible choice for # is the state of one electron-positron pair, with momenta g; and gs.

Hence
63
(2m)?

disc. {¢| T® | py, Pa)=1(27)* Sdiq1 &g,

md
(E1E2) 1 26162

0D (prtpa—q1—q2) 5(g2) vur (1)

@(q1) 10 (ge) 0(p2) y'u(p1)

s @(q1) vou(p1) 5(p2) v'v(g2)
X [ (p1—qe)?

(prtp2)? ] » (437)

where use has been made of (4.10). The two terms in (4.37) correspond to diagrams 5(b) and 5(c). For T®

one uses

g TO | qu, Go)=e[m/ (ere2) V*I[1/ (27) *10(ga) vure (q1) @*.

(4.38)
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The spin sums in (4.37) can be carried out; there results

disc. {g| T® | p, pa)= (21'33)5 W / d*qy d*qad (g —m?) 8(ga*—m?)0(1)0(ge) 8P (pr+pa—q1—g2)
vy [ 8y (ge—m)vu(grt-m)vou(py) | 0(pe)vu(pr) Tr [(gitm)vs(ge—m)7v,]
Xa(9) [ (pr—q)? + (prt+22)? ]
4ied
= oy (g | QL+ L (g— 0~ m e+~ Q)ex(g)
_ 1¢—Q 2mQy 1 2 QP, }
xatp) {(1+ F=) et o 400, | g + | + o] w0, (439
where we have defined the new variables:
=3(po—p1),
0=3(g—q).
Comparing (4.34) and (4.39), we get
I Fu(@)mtTm Fa()ouar=— oy [ Q5L (a+0)—mTol (hg— 0~ mB(3g+Q)0(hg—0Q)
= 2mQ 1 2 Qp,
x v g e o [t 5l e - 4

It is to be understood that this equation holds as an equality for matrix elements taken between 7(ps) <« +u(p1),
where v and # are free-particle states. Simplifications result if use is made of the following relations:

9(p2) pu(pr) = — 5(p2) mu(p1)
9(p2) qu(p1) =0.

Using these we can show, after some straightforward but lengthy calculations, that (4.40) can be written as

Im F1(92)7u+1m Fz(q2)a',,,,qv=— —_ / d4QB[(2q_|_Q)2 m“’]é[(éq Q)z m2]0(§q+Q)0(2q Q)
-0 1 2\ Pg—(P-Q)
% {[1+ degit (Tmort o) ap |
P-Q ! 2\ PQ*—3(P-Q)*
" [P2(P—Q)2 * ((P—Q)2 * "q") T] mE } - (44D)

In the above equation, the term [(}¢?—Q?)/(P—Q)%ly, in the integrand will cause an infrared divergence, if
the integration over Q is carried out. Drell and Zachariasen® have calculated the charge form factors using dis-
persion technique, however, the infrared divergence has not been treated sufficiently carefully. To study the infrared
divergence more carefully here, a photon mass A is introduced. Now the integration over Q can be performed
unambiguously with the result:

(q 4m2)1/2 {1 ¢*—2m? f“‘qz“)‘"'z] dx 13 2m?

Im F:(o? Im Fo(g®)opd’= — o L5 am”
m Fi(¢") vut-Im Fo(¢)owg'= 7 2 gt o TR g
m? wq
— W‘Yﬂ—’r%m q2—4m2} 0(s—4am?). (4.42)

Denote s=¢2 Im F; and Im F, can be written as functions of s.

e2s
Im F1(S) = Er

Im Fy(s) = (52/4,,r) Im[s(s—4m?) 20 (s—4m?). (4.43)

2 S, D. Drell and F. Zachariasen, Phys. Rev. 111, 1727 (1958).
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F(s) and Fi(s) themselves, can then be found by using dispersion relations. For Fy(s), we have an unsubtracted
dispersion relation since Im F» behaves as 1/s for s—o,

/ Im Fy(s’) s’

’

Fg(s) =q1
§—s

= (e2/4r) (8mm)~1(26/sin 26), (4.44)
where we defined sin? 0= s/4m?.
Since the anomalous magnetic moment of the electron is defined as the magnetic form factor of the electron

at zero momentum transfer, except for a factor 4m, we immediately get the anomalous magnetic moment as
p=4mF.(0) =a/27. (4.45)

To get Fi(s), we observe that Im F;(s) approaches a constant as s goes to infinity. This forces us to use a sub-

tracted dispersion relation. Hence
Im Fy(s') ,,
———ds
s'(s'—s)

2
=2 {2 (ln 2m —1>(1— i
2w A tan 2

Fi(s)—F1(0) =71 51 f

@ In (22—1)
) +0 tan 0+ tan 260 [./; 22+4tan2 0

dz tan 0—tan 26 1n 2]}

tan 6,

N o F _ 1+2 sin20(1_ 0
x (9

3sin?f _)} - (446)

F1(0) is, of course, arbitrary; however we will put F1(0) equal to zero. This is actually necessary for we require,

as stated at the beginning, that [see (4.35)]

(V| T | e, e )omo=e[m/ (EE2) V¥ [ 1/ (2w) ¥ 0 () vt (p1) a*.

Up to the third order

| Tlet e )= | TOHTE) ety o)

= e[m/ (ExEz)*][1/ (27)*10(pe) {L1+F1(s) JvutFa(s) owg’ () 0.

Hence, for ¢g=0 or s=0, we must have

F1(0)=0

(4.47)

and the subtraction constant is in fact, determined by (4.35). The result (4.46) can be compared with that ob-
tained from field theory, e.g., Ref. 19, pp. 543, 553. They indeed agree, since we can prove the following (non-

trivial) equality by a series expansion

¢ afw In (22—
n
a 22+ tan? 0

E. Magnetic Moment of the Electron

We have seen in Sec. IVD how the electron form
factors can be obtained by using dispersion techniques.
These techniques can, in fact, be used to compute the
form factors to higher orders by including in the right-
hand side of (4.36) other intermediate states. While
it is simple in principle, the actual computation would
be rather tedious and difficult. However, for the cal-
culation of the anomalous magnetic moment of the
electron, simplifications result since the dispersion rela-
tion requires no subtractions and, moreover, just the
magnetic form factor at zero momentum transfer is
of interest. A calculation in fourth order in e has been
carried out by Terent’ev® using this technique. The

2 M. V. Terent’ev, Zh. Eksperim. i Teor. Fiz. 43, 619 (1962)
[English transl. Soviet Phys.—JETP 16, 444 (1963)].

J 20
dz—In 2 tan 20=2/ x tan x dx—In 2 tan 26 (1— ) .

tan 26,

result obtained is in complete agreement with the
previous ones, e.g., by Petermann,?? using quantum
electrodynamics. The advantage of the dispersion
method in this case consists in the fact that the problem
can be reduced without much labor to double inte-
grations over rational functions and logarithms. Hence,
the computational labor is somewhat less than in the
usual method using Feynman techniques.

In the following we shall, instead of presenting all
the details of the calculations, give the contributions
from various dispersion graphs (Fig. 6). These will
be compared with the corresponding contributions of
Feynman diagrams.

The anomalous magnetic moment of the electron
in fourth order of e can be separated into a sum of

2 A, Petermann, Fortschr. Physik 6, 505 (1958).
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terms, each corresponding to a particular dispersion
graph:

u=pu®4u® (4.48)
where

6 4
p@=>"®, and u®=23 u®,
k=1 k=1

The superscripts indicate the number of particles ap-

a® = (a3/m) ()

@ = (o?/4n?) [3¢ (3) —7* In 2+437°—

usD = po®

wa®= (a/7%) (x2/32)

ps? = (a?/4n?) [ % §(3)—(91r2/2) In 24432~
272 In 2452

pe® = (a?/4a?) [ (3) —

159

pearing in the intermediate state of the unitarity con-
dition, and the kth terms in the sums correspond to
the graph M; in Fig. 6. Those lines which contain a
cross, represent the intermediate particle states which
should be put on the mass shell according to unitarity.
Since to each diagram M;®, there exists a correspond-
ing symmetrical counterpart, a factor of two appears
in u®.

The results of dispersion calculation are listed below:

7T—In N(3—37%) ]

i+2InN(1+4m) ]

1 ®= (02/272)[— (1r2/18) +4++1In )\]

we® = (a?/20%)[— 185 (3) —

us® = (a2/272) [ —42¢(3) + (572/6) In 2— (T%2/36)+34—% In )\(37r2
ws® = (a2/202)[— ¢ (3) + 72 In 2— (107%/9) + 352 —1 In A (37

Summing up, we get

b= Z ui®+2 Z pi®

k=1

= (o/n*) [Tai+ (7*/12) + {5 (3) =37 In 2],

where \ is the photon mass and { (%) is the Riemann function.
Using Feynman techniques, Petermann obtained the contributions u; from each graph M; in Fig. 7.

pr= (o2/7?) (§+33r2+45(3) — & In 2)

(/) [15+(v¥/18)]
p11e= (/%) [— 2%
M11a= (ag/ 71'2)

pire= (o?/7%) ('%%9-—

MIIa™=

).

The sum of these five terms coincides exactly with
the dispersion results.

It is easily seen by inspection that various terms in
both calculations are indeed related:

pr=ps® -+ 2@,

prra= pa@-+ps @+ 2@,

prre=2p® +pa®+ps®,

pra=2m®,

prre= @, (4.52)

These relations can be understood immediately by
tracing “their background” to the diagrams. A given
Feynman diagram can be evaluated by using the

3= (n%/18) +5 In (N/m?) ]

— 42812 In \(31°—3) ]
115 2+s”r2 In 2+———— In )\(1+ 2)]
1]
(4.50)
EH(r*/18) = 3¢(3) +3n In 2—F In (\/me) ]
(4.51)

dispersion relations and unitarity. The unitarity con-
dition requires that all possible intermediate states
be summed over; thus, to a given order, it is equivalent
with the procedure of cutting the diagram into two
halves with the lower half representing a physical
scattering process and the upper half is then a vertex.
The lines being cut now representing physical particles
must be on the mass shell. Hence, we have the set
of relations (4.52).

It is perhaps pertinent to note that in the actual
integrations, important differences occur. In the dis-
persion theory, all the intermediate integrations are
on the mass shell—hence more easily performed than
those in the Feynman-Dyson theory, which are off
the mass shell.
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F. The Third-Order Vertex Part for a Single External
Electron Line

Consider next, the vertex with one photon line (g)
and one electron line (p) both regarded as external
or free, while the other electron line (p+¢) may or
may not be free. We shall again compute the contri-
bution of this kind of vertex using the S-matrix

disc. (p+q| T® | p, q)=1(20)*S(p+q| TO* | k, p1)<k, 1| T | p, )3 (k+p1—

where we can use

theory. The dispersion diagram for this case is shown
in Fig. 8 where the intermediate particles (photon with
momentum £, and electron with momentum p;) have
to be on the mass shell.

Following the same procedures as before, we can find
the discontinuity of the matrix element, {p +¢| T'| p, ¢),
representing the vertex under consideration.

The unitarity condition gives us, to third order in e,

(p+q| TO | &, p1)=Le/ (27)*1(m/ Exdew) ™y (p+q) e(k) u(p1)

as the first-order vertex. The appropriate term for T'® is one of the terms in the Compton scattering amplitude

(4.8), namely,

m

Ky p1| T® | p, q)=—

1 a(p)e(g) (p—ktm)e(R)ulp)

e
(2m)8 (EE,)Y2 (2w2w1)1/2

(p—k)*—m*

The summation over spin and polarization can be carried out as usual; hence, we have, after integrating over s,

ied

disc. {(p+q| T®|p, ¢)=

172
(27)5 \E (m) (20 )1,21//(17-1—9) /d“/’eé(k2 N)0(k) o[ (p+q—k)2—m?]

X0(p+g—k)[(p—F)*—m* T ([(2e(N+2pg—mq) —4(p, €) g+4m(p-e) ]

tk{2e[—2(p+9) "+ gy*]1+4(p-e) v+ 4 qe*—4dme*} —

deyhb)u(p). (4.54)

The integrations can be performed, thought they are quite lengthy; the results can be put into the following form:

disc. {(p+q| T®|p, q)= ——

(2 )* \20E,

where

Ay=—70[s— (m+N)?] (%j(ﬁ—l

ies (Zm ) 2'/’(P+9)[A1e+Bleq+C1(1)-e)—{-Dl(p.g) alu(p),

(4.55)

{[s— (m+N)2][s— (m—N)2]}12

By= (7m/s)0(s—m?)
Cr=—2mx[ (3/2s) — (m2/25?) J0 (s—m?)

2 2
D= {"Sﬂ +21r[ ~

G

:I} 0(s—m?).

2, st o (e T On )

s—m?

n
s+mP—

—{[s— (m+N)]Ls— (m—N)2]}

(4.56)

If one writes (p+q | T® | p, ¢) as a linear combination of invariant amplitudes:

(p+q| T® | p, q)=

(27 )32a (%)1/2 (2w)12

Y(p+q)[Ade+Beg+C(p, e)+D(p, ) glu(p),

(4.57)

then A, B, etc., as a function of s, can be determined again through dispersion relations. For 4, again a once-
subtracted dispersion relation is required, as for the other vertex part discussed in Sec. IVD. A straightforward

and tedious calculation gives,

s'—s

A= [l 8

=1+In (\/m)—

_If Aq(s') ds’

s'—m?

%[(z—p)/(l—p)] In ,0+'I(P, )‘)y
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where

SNt (5= (VT = (m=N) e

o 1 1 2 )2
I(p,N)= f ds’ ( ’ - )(— Wi 2) In
(m+n2 S—S S — my, S —m

B(s)=m™(p—1)" In p,
C(s)=—m{—(p—1)7+[(3p—2)/(p—1)*] In p},

s'+m2—N— {[s'— (m4-N)7][s'— (m—N) 2]} /2’

—2 [F(p—l)—m—l)]} , (4.58)

F(z)= /z On (14%)/u] du
0

1 { 1 2 (p—2)(20—1)
D(s)=——{——+~-—————"1n
%) m{ p—1 »p p(1—p)? p*
where
and

p= (m*—s) /m?.

The corresponding results are obtainable from field
theory; the only place these results are given is by
Akhiezer and Berestetskii.’® The two results do agree
except in 4 (s) where it remains to be shown that the
integral I(p, \) is equal to 1++In (\/m) —p~'[F(p—1) —
F(—1)]. This is presumably true, because if \ is set
to be 0 before the integration is carried out, one does
get —p [ F(p—1)— F(—1)]. However, keeping finite
renders the integration quite difficult, and the identity
of the two expressions remains to be shown. This is
really of some importance, for this is the first instance
in which the S-matrix theory and field theory do not
give manifestly identical results.

G. Photon-Photon Scattering

We present in this section the procedures involved
in deriving the scattering amplitude for photon—
photon scattering from the S-matrix theory.?® In the
usual Feynman-Dyson theory, the calculation was
quite cumbersome, since it is a fourth-order process.
The corresponding calculations in the S-matrix theory
can be carried out by following the same prescription
we have been using. Knowing the amplitudes for
pair creation and pair annihilation, the imaginary part
of the photon—photon scattering amplitude can be
obtained through the use of the unitarity condition.

1
t9 1:\9
9 A\ %
e et B
i
Pl _Px
e e

(a) (b) (c)

F16. 5. Third-order vertex part for external electron lines.

23 B, De Tollis, Nuovo Cimento 32, 757 (1964).

By using dispersion relation, the calculation would
follow the usual pattern. However, in view of the
symmetry that this particular process possesses, the
calculation can be carried out in a much simpler
way in the S-matrix theory by using the Mandelstam
representation and the Cutkosky rules, although the
standard procedure would certainly work.

The Feynman diagram for the process is shown in
Fig. 9, the corresponding amplitude is denoted by
M®, This is one of the six possible diagrams. Two
others [with amplitudes denoted by M® and M®]
are obtained by the interchange 2¢»4, 3«»4. The
other three differ from these only by reversing the
arrow direction in the closed loop; therefore they add
nothing new, except a factor of two to the total ampli-
tude.

The photons have four-momenta %;, satisfying the
conservation law:

> k=0 (i=1,2,3,4).

The Mandelstam variables in this case are defined as
s= (ki-t-ke)?/4,
1= (kitks)%/4,
u= (ki-+ks)?/4,

where the factor § is introduced for convenience, and
s, t, u are connected by s+¢+#=0. The total scattering
amplitude M can be written as

M=M® (S, t)+M(2) (S, t) +M® (S, t)’

(4.59)

M® and M® are the contributions of the crossed
diagrams, or equivalently

M=MO(s, ) + MO (u, ) + MO (s, w). (4.60)

Thus it is clear that M is totally symmetrical with
respect to s, ¢, and %. M®, in the Feynman-Dyson
theory, is given by the following expression (apart
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from a constant):

pt+m

uo=i [ap Tx {el 2in, (p— k) +m

(p—ko)*—

(P+k1+k3)+m (1’+k1)-|-m}
otk & Gimy—m - 40U

This integration is difficult to perform.

In the following, for the sole purpose of illustrating
the technique of the S-matrix theory, we assume the
scattering takes place in a plane and the polarization
vectors all point perpendicular to the scattering plane.

Xes

The whole problem is, as always, the determination
of the amplitudes. The analyticity condition allows
integral representations of these amplitudes. The inte-
grands contain a special function whose determination
now becomes the central problem. Cutkosky® has
found general rules giving these spectral functions.
For the special case of the square diagram, which is
the one needed here, the rule just asserts that each
one of the four lines shall be simultaneously put on
the mass shell. In other words, the Feynman propa-
gators in (4.61) must just be replaced by & functions.
Thus the Mandelstam double spectral function 4®
which occurs in M@ can readily be written down as

AO(s, )= f dip Tr {e(p+m)e( p— ko+m) e(p+ kit kstm) e( p+ kntm))

X 8(p2—m?) o[ (p— k) *—m?1oL (p+krtks) *— m* o[ (p+Fr)*—m?].  (4.62)
This integral is easily performed with the result
1

AO(s, §) = Yst(st—s—1) T2 [—st+2 (1— S—H) ] (4.63)

Thus, the Mandelstam representation gives (with this value of A® (s, ¢)

A‘U(s 14 )

(s, 0= [ Z=ts as’ e, 4.64
uos 0= [| Zsie (4:64)

where the region of integration is defined by st—s—¢>0. Since (4.64) diverges, we are forced to use a once sub-
tracted dispersion relation, i.e.,

oo [ 412 4 [H10 o ff A

The subtraction constant, C, is zero, for if s and ¢ are both zero, one must expect that there is no scattering, hence
M should vanish. The single spectral function f has the same form for both dispersion integrals as a consequence
of the symmetry of M with respect to s and ¢. It follows from (4.65) that as #—0 one obtains the single spectral

ds' dt'. (4.65)

function f(s):
f(s)=7"1Im M®(s, t=0)

= 2 [ e i byl

This integral can again be performed without any
difficulty, yielding

f()=3[1+(4/5) J(1=s)12—[1+4-(2/5) J cosh™* (5)*/2,
(4.67)

With (4.63) and (4.67), M® can indeed be put into
the same form as the results obtained by Karplus
and Neuman? using perturbation theory. This is by
no means surprising, since we know that the fourth
order scattering amplitude satisfies the Mandelstam
representation. Yet in the S-matrix theory approach,
the computations are much simpler and more straight-
forward.

# R. Karplus and M. Neuman, Phys. Rev. 80, 380 (1950);
83, 776 (1951).

(4.66)

Incidently, we remark that although the transcen-
dental functions defined in the De Tollis’ paper appear
formally different from the corresponding one in
Karplus and Neuman’s paper, they are in fact identi-
cal as can be shown by partial integrations.

H. Higher-Order Radiative Corrections to Scattering
Processes

We have obtained the scattering amplitudes for
various lowest-order scattering processes using only
the basic principles cited in the last chapter. The
higher-order scattering amplitudes can be generated
from the lower-order ones by repeatedly applying
unitarity and dispersion relations. So, leaving out the
difficulties associated with having three or more par-
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tices in in or out states which renders the dispersion
relation quite complicated (or practically impossible),
we can, using our present techniques, calculate at least
for any two-in two-out process to fourth-order without
any difficulties. Thus, the fourth-order radiative cor-
rections to any of the scattering processes discussed
in Sec. IVA can be worked out. We pick out the
Compton scattering as an example to calculate its
fourth-order radiative corrections.

The dispersion diagrams for fourth-order Compton
scattering in the s channel are given in Fig. 10.

The complete scattering amplitude in fourth order
can again be obtained following the usual procedure.
The unitarity condition asserts that

disc. (ps, g | T® | p1, g2)=3(2m)*{S{ps, qu | T+® | pr, gs)
X1, gs | T® | 1, g2)0® (pr4-gs— pr—ge)
+S(ps, ga | TH® [ po) (P | TP | p1, g2)8® (pr+ga— o)
+S(ps, qa | THO [ po){po | T | p1, g2)8® (p1+q2+19) }.
(4.68)

Now, if the second-order Compton scattering ampli-
tude, (4.8), which contains the ‘“direct” and the
“exchange” terms, is substituted into the first term
on the right-hand side of the above equation, one gets
four terms out of it. The “direct—direct” term corre-
sponds to Fig. 10(a), the “direct-exchange” term to
Fig. 10(d), the “exchange-direct” term to Fig. 10(c)
and the “exchange-exchange” term to Fig. 10(f).
The second and third terms on the right-hand side
of (4.68) arise from the one-particle intermediate
state, for which the generalized unitarity condition
has to be used. The second term thus corresponds to
Fig. 10(b), and the third term to Fig. 10(e). After
the imaginary parts of the scattering amplitude cor-
responding to each diagram in Fig. 10 are obtained,
the amplitudes themselves can again be obtained by a

(3)
M
Mg 1 2 M3 +

@ M(?D M(b)
F16. 6. Dispersion graphs in magnetic moment calculations.

direct application of the dispersion relation, a pro-
cedure which is by now a routine one.

The scattering amplitude for Fig. 10(a) has been
obtained in Sec. IVB, (4.21); no more discussion is
necessary. Figure 10(f) can be calculated in essentially
the same way as Fig. 10(a), only a little bit more
complicated. Actually Fig. 10(f) is a square diagram,;
one can again use, as in Sec. IVG, the Mandelstam
representation and Cutkosky rules to simplify the
calculation. One gets the same result as in perturba-
tion field theory. Therefore, we do not present the
calculation here.

Figures 10(b)—(e) are symmetrical. We demonstrate
how the contributions from (b) and (c) can be added
up to give the same result as in Feynman-Dyson
theory.

The discontinuities of the scattering amplitude cor-
responding to Fig. 10(d) and (e) are denoted by
disc (ps, g1 | Ta® | p1, g2) and disc (ps, ga | Te® | p1, g2,
respectively.

disc (p3, qu| Ta® | p1, g2), which can be obtained
from the unitarity condition using a two-particle
intermediate state, has essentially the same form as
(4,55) in Sec. IVF, except for the replacement p—p;,
g—ge, and

i(ps) €' (q1) (1t gatm) .

Y(p-tg—— (2;)3 (%)1/2

Thus we have

16t m 1

(2w4) 112

(prt+gq2)*—m?

1

disc. (ps, gu| Ta® | p1, g2)=

T (21)8 (EEs) Y2 (209200) 2 5—
X[ 41(s) e+Bi(s) eqatCi(s) (prr€) +Di(s) (pive) goJu(pr).

= 4(ps) €' (gs) (p1+ q2tm)
m

(4.69)

Disc. {p3, g« | Te® | p1, ¢2) can be obtained from the “generalized unitarity condition” since it has a one-particle

intermediate state. Hence,

disc. {ps, s | Te® | p1, @2)=1(2m)*S(ps, gu | T+D | pg){pg| T® | p1, g2)8® (p1+g2— pa)

7€t m

= 300 (Bl oy (ST €/ (00 (Pt ga+m)

X[A4(s) e+B(s)eqatC(s) (pr-e)+D(s) (pr-€) g2Ju(p1),

where use is made of (4.68) and (4.57), and the summation and integration can be performed as usual.

(4.70)
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Now, applying the dispersion relation to the scalar functions in (4.70), we immediately get,

et m 1

1
()] = = ’
(o 0t TV 1 1 02) 2(2m)3 (EEs)'? (205204) % mP—s @(pa) €'(g) (Pt qatm)
X[ 4 (m?) e+ B(m?) e qetC(m?) (pr-e)+D(m?) (pr-€) g2 Ju(pr), (4.71)
where A (m?) =0, according to Sec. IVF.
If the once-subtracted dispersion relations are applied to the scalar functions in (4.69), we note that,
Ay(s") ds’ 1 Ai(s) ., Aq(s") ,]
/s’—m2 s—s  s—m? [/ s'—s ds /-s’—m2 ds
_A(s)
Cs—m?
and
Bi(s) ds' 1 By(s) , Bi(s") ,]
/s’—m2 s'—s  s—m? [[ s'—s ds ./s’—m2 ds
1 2
— —— [B()-B(m) ]
Similarly,
Ci(s") ds’ 1
[ E - et -cm]
sS'—m?s'—s s—m
and
Dy(s") ds’ 1
[2) W L [p(s)—Dm)].
sS—mts'—s s—m
Hence
(P, g | Ta® | p1, ga)=— a i ! : a(ps) e’ (gs) (hr+ ge+m)
’ ’ 2(2m)8 (ELE3)Y? (2092004) Y2 s—m?
X[A(s)e+B(s) equtC(s) (pr-e) +D(s) (p1-€) ga— B(m?) egqo— C(m?) (pr-€) — D(m?) (pr-e) qoJu(pr) . (4.72)
Thus the contributions from Figs. 10(e) and (d) are
(B3 s | Te® + T | p1, go)=— e e ! : @(ps) €' () (Pt gotm)
’ ¢ ’ 2(2m)® (B Es) Y2 (2w9204) V2 s—m?
X[A(s)e+B(s) eqatC(s) (prve) +D(s) (pr-e) qulu(pr). (4.73)

This is exactly the result of the Feynman-Dyson
theory contributed by a Feynman diagram which looks
like Fig. 10(d) or (e).

In exactly the same manner, one can get the con-
tributions from Figs. 10(b) (c).

Now, if one adds up all the scattering amplitudes
arising from Fig. 10, one would get Compton scattering
amplitude in the fourth order only for the ‘“‘direct”
term. Again, it does not satisfy the crossing symmetry
as we have seen in Sec. IVA1. To get the complete
scattering amplitude, we have to add to the final
result a term obtained from it by the replacement

¢'—e and goe>—¢qs. Then one would get the complete
Compton scattering amplitude in the fourth order
which is in agreement with the field-theoretic perturba-
tion results. (Compare Reference 1, p. 243.) However,
it is again clear that, in the S-matrix theory, the
calculations are straightforward, without renormaliza-
tions. And since we are dealing with physical in-and-out
particles throughout, we do not have to (in fact are
not allowed to) consider those diagrams corresponding
to “radiative corrections of external lines.” The physics
seems to be more transparent in the S-matrix theory
than the usual field-theoretic approach.
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Fi6. 7. Feynman diagrams contributing to the magnetic moment
in second order in c.

V. THE COMPARISON OF THE S-MATRIX

THEORY OF ELECTROMAGNETIC INTERAC-

TIONS AND THE FEYNMAN-DYSON THEORY,
DIFFICULTIES AND CONCLUSIONS

We have presented in the preceding sections various
results which one can obtain from the S-matrix theory
of the electromagnetic interactions. Although the
starting points, or the basic principles, differ signifi-
cantly from the usual formalism of quantum electro-
dynamics, all the results we obtained are in agreement.
Here, in the S-matrix approach, we forsake altogether
those notions used in the field-theoretic approach,
such as the existence of state vectors and field operators,
the concept of bare and dressed particles, as well as
the program of renormalization. Recently, new form-
alisms?-?¢ using field-theoretical approach without re-
normalization have been suggested to avoid some of
these defects; comparison of these theories with the
S-matrix theory is not immediately obvious. On the
other hand, the S-matrix approach which we have
presented bears a great similarity to the Feynman-—
Dyson approach. The agreement of results for lower
order processes in both approaches is by no means
accidental; in effect, the basic principles of the .S-
matrix theory have been extracted or suggested by
field theory. Here, in the S-matrix approach, though
no Lagrangian or Hamiltonian has been introduced,
the interaction was effectively brought in by postulating

P49
Fic. 8. The third-order
vertex part for a single ex- k h=pP+3-k
ternal electron line. T
)
P ~J

% H. Lehmann, K. Symanzik, and W. Zimmermann, Nuovo
Cimento 1, 205 (1955); 6, 319 (1957).
% R. E. Pugh, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 23, 335 (1963).

%
\) Ptk t ks 'E",{
Fic. 9. Feynman dia-
gram for photon-photon  psKk, p-k,
scattering.
’ X
//k ' P [ AN

the elementary interaction. Unitarity and analyticity
principles, which the dynamics of the S-matrix theory
is based on, again emerge from field theory. In fact,
the usual theory is indeed both unitary and analytic
in each order of e. Since we have expanded the scatter-
ing matrix element in power series of e, we can almost
expect that the same results would emerge from the
S-matrix theory as from the usual theory. However,
in this approach, there are some merits. The cal-
culations are in most cases, more simple and straight-
forward. In the S-matrix theory, we deal only with
physical particles with their mass, charge, and other
quantum numbers given. Thus, no renormalization
is necessary in this program, although a similar, but
certainly not identical, method, viz., the subtraction
technique, is used to regulate the asymptotic behavior
of certain functions. The subtraction technique is
simple in concept, and easy to work with. In field
theory renormalization can be classified as mass,
charge, and wave function renormalizations. In the
S-matrix theory, all these are absent as such, hence its
physical basis is more straightforward. As far as low-
order calculations (not higher than fourth order) are
concerned, the S-matrix theory technique is more
convenient (as can be seen from the various examples
given in Sec. IV); this stems from the simple analytic
structure of the lower-order Feynman diagrams.

(a) (b) (c)

(d)

F16. 10. Dispersion graphs for fourth-order Compton scattering
in the s channel.
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It is undeniable that at the present stage the S-
matrix theory of electromagnetic interactions has some
difficulties. Unless these could be resolved, the theory
cannot be properly regarded as “rigorous” or “com-
plete.”

(a) We require the scattering amplitudes to be
analytic in the complex plane of kinematical variables.
This is apparently an empty statement if the analytic
properties are not given by the theory. For lower-
order processes, these are known from perturbation
theory by studying the Feynman diagrams correspond-
ing to each order. We can therefore write down single
or double dispersion relations satisfied by the scattering
amplitudes. This is not true for higher-order processes,
so the needed analyticity properties are not even known.

(b) Closely associated with the objections mentioned
above, is the problem of handling many particle
processes. Although this is a problem with the S-
matrix theory in general, it does not plague strong
interaction physics very much. There, in general, the
two-in two-out processes are of primary importance;
many-particle intermediate states are generally less
important (at least this is assumed) in the approxi-
mation scheme used. In electromagnetic interactions,
however, production processes for photons are im-
portant even at low energies, therefore, a practical
way to handle these processes should be investigated.

It is certainly true that higher-order calculations
in the Feynman-Dyson theory are more tedious and
lengthier than the lower orders, but there is never
any question of principle involved. However, the dis-
persion relations for more complicated processes are
certaintly profoundly different from those of two par-
ticles in and out. In fact, nobody really has constructed
the analogue of the Mandelstam representation for
two particles in and three particles out, let alone
more complicated processes. This would not appear
to be a mere increase in complexity—matters of prin-
ciple are, by contrast to field theoretic situations, most
likely involved.

(c) The problem of infrared divergences and soft
photons. The problem of the infrared divergences is
characteristic of the electromagnetic interaction. It
arises from the fact that the photon has zero rest
mass. In any finite resolution experiment, it is always
energetically possible for an arbitrarily large number
of low-energy photons to be emitted without being

detected. This has been a problem in quantum electro-
dynamics for quite a long time. The essential difficulty
associated with this problem comes from the fact
that the probability of soft photon emission does not
decrease sufficiently fast with an increasing number of
photons. Thus, strictly speaking, an approach using
successive approximation does not work for soft
photons. However, some progress has been made using
field-theoretic methods in recent years. One can indeed
prove (Ref. 1, p. 390) that when the appropriate terms
in the iteration solution are combined, the infrared
divergences completely disappear for any process and
any order. More recently, Yennie et al2” and Chung?®
have intensively studied this problem. They were able
to factor the infrared singularities from the remaining
expression. This is quite useful in estimating radiative
corrections due to the emission of soft photons.

In the S-matrix theory of electromagnetic inter-
actions, we encounter the same old problem of infrared
divergence again as well as the emission of infinitely
many soft photons. In all of our previous calculations,
wherever an infrared divergence appeared, a small
photon mass, A, was included; the limit A»—0 was
taken at the end of the calculation. However, we
did not (and could not) show that the infrared di-
vergence does in fact cancel for any process and to
any order. Moreover, we do not have any idea of
how to handle the soft photons. Yet the field-theoretic
result does provide us with some clues as to how to
solve the problem. It is likely that we can show that
the factorization of the infrared singularity is also
possible in the S-matrix theory. We hope to return
to these questions including the bound-state problem
in a later paper.

In conclusion, the S-matrix theory of electromagnetic
interactions at the present is still far from satisfactory;
however, because of its simplicity in carrying out
practical calculations in lower orders and its well-
defined conceptual basis, it is certainly profitable to
pursue further studies. Even though the S-matrix
approach can probably not replace the already well-
established theory of quantum electrodynamics, it at
least provides an alternate and physically different
way of looking at the same phenomena.

%D, R. Yennie, S. C. Frautschi, and H. Surra, Ann. Phys.
(N.Y.) 13, 379 (1961).
#YV. Chung, Phys. Rev. 140, B1110 (1965).



