Chapter 5

Weak Interactions

Abstract: In this chapter, we first present a brief review of the weak interac-
tion theory. In particular, we discuss why the conserved vector current model had to
be modified to a new theory. After that, we clarify the physics of the spontaneous
symmetry breaking and then discuss the intrinsic problem of the Higgs mechanism
in the Weinberg-Salam model. In addition, we present the calculation of the vertex
correction due to the weak vector bosons and show that there is no logarithmic diver-
gence in this vertex corrections. Therefore, there is no need of the renormalization
procedure in the weak interaction models with massive vector bosons.
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5.1 Introduction

The physics of weak interactions started from the Fermi model of the four fermion inter-
action Hamiltonian. This model pointed to the essentially correct physics picture of the
weak decay processes. However, the four fermion interaction model has a quadratic di-
vergence in the second order perturbation calculations even with a very small coupling
constant. Therefore, the model cannot be accepted for a correct theory unless one makes
some modifications, even though this model is applied to physical processes with the first
order perturbation theory and has made a great success.

Atthe same time, there were several strong experimental evidences that the four fermion
interaction model should be mediated by very heavy bosons, and indeed, the experimental
discovery of the weak vector bosod& ¢, Z° ) was followed. In the mean time, Weinberg
and Salam proposed a weak interaction model which is based &1if®) © U(1) non-
abelian gauge theory. The reason why they employ the gauge theory is simply because they
believed that the gauge theory should be renormalizable, though without any foundations.

However, the problem is that this standard model has two serious mistakes. The first
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88 Chapter 5. Weak Interactions

one is related to the non-abelian nature of gauge fields in the model Lagrangian density. As
we discuss in the previous chapter, the charges of the non-abelian gauge fields are gauge
dependent, and therefore they are not physical observables at all. This means that these
gauge fields cannot become free particles unless one makes mistakes somewhere within
the theoretical framework. The second mistake in the standard model is connected to their
treatment of the Higgs mechanism. There, the local gauge invariance is broken by hand
in order to give a finite mass to the gauge field at the Lagrangian density level, and this is
a wrong procedure. This is mainly based on the fact that the symmetry breaking physics
is completely misunderstood at the time of the construction of the theory, and indeed the
symmetry breaking physics is only concerned with the property of the interacting vacuum
state, and it cannot induce any change of the gauge field properties in the Hamiltonian since
the symmetry breaking has nothing to do with the field operators. In reality, the chiral
symmetry is never broken spontaneously, as we see below.

In this chapter, we review what is the basic problem of the standard model of the weak
interactions. In short, the problem of the Weinberg-Salam model is concerned with the
symmetry nature which should be kept at any time in the Lagrangian density, even though
the state (here the vacuum state of the interacting field theory model) can find the symmetry
property which is different from the one found in the free field theory model. There is
nothing surprising since the true vacuum of the interacting Hamiltonian may well have
a non-vanishing charge associated with the symmetry of the Hamiltonian while the free
field theory model may have zero charge of the symmetry group. On the other hand, the
Weinberg-Salam model had to break the symmetry itself at the Lagrangian density level
because it started from the local gauge theory whose fields must be always massless, and
this is more than a serious defect of the model Hamiltonian, but it is physically a wrong
procedure. This clearly indicates that, instead of the Weinberg-Salam model, one should
find a new model Hamiltonian with three massive vector bosons from the beginning, and it
turns out that this is indeed renormalizable. In fact, there is no logarithmic divergence in
the calculations of any physical observables in the new model, and thus one does not have
to worry about the renormalization procedure.

5.2 Ciritical Review of Weinberg-Salam Model

The Weinberg-Salam model has basically two important ingredients. The first one is con-
cerned with the fermion and vector field coupling that leads to the four fermion interaction
model in the second order perturbative calculations. This is a very reasonable assumption,
and indeed one sees that the model can reproduce almost all of the experimental observa-
tions. The second part is the Higgs mechanism which has, in fact, a serious problem in
connection with theinitary gaugefixing. In this mechanism, the condition 6f = ¢ is
imposed on the Higgs fields. However, this does not correspond to a proper gauge fixing.
Instead, this is simply a procedure for giving a finite but very large mass to a gauge field
by breaking the local gauge invariance by hand. This suggests that the starting Lagrangian
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density of the weak interactions should be reconsidered, and indeed we should start from
the three massive vector boson fields from the beginning. The massive vector fields should
couple to the fermion currents as the initial ingredients. Here, it is shown that the new
renormalization scheme with massive vector bosons has no intrinsic problem, and the mas-
sive vector boson fields do not give rise to any divergences for physical observables and
therefore we do not need any renormalization procedure.

5.2.1 Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking

Before going to the discussion of the Higgs mechanism, we should clarify the physics of
the spontaneous symmetry breaking. The whole idea of the symmetry breaking has been
critically examined in the recent textbook [31, 45, 46], and the physics of the spontaneous
symmetry breaking is, by now, well understood in terms of the standard knowledge of
guantum field theory. In particular, if one wishes to understand the vacuum state in a field
theory model of fermions, then one has to understand the structure of the negative energy
states of the corresponding field theory model.

The terminology of the spontaneous symmetry breaking is misleading, and one should
say that itis incorrectly used. It does not express the right physics of the symmetry breaking
[47, 48, 49]. This is simply because the breaking of the symmetry cannot, of course, occur
in the Hamiltonian of isolated system [50, 51]. If the symmetry breaking is concerned
with the comparison of the vacuum states between the free field theory and the interacting
field theory models, then we see that the chiral charge associated with the chiral symmetry
transformation in the interacting vacuum state may well have a finite but different charge
from the vacuum state of the free field theory which indeed has a zero chiral charge. For
the total HamiltonianH = H, + H;, we have the vacuum stateac)e,..: Which is an
eigenstate off, and the vacuum state may well have the eigenvalue of the chiral charge
operatorQ; as [31]

eiaQ5 ‘Uac> exact — eina ’UCLC> exact

wheren is £1 for the Thirring model. On the other hand, the free vacuum stai6 ;..
which is an eigenstate df, should have

eiaQ5|vac>free = |vac) free-

Here, one can see that there is nothing special in this symmetry arguments. The most
important of all is that there is no symmetry breaking in the Hamiltoniaf ofOnly the

exact vacuum state has a finite chiral charge, in contrast to the zero chiral charge of the free
vacuum state.

On the other hand, some people completely misunderstood this physics of symmetry
breaking and thought that the vacuum state of the interacting Hamiltonian itself broke the
chiral symmetry [49]. This should arise from the two kinds of misunderstanding in their
calculations. The first point is that they made use of the approximation scheme of Bogoli-
ubov transformation, and this approximation method happens to induce a deceptive term
which looks like a mass term though its mass is infinite [31]. The second misunderstanding
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is concerned with the concept of the cutoff momentum, and in fact, their result of the mass

term is expressed by the cutoff momentdmvhich should be set to infinity at the end of

the calculation. In this respect, it is clear that one cannot discuss its physics by rewriting

the Lagrangian density into a new shape. As one knows, the property of the vacuum state
should be determined from the eigenstate of the total Hamiltonian in the corresponding field

theory model.

In summary, the symmetry of the Hamiltonian can never be spontaneously broken, and
the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian should keep the symmetry property, unless the symmetry
breaking terms should be added to the Hamiltonian by hand. As we discuss below, the
physics of the Higgs mechanism has nothing to do with the property of the vacuum state,
and therefore it is not related to the symmetry breaking physics at all [52].

5.2.2 Higgs Mechanism

As we show below, the whole procedure of the Higgs mechanism cannot be justified at all.
This is mainly connected to the misunderstanding of the gauge fixing where one degree
of freedom of the gauge fields must be reduced in order to solve the equations of motion
of the gauge fields. Therefore, one cannot insert the condition of the gauge fixing into
the Lagrangian density. This is clear since the Lagrangian density only plays a role for
producing the equation of motions. Indeed, the Lagrangian density itself is not directly a
physical observable, and the Hamiltonian constructed from the Lagrangian density is most
important after the fields are quantized. For the field quantization, one has to make use
of the gauge fixing condition which can determine the gauge figJdogether with the
equation of motions. This means that only the final Hamiltonian density is relevant to the
description of physical observables, and thus the success of the Glashow-Weinberg-Salam
model [53, 54, 55] is entirely due to the final version of the weak Hamiltonian which is not
at all the gauge field theory but is a model field theory of the massive vector fields which
couple to the fermion currents. The success of the standard model is, of course, due to the
fact that it can be reduced to the theory of conserved vector current (CVC).
In this respect, it is very important to examine the renormalizability of the final version

of the weak Hamiltonian. Here, we show that the renormalizability of the model field
theory can be indeed justified. This is basically due to the fact that there is no divergence
in the vertex corrections of fermions due to the massive vector boson propagations once we
employ a proper propagator of the massive vector bosons. Here, we briefly review how we
can obtain the new propagator of the massive vector boson, and the correct shape of the
propagator of the massive vector bosons should be given as [56]
kH kY

2

g = T

DRk = ap

(5.0)

This shape is determined by solving the equations of motion for the massive vector bosons.
As long as we employ the above propagator, we find that the anomalous magnetic moment
of electron due to weak® bosons does not have any divergences and it is indeed very
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small number which is consistent with experiment. Thus, one can see that the physical
observables with the massive vector boson propagations are all finite and that there are
neither conceptual nor technical problems in the renormalization scheme of the massive
vector bosons interacting with fermions. Namely, there is no need of the wave function
renormalization.

5.2.3 Gauge Fixing

Now we discuss the basic problem of the Higgs mechanism [46]. The Lagrangian density
of the Higgs mechanism is given as

1 1 1
£ = S (D) (D6) = juo (191” = X°)" = L Fu P (5.1)

where

DF =0t +igAt, FHY =AY — 9V AF. (5.2)
Here, we only consider the U(1) case since it is sufficient for the present discussions. The
above Lagrangian density is indeed gauge invariant, and in this respect, the scalar field
may interact with gauge fields in eq.(5.1). However, it should be noted that there is no
experimental indication that the fundamental scalar field can interact with any gauge fields

in terms of the Lagrangian density of eq.(5.1). In this sense, this is only a toy model. Now,
the equations of motion for the scalar fieldecome

0 (0" +igA*)p = —uog (|6 — A?) —ig A, (9" +igA™)o (5.3)
O (0" —igAM) T = —ugp! (|p|* — \?) +igA, (0" —igAM)eT. (5.4)
On the other hand, the equation of motion for the gauge field¢an be written as
O = gJ¥ (5.5)
where
1
=i {qu(a“ +igAM)d — (" — igA“)d)T} . (5.6)
One can also check that the currdhtitis conserved, that is
dJ" = 0. (5.7)

This Lagrangian density of eq.(5.1) has been employed for the discussion of the Higgs
mechanism.
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5.2.4 Gauge Freedom and Number of Independent Equations

Now, we should count the number of the degrees of freedom and the number of equations.
For the scalar field, we have two independent functiored . Concerning the gauge
fields A#, we have four since there ar¥, A', A2, A3 fields. Thus, the number of the in-
dependent fields is six. On the other hand, the number of equation is five since the equation
for the scalar fields is two and the number of the gauge fields is three. This number of three
can be easily understood, even though it looks that the independent number of equations in
eq.(5.5) is four, but due to the current conservation the number of the independent equations
becomes three. This means that the number of the independent functions is six while the
number of equations is five, and they are not equal. This is the gauge freedom, and there-
fore in order to solve the equations of motion, one has to put an additional condition for the
gauge fieldA,, like the Coulomb gauge which meaR&- A = 0. In this respect, the gauge
fixing is simply to reduce the redundant functional variable of the gauge digltb solve

the equations of motion, and nothing more than that.

5.2.5 Unitary Gauge Fixing

In the Higgs mechanism, the central role is played by the gauge fixing of the unitary gauge.
The unitary gauge means that one takes

¢ =gl (5.8)

This is the constraint on the scalar fieldeven though there is no gauge freedom in this
respect. For the scalar field, the phase can be changed, but this does not mean that one can
erase one degree of freedom. One should transform the scalar field in the gauge transfor-
mation as

¢/ — e—igx¢

but one must keep the number of degree of freedom after the gauge transformation. What-
ever one fixes the gauge one cannot change the shape of the scalar fiedthce it is a
functional variable and must be determined from the equations of motion. The gauge free-
dom is, of course, found in the vector potentig| as we discussed above. In this sense,
one sees that the unitary gauge fixing is a simple mistake [57]. The basic reason why peo-
ple overlooked this simple-minded mistake must be due to their obscure presentation of
the Higgs mechanism. Also, it should be related to the fact that, at the time of present-
ing the Higgs mechanism, the spontaneous symmetry breaking physics was not understood
properly since the vacuum of the corresponding field theory was far beyond the proper un-
derstanding. Indeed, the Goldstone boson after the spontaneous symmetry breaking was
taken to be almost a mysterious object since there was no experiment which suggests any
existence of the Goldstone boson. Instead, a wrong theory prevailed among physicists.
Therefore, they could assume a very unphysical procedure of the Higgs mechanism and
people pretended that they could understand it all.
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5.2.6 Non-abelian Gauge Field

Now, one should be careful for the renormalizability of the non-abelian gauge field theory.
As one can easily convince oneself, the non-abelian gauge theory has an intrinsic problem
of the perturbation theory [58]. This is connected to the fact that the color charge in the
non-abelian gauge field depends on the gauge transformation, and therefore it cannot be
physical observables. This means that the free gauge field which has a color charge is
gauge dependent, and thus one cannot develop the perturbation theory in a normal way. In
QCD, this is exhibited as the experimental fact that both free quarks and free gluons are
not observed in nature. The absence of free fields is a kinematical constraint and thus it
is beyond any dynamics. Therefore, one cannot discuss the renormalizability of the non-
abelian gauge field theory models due to the lack of the perturbation scheme in this model
field theory [31, 58]. Therefore, the problem of the renormalizability in the non-abelian
field theory model is a meaningless subject since the perturbation theory is not defined in
this model field theory.

5.2.7 Summary of Higgs Mechanism

The intrinsic problem of the Higgs mechanism is discussed in terms of the gauge fixing con-
dition. This is also related to the misunderstanding of the spontaneous symmetry breaking
physics. Here, we have shown that the Higgs mechanism cannot be justified since the gauge
invariance of the Lagrangian density is violated by hand. However, we believe that the final
version of the weak Hamiltonian should be correct, and therefore we should discuss the
renormalization scheme of the massive vector bosons in detail. As we discuss above, the
basic reason why the standard model Hamiltonian becomes a reasonable model is due to the
fact that they make mistakes twice and thus it gets back to the right Hamiltonian which can
describe the nature. The first mistake is related to the non-abelian character of the gauge
field theory model while the second mistake is concerned with the breaking of the local
gauge invariance in terms of Higgs mechanism, and it is, of course, an incorrect treatment.
Therefore, if we remove the Higgs fields and the non-abelian nature of the massive vector
bosons from the Weinberg-Salam model, then the final Hamiltonian of the standard model
should be physically acceptable.

At this point, we should make a comment on the present status of the Higgs patrticle
search. At present (January, 2013), there is no indication of the existence of the Higgs
particle in spite of the fact that the total period of the experimental efforts of the Higgs
search must be almost more then three decades. The main difference betwidéarnie
Z bosons and Higgs particle searches can be understood in the following way. The Higgs
particle search started from the theoretical requirements (though incorrect) without having
any firm experimental motivations of its existence, while the W-boson cases had many
experimental indications of their existence before they were discovered by the UAL1 and
UA2 collaborations of the CERN-SPS experiments in 1983.
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5.3 Theory of Conserved Vector Current

It should be important to construct the Lagrangian density which can describe the weak

interaction processes. The basic starting point is, of course, the conserved vector current
(CVC) theory which can describe most of the observed weak decay processes quite well.
This CVC theory should be derived from the second order perturbation theory by exchang-

ing the weak vector bosons between corresponding fermions.

5.3.1 Lagrangian Density of CVC Theory

The theory of the weak interactions is developed in terms of the four fermion interaction
model [59] by Fermi and, after some time, Feynman and Gell-Mann extended it to the con-
served vector current (CVC) theory, which is quite successful for describing experiments
[60, 61, 62, 63]. The Lagrangian density of the CVC theory can be written as

_Gr
V2

whereGr denotes the weak coupling constéht ~ 1.2 x 10_51\4%5- Also J* is composed
of the leptonic and hadronic currents and is written as

L= JITE + hec.

Jh =g+ )
where both of the currents can be expressed as
3t = P (1= We + P,y (1 =) + -+

ji = cos Opuy" (1 — '75)1/1d + sin Op, v (1 — 75)ws 4+ ..

It should be important to note that the current-current interaction model can describe many
experimental data to a very high accuracy, and this is, indeed, a well-known fact before the
discovery of the weak vector bosonslott, Z°.

5.3.2 Renormalizability of CVC Theory

However, this model Hamiltonian of CVC theory should have a serious problem related to
the divergence in the second order perturbation theory. Since the coupling cargtant

very small compared to the fine structure constant, one can expect that the second order
perturbation must be reliable. On the contrary, however, the second order calculation has
a quadratic divergence since the coupling consanthas the dimension of the inverse
square of the energy. Therefore, it is clear that this theoretical framework should have an
intrinsic problem of the divergence, and thus it should be very important to construct a
theory which should not have any divergence.
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5.3.3 Renormalizability of Non-Abelian Gauge Theory

Now, in order to construct a theory which is renormalizable, it was believed that the gauge
field theory should be renormalizable at the time when people discovered the CVC theory.
Therefore, it is natural that the non-abelian gauge theoS{6f2) ® U (1) was proposed by
Weinberg-Salam. However, one sees by now that the non-abelian gauge field has a charge
associated with its gauge group, but the charge is not a physical observable since it is gauge
dependent. Therefore, there is no way to develop any perturbation theory in this non-abelian
gauge field theory. This means that the non-abelian gauge theory has an intrinsic problem
before going to the renormalization scheme. [64]

5.4 Lagrangian Density of Weak Interactions

Even though the Higgs mechanism itself has an intrinsic problem, the final Hamiltonian
density may well be physically meaningful. This is clear since, from this Hamiltonian
density, one can construct the CVC theory which describes the experimental observables
quite well.

5.4.1 Massive Vector Field Theory
In this respect, we may write the simplest Lagrangian density for two flavor leptons which

couple to the SU(2) vector field$';

_ 1 1
L= (i —m)We — gJGWH + MPWIWH = 2GL, G (5.9)

whereM denotes the mass of the vector boson. Here, we do not write the hadronic part, for
simplicity. The lepton wave functiod, has two components

we)
U, = : 5.10
= (i (510)
Correspondingly, the mass matrix can be written as
me O
m = ( 0 my) : (5.11)

The fermion curreny/; and the field strengtt;, are defined as
Ji = Uy (1 —5) 70y, G, = W, —a,WS. (5.12)

This Lagrangian density is almost the same as the standard model Lagrangian density, apart
from the Higgs fields and the abelien nature. In fact, there is no experiment in weak process
which cannot be described by the Lagrangian density of eq.(5.9). The only thing which,
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people thought, may be a defect in the above Lagrangian density is concerned with the
renormalization of the theory. As we see below, the problem of the renormalization is
completely solved by employing the right propagator of the massive vector bosons. This
means that we find that there is no logarithmic divergence in the evaluation of the vertex
corrections due to the propagations of the massive vector bosons. Therefore, we do not
need any renormalization procedure since all the physical observables are calculated to be
finite.

5.5 Propagator of Massive Vector Boson

Here, we briefly review the derivation of the new propagator of the massive vector boson
which has recently been evaluated properly in terms of the polarization vector [56]. The
correct shape of the boson propagator is found to be the one given as

kF kY
g — T3

A .
k2 — M2 — e’

This is quite important since this does not generate any quadratic divergences in the self-
energy diagrams of fermions any more while the old propagator in the textbooks

DM (k) = (5.13)

g - Bk
7 M2

k2 — M2 — ie
gives rise to the quadratic divergence [31, 15]. This old propagator is obtained by making
use of the Green'’s function method. However, the summation of the polarization vectors
cannot be connected to the Green'’s function as we discuss below, and thus the employment
of the old propagator is incorrect if one should treat the physical processes which involve
the loop integral.

ij;;l(k) =

5.5.1 Lorentz Conditions ofk,e" = 0

Here, we briefly explain how we can obtain eq.(5.13). The free Lagrangian density for the
vector fieldZ# with its massM is written as

1 1
Lz =~ GuwG" + §M2ZuZ“
with GH = 9+ ZY — 9¥ Z*. In this case, the equation of motion becomes
0,(0"Z" — 9" ZM) + M*Z¥ = 0. (5.14)

Since the free massive vector boson field should have the following shape of the solution

3
1 X ,
ZM(z) = Z Z el [ck»\e”” + CL )\€_ka (5.15)
& A—1 V2Vwg ’
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Here, we can insert this solution into eq.(5.14) and obtain the following equation for the
polarization vectoe*

(k% — M?)et — (k,e")k = 0. (5.16)
The condition that there should exist a non-zero solution foethequires that the deter-
minant of the matrix should be zero, namely

det{(k* — M?)g"" — k"k"} = 0. (5.17)
This equation can be easily solved, and we find the following equation
k2 — M? =0 (5.18)

which is the only physical solution of eq.(5.17). Therefore we insert this solution into
eg.(5.16) and obtain the equation for the polarization ve¢tor

ket =0 (5.19)

which should always hold. Here, we should note that this process of determining the con-
dition on the wave function of* is just the same as solving the free Dirac equation. Ob-
viously this is the most important process of determining the wave functions in quantum
mechanics, and surprisingly, this has been missing in the treatment of determining not only
the massive vector boson propagator but also the photon propagator as well. Also, one can
notice that the condition of eq.(5.19) is just the same as the Lorentz gauge fixing condition
in quantum electrodynamics (QED), and this is often employed as the gauge fixing. How-
ever, one sees by now that the Lorentz condition itself can be obtained from the equation of
motion, and therefore it is more fundamental than the gauge fixing, even though the theory
of massive bosons has no gauge freedom. This indicates that the Lorentz gauge fixing in
QED should not be a proper gauge fixing procedure since the Lorentz gauge fixing cannot
give a further constraint on the polarization vector in the perturbation theory of QED. In
addition, the number of degrees of freedom for the gauge fields can be understood properly
since photon must have the two degrees of freedom due to the two constraint equations (the
Lorentz condition and the gauge fixing condition).

5.5.2 Right Propagator of Massive Vector Boson

Now, we can evaluate the propagator of the massive vector field in the S-matrix expression.
The second order perturbation of the S-matrix for the bosonic part can be written in terms
of the T-product of the boson fields and it becomes

. , . 3 d*k . etk(z1—x2)
(O[T{Z"(x1)Z" (22)}]0) ZZ;/WEM%,\W- (5.20)
After the summation over the polarization states, we find the following shape for

3 ro v
D oA=1 €k AE @S

3
» ., kMEY
> dhacka = (o - ) 521
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which satisfies the Lorentz invariance and the condition of the polarization Vgetor= 0.
One sees that this is the only possible solution. From eq.(5.21), one finds that the right
propagator of the massive vector boson should be the one given in eq.(5.13)
kMK
2

py _ ROR
9 k

DM (k)= ————5%—.
(k) k2 — M2 —je

Here it may be important to note that the polarization veefgrshould depend only on the

four momentunk#, and it cannot depend on the boson mass at this expression. Later, one

may replace thé&? term by M? in case the vector boson is found at the external line. But

in the propagator, the replacement of #fifeterm by M2 is forbidden.

5.5.3 Renormalization Scheme of Massive Vector Fields

In 1970’s, people found that some experiments indicate there might be heavy vector bosons
exchanged between leptons and baryons in the weak processes. Therefore, people wanted to
start from the massive vector bosons. However, it was somehow believed among educated
physicists that only gauge field theories must be renormalizable. We do not know where
this belief came from. In fact, there is no strong reason that only the gauge field theory is
renormalizable. On the contrary, we know by now that only QED may well have a strange
divergence in the vertex corrections.

5.6 \Vertex Corrections by Weak Vector Bosons

Now we can calculate the vertex correctidf(p’, p) of electromagnetic interaction due to
the Z° boson. The Lagrangian density for t#€ boson which couples to the electron field
1. should be written as

1 1 _
Lz0 == CGuG" + SM?* 2, 7" — gobeyu(1 = 75)ve 2" (5.22)

where the free Lagrangian density part of electron is not written here for simplicity. This
vertex correction is a physical process which can be directly related to the physical observ-
ables, and therefore we should be concerned with its divergences. The vertex correction
AP(p’, p) can be written by evaluating the corresponding Feynman diagrams as [56]

&k [ g - B 1 1
AP(D D) = —id? / k 5 0 5
(', p) = —igze e\ oz —iz ) " T m = )
(5.23)
where only the term corresponding to tiey,, is written for simplicity.
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5.6.1 No Divergences

First, we show that the apparent logarithmic divergent terms in eq.(5.23) vanish to zero, and
this can be easily proved since we can find

et

4 1 v My AP — EEER

dk/ xx(“ i >_0 (5.24)
0

(2m)4 (k? — s —ie)?

wheres = M?(1—x) +m?2x?. Therefore, there is no logarithmic divergence for the vertex
correction from the weak massive vector boson propagations. This is very important in
that the physical processes do not have any divergences when we make use of the proper
propagator of the massive vector boson.

AP(p,p) = —icg? /

5.6.2 Electrong — 2 by Z° Boson

The finite part of the vertex correction due to tA8 boson can be easily calculated and,
therefore, the electrom — 2 should be modified by the weak interaction to

2 12

_9 2
g—2 T (%) ~ 2 x 10714 (5.25)

where

_ g
 Ar
This is a very small effect, and therefore, it is consistent with the elegtro? experiment.

We should note that, if we employed the standard propagator of the massive vector boson
as given in the field theory textbooks [15], then we would have obtained a very large effect
on the electroy — 2, even if we had successfully treated the problem of the quadratic and
logarithmic divergences in some way or the other, by renormalizing them into the fermion
self-energy contributions. This strongly suggests from the point of view of the renormal-
ization scheme that the propagator of the massive vector field should be the one given by
eq.(5.13).

a, ~2.73 x 1073,

5.6.3 Muong — 2 by Z° Boson

Here, we should also give a calculated value of the muen2 due to theZ° boson since
itis just the same formula as eq.(5.24) except the mass of lepton. The result becomes

g—2\ _ Toz rmuN?2 _10
(2 )M = (M) ~ 8.6 x 10 (5.26)

which is much larger than the electron case. This is, however, still too small to be observed
by the muory — 2 experiments at the present stage.



Appendix C

Lorentz Conditions

Here, we clarify that the Lorentz condition bfe* = 0 should be obtained from the equa-
tion of motion, and therefore it is more fundamental than the requirement of the gauge
fixing condition in QED. For the massive vector bosons, the Lorentz condition plays a fun-

damental role for determining the polarization sum of the vector boson.

C.1 Gauge Field of Photon
We write the Lagrangian density for the free gauge field as
]‘ 17
ﬁem — _ZFNVFM
with F#¥ = grAY — 9% A*. In this case, the equation of motion becomes
Ou(OrA” — 0V AF) = 0.

Since the free photon field should have the following solution

2
A (z) = ZZ e (k, \) [CL e 4 gy etk
& — \/2Vwk ’

A=1

(C.1)

(C.3)

we can insert this solution into eq.(C.2) and obtain the following equatiogt‘fér, \)

ket — (kye”)k* = 0.

This equation can be written in terms of the matrix equation for the polarization wé&ctor

3
> (kg™ — k'E e, =0

v=0

149

(C.4)

(C5)
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where we write the summation explicitly. In order that #teshould have a non-zero
solution, the determinant of the matrix should vanish to zero

det{k*g" — kMk"} = 0. (C.6)
Now it is easy to prove that> = 0 is the only physical solution of eq.(C.6) since one finds
det{—k"k"} = 0.
Therefore, putting the solution @ = 0 into eq.(C.4), we obtain
kue =0 (C.7)

which becomes the solution for the polarization vector. Here, we should note that this pro-
cess of determining the condition on the wave functioe‘as just the same as solving the

free Dirac equation. Obviously this is the most important process of determining the wave
functions in quantum mechanics, and surprisingly, this has been missing in the treatment of
determining not only the massive vector boson propagator but also the photon propagator
as well.

This constraint equation of eq.(C.7) is obtained from the equation of motion, even
though it is just the same equation as Lorentz gauge fixing condition. As can be seen
by now, the gauge fixing condition is still left for use. In fact, if we take the Coulomb
gauge fixing ofV - A = 0, then we findk - ¢ = 0 which leads to the condition ef = 0.
Therefore, we now see that the photon field has only two degrees of freedom which can be
naturally obtained from the equation of motion and the gauge fixing condition.

In addition, one realizes that the Lorentz gauge fixing is not allowed in the free field
gauge theory since the same equation of the Lorentz gauge fixing is already obtained from
the equation of motion. Namely, it cannot give a further constraint on the polarization
vector. In this respect, one sees that the Coulomb gauge fixing gives a proper condition on
the polarization vector.

C.2 Massive Vector Fields

The massive vector field can be treated just in the same manner as above. We first write the
free Lagrangian density for the vector boson figlédwith its mass\/

1 1
Lw = —GuG" + ngZ#Z“ (C.8)
with G# = g+ Z" — 9V Z*. In this case, the equation of motion becomes
oot zv — 0" Z") + M?zv = 0. (C.9)

Since the free massive boson field should have the following shape of the solution

HOEDY
k

e“(k, )‘) ikx T —ikx
; Vo [Ck,/\€ + g€ (C.10)

3
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we can insert this solution into eq.(C.9) and obtain the following equation for the polariza-
tion vectore#

(k% — M?)et — (k,e")k = 0. (C.11)

In the same way as above, we can prove that
k* — M?=0

should hold, and this is the only physical solution of eq.(C.11). Therefore we obtain the
following equation for the polarization vectef

ket =0 (C.12)

which should always hold. This is just the same equation as Lorentz gauge fixing condition
in QED. However, there is no gauge freedom for the massive vector boson, and therefore
the degrees of freedom of the polarization veetbfor the massive vector boson is three,

in contrast to the gauge field. Now, we understand that the massive vector field should have
a spin ofs = 1 which has indeed three components as we saw above. In this sense, the
photon field is special in that it has a spinsof 1 with only two degrees of freedom. This
should be directly related to the massless nature of photon which is required from the gauge
invariance of the Lagrangian density of the vector field.






Appendix D

Basic Notations in Field Theory

In field theory, one often employs special notations which are by now commonly used. In
this Appendix, we explain some of the notations which are particularly useful in field theory
calculations.
D.1 Natural Units and Constants
Here, we employ the natural units because of its simplicity
c=1, h=1. (D.1.1)

If one wishes to get the right dimensions out, one should use

he = 197.33 MeV - fm. (D.1.2)
For example, pion massis, ~ 140 MeV/c?. Its Compton wave length is

1 he 197 MeV - fm
- = ~ 1.4 fm.
My  MyC2 140 MeV

€2 €2 e? 1

T he  4r  4mhe  137.036°
Electron mass m,. = 0.511 MeV/c?

Fine structure constant: « = e

Muon mass m, = 105.66 MeV /c?

Some constants:
Proton mass M, = 938.28 MeV /c?

=0.529 x 107% cm

Bohr radius: ag = 5 =
e

e
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Gravitational constant: G =5.906 x 10~39 ﬁ
P

Weak coupling Constant:  Gr = 1.166 x 107° (GeV) 2

h
Electron: i, = 1.00115965219 —<
meC
Magnetic moments: ehe
Muon: ty = 1.001165920
mMC

W+ — boson: My, = 80.4 GeV/c?, apw ~4.3 x 1073
Weak bosons :

Z% —boson: M, =912 GeV/c?, ayz~273x1073
D.2 Hermite Conjugate and Complex Conjugate

For a complex c-numbet

A=a+bi (a,b: real). (D.2.1)
Its complex conjugatel* is defined as
A" =a— bi. (D.2.2)

Matrix A
If Ais amatrix, one defines the hermite conjugate

(A1);; = A, (D.2.3)

Differential Operator A

If A is a differential operator, then the hermite conjugate can be defined only when the
Hilbert space and its scalar product are defined. For example, sudpeseritten as

)
A=i. D.2.4
U (D.2.4)

In this case, its hermite conjugaté becomes

. o\’ 0
T:_‘ v _.,Y _
A Z(@x) e

which meansA is Hermitian. This can be easily seen in a concrete fashion since

h

(D.2.5)

wian) = [ W@ g verde =i [ (5010 v de = (dvla), (D20
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wherey(+o00) = 0 is assumed. The complex conjugatedis simply

N
A =i # A (D.2.7)

Field

If the v(x) is a c-number field, then the hermite conjugatéz) is just the same as the
complex conjugate)*(x). However, when the field)(x) is quantized, then one should
always take the hermite conjugaté(z). When one takes the complex conjugate of the
field asy*(x), one may examine the time reversal invariance.

D.3 Scalar and Vector Products (Three Dimensions) :
Scalar Product
For two vectors in three dimensions
r= (xvyaz) = (l‘l,ﬂ?Q,ZEg), P = (pxapyapz) = (p17p27p3) (D31)

the scalar product is defined

3

Tep= ) Tkpk = Tkpk, (D.3.2)
k=1

where, in the last step, we omit the summation notation if the ihdexepeated twice.

Vector Product

The vector product is defined as
T X p = (T2p3 — 3p2, T3P1 — T1P3, T1P2 — T2P1)- (D.3.3)
This can be rewritten in terms of components,
(r X P)i = €kTjPk, (D.3.4)
wheree; j;, denotes anti-symmetric symbol with

€123 = €231 = €312 = 1, €132 = €213 = €321 = —1, otherwise = 0.
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D.4 Scalar Product (Four Dimensions)
For two vectors in four dimensions,
ot = (t,2,y,2) = (zo,7), p" = (E,ps,py,pz) = (o, P) (D.4.1)
the scalar product is defined
r-p=FEt—r- -p=1x0p0 — TPk (D.4.2)
This can be also written as
L zop® + xpt + xop® +x3p® = FEt —r-p=2zx-p, (D.4.3)
wherezx,, andp,, are defined as
zy = (20, —7), Pu = (Po, —P)- (D.4.4)

Here, the repeated indices of the Greek letters mean the four dimensional summation
0,1,2,3. The repeated indices of the roman letters always denote the three dimensional
summation throughout the text.

Metric Tensor

It is sometimes convenient to introduce the metric teggBmvhich has the following prop-
erties

1 0 0 0
0 -1 0 0
727 —
9 = G9uw = 0 0 -1 0 (D.4.5)
0o 0 0 -1
In this case, the scalar product can be rewritten as
xz-p=a'p’gu =FEt—r-p. (D.4.6)

D.5 Four Dimensional Derivativeso,
The derivatived,, is introduced for convenience
9 o o 9 9 o 9 0 9 d
O = gon = (awwww) = <8t@:p@y8> = <6tv> (D5.1)

where the lower index has the positive space part. Therefore, the deri®athecomes

0 0 0 0 0 0
p- ¢ (2 9 9 9V _ (9L _
o= (875’ ox’ Oy’ 82) (875’ V)' (D52)
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D.5.1 p* and Differential Operator
Since the operatgi* becomes a differential operator as

0

P = (E,p) = <i6t’ iV) = o~
the negative sign, therefore, appears in the space part. For example, if one defines the
currentj* in four dimension as

"= (p,3),
then the current conservation is written as
. 0 .1
augﬂza—’t)+v-g = = pui" = 0. (D.5.3)

D.5.2 Laplacian and d’Alembertian Operators

The Laplacian and d’Alembertian operatafsandO are defined as

0? 0? 0?
62
DEa”a'u_@

D.6 ~-Matrix

Here, we present explicit expressions of thmatrices in two and four dimensions. Before
presenting the representation of thenatrices, we first give the explicit representation of
Pauli matrices.

D.6.1 Pauli Matrix

Pauli matrices are given as

0 1 0 —1 1 0
ax:o*l=<1 0), O'y:O'2:<Z. 0), 0Z203:<0 _1>. (D.6.1)

Below we write some properties of the Pauli matrices.

Hermiticity

T T_ T_
0y =01, 0Oy=02, O03=03.

Complex Conjugate

*
= —09, 03 =03.

[\oR

o] =01, ©
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Transposed
aip =0y, (72T = —09, Ug =03 (Ug = UZ)-
Useful Relations
005 = 5@' + ieijkak, (D62)
04, 0] = 2i€;j50%. (D.6.3)

D.6.2 Representation ofy-matrix

(a) Two dimensional representationsyefatrices

. 1 0 0 1 01
. 0 _ 1 _ 5 __ 0.1 _
. 01 0 —1 1 0
. 0 __ 1 _ 5 __ 0.1

(b) Four dimensional representations of gamma matrices

. 1 0 0 o

A0 _

Dirac : v _B_<0 _1>, 7_<_U 0>’

01 0 o
. 01 0 —o

0 a _

Chiral : v _ﬁ_<1 0)} 7_((7 0>’

1 0 o 0
g —170717273_<0 —1>’ a:<0 —a)’

_ (0 0 _ (10
where 0:(0 O)’ 1:(0 1).

D.6.3 Useful Relations ofy-Matrix

Here, we summarize some useful relations of{kmatrices.

Anti-commutation relations
{77} =2¢", {1°7"}=0. (D.6.4)
Hermiticity

=m0 =1 A=-m), = (D.6.5)
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Complex Conjugate

78 = ’Yoa =7, Y =2, 7§ =3, 'y§ = 5. (D.6.6)

Transposed

T =70 B = (D.6.7)

D.7 Transformation of State and Operator
When one transforms a quantum state by a unitary transformatiofy which satisfies
Utu =1
one writes the transformed state as
W) = Uly). (D.7.1)
The unitarity is important since the norm must be conserved, that is,
@W'l) = @UTUlg) = 1.

In this case, an arbitrary operat6ris transformed as

o' =vou (D.7.2)

This can be obtained since the expectation value of the opefatoust be the same be-
tween two systems, that is,

W[0lY) = WO'|Y). (D.7.3)
Since

WOy = (|UTO'Up) = ($|O])

one finds
Uto'v =0

which is just eq.(D.7.2).

D.8 Fermion Current

We summarize the fermion currents and their properties of the Lorentz transformation. We
also give their nonrelativistic expressions since the basic behaviors must be kept in the
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nonrelativistic expressions. Here, the approximate expressions are obtained by making use
of the plane wave solutions for the Dirac wave function.

Scalar : Pp ~ 1

Pseudoscalar :  y51) ~ P
(D.8.1)

Fermion currents :

Vector : hyHah ~ (1, 2)

m

Axialvector : 9y ) ~ (%, a’)

Therefore, under the pariti and time reversai’ transformation, the currents behave
VY = PP Py = gy

Vs =PI Py = —rysyp
P = PP P = —
Vst = PP g5 P = sy
Y =T T = gy

Time Reversal T : 1%/75% - Q%jj_l%jjw - 7#7?7? (D.8.3)
P = DTy T = =yt

Pyt = YT ey T = —dypysy

Parity P (D.8.2)

D.9 Trace in Physics

D.9.1 Definition

The trace ofN x N matrix A is defined as

Tr[A] = Ay (D.9.1)
=1
It is easy to prove
Tr[AB] = Tr[BA]. (D.9.2)
D.9.2 Trace in Quantum Mechanics
The trace of the HamiltoniaH becomes
Tr[H] = Te[UHU '] = Y E,, (D.9.3)

n=1

whereU is a unitary operator, anHl,, denotes the energy eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian.
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D.9.3 TraceinSU(N)

In SU(N), the element/* can be described in terms of the gener&tor
U = eot” (D.9.4)
where the generator must be hermitian and traceless since
detU® = exp (Tr [InU?]) = exp (iaTr [T%]) =1 (D.9.5a)

Tr [T = 0. (D.9.5b)

The generators a$U (V) group satisfy the following commutation relations
[T, T") = iCeT, (D.9.6)
whereC%¢ denotes a structure constant. The generators are normalized such that

Tr [T°T") = %5“@ (D.9.7)

D.9.4 Trace ofy-Matrices and #

Trace ofy-matrices :

Tr(l] =4, Tr[y)=0, Tr|ys]=0. (D.9.8)
Symbol : B =pu”
Useful Relations:
Yuth* = =2 (D.9.9)
#d=p-q—iowp'q” (D.9.10)
Tr ] = 4p - q (D.9.11)
Tr [yspd] = 0 (D.9.12)

Tr [ Boibsbs] = 4{(191 “p2)(p3 - pa) — (p1 - p3) (P2 - pa) + (p1 - pa) (P2 -ps)} (D.9.13)

Tr [’75]7‘1]752]1‘3]”4] = —dicapys Py pg pg pi
(D.9.14)

5 .
T [V pun Voo Vias Youa Vs Yiso) = —40 [Gpua poCpusppaps e — Gpun ps€ popapss o

FYuops€uipapspe T JuapsEprpopsps — JpapeEpipzusps T 9#5%5#1#2#3#4] (D.9.15)
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L L L

€MVQB€M/V/Q/,3/ = — 5a“ 5041/ 5aa 5aﬁ (D916)
A
1) M’ 00, o, 9 3
&, 6., 6y
B
6“”0’38,“/0/@ =10, 6%, 5@@ (D.9.17)
56V/ 650/ 566/
0%, 0%
«Suyaﬂawja/ﬂ/ = -2 55a 5ﬁ’8 (D918)
a/ B/
B ay = —65”, (D.9.19)
"B ap = —24 (D.9.20)

D.10 Lagrange Equation

In classical field theory, the equation of motion is most important, and it is derived from the
Lagrange equation. Therefore, we review briefly how we can obtain the equation of motion
from the Lagrangian density.

D.10.1 Lagrange Equation in Classical Mechanics

Before going to the field theory treatment, we first discuss the Lagrange equation (Newton
equation) in classical mechanics. In order to obtain the Lagrange equation by the variational
principle in classical mechanics, one starts from the aciias defined

S= / L(g, q) dt, (D.10.1)

where the Lagrangiah(q, ¢) depends on the general coordingtnd its velocityj. At the

time of deriving equation of motion by the variational princigj@ndq are independent as

the function oft. This is clear since, in the actid$, the functional dependence ¢ft) is
unknown and therefore one cannot make any derivativgtofwith respect to time. Once

the equation of motion is established, then one can olgtintime differentiation of;(¢)

which is a solution of the equation of motion. The Lagrange equation can be obtained by
requiring that the actio§ should be a minimum with respect to the variatiorg@ndg.

OL OL
= L v = —_— —_— v
0S /(5 (q,q)dt / <8q dq + dd (5q> dt

oL d OL
= — — — — | dgdt = D.10.2
/(aq it aq> 20t =0, (D-10.2)
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where the surface terms should vanish. Thus one obtains the Lagrange equation

OL d 0L

Hamiltonian in Classical Mechanics

The Lagrangian must be invariant under the infinitesimal time displacenuént(t) as

de
q(t+¢€) — q(t) + ge, ¢(t+e€) — ()+qe+th (D.10.4)
Therefore, one finds
oL oL .. oL de
Llad) = I . Il i =0. (D.10.
0L(q,q) = L(q(t +¢€),q(t +¢€)) — L(q,q) = 9 q6+aq e+ o Lai =0. (D.10.5)

Since the surface term vanishes, one obtains

) oL 8L oL d oL .
dL(q,q) = 30 q+ (‘9q dt(@ q)]e— [dt (L—aqqﬂe—() (D.10.6)

where the term in bracket is a conserved quantity, and thus the HamiltAniswdefined as

oL
="7§- L. D.10.
9 (D.10.7)

D.10.2 Lagrange Equation for Fields

The Lagrange equation for fields can be obtained almost in the same way as the particle
case. For fields, we should start from the Lagrangian dedsitgd the action is written as

S = /ﬁ (w,z/}, ggi) d3rdt, (D.10.8)

wherey(x), %ﬂf and% are independent functional variables. Hereafter, we use the nota-
tion of ¢(z) = %—f. The Lagrange equation can be obtained by requiring that the agtion
should be a minimum with respect to the variation/of)) and gj’ ,

o\ oc oc <aw> s
58 = /5£<¢¢, )d dt = /<¢w+8¢ w+a(%)5 P )d dt

(o oo 9 oL N\ 4 o
/Q¢aM¢ammWJw“”‘Q (109

where the surface terms are assumed to vanish. Therefore, one obtains

oL _ oo, 9 oL
o Ot 9y Oy, a(%) ’

(D.10.10)
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which can be expressed in the relativistic covariant way as

oL oL
5 = B, (W) . (D.10.11)

D.11 Noether Current

If the Lagrangian density is invariant under the transformation of the field with a continuous
variable, then there is always a conserved current associated with this symmetry. This is
called Noether currentand can be derived from the invariance of the Lagrangian density
and the Lagrange equation.

D.11.1 Global Gauge Symmetry

The Lagrangian density which is discussed in this textbook should have the following func-
tional dependence in general

L = ithy, 0 — mpp + Ly {0, Yysd, byt }
which is obviously invariant under the global gauge transformation
W = e, ot = eyt (D.11.1)

whereq ia a real constant. Therefore, the Noether current is conserved in this system.
To derive the Noether current conservation for the global gauge transformation, one can
consider the infinitesimal global transformation, thatdg,< 1

=146, S =i, (D.11.2q)
W=t 4 opt, oyt = iyt (D.11.2b)

Invariance of Lagrangian Density

Now, it is easy to find

oL = L ' 0.0, 0,0 — L. w18, 8,07) =0 (D.11.3a)
which becomes
_ oL oL OL sty 9F i
3L = 55 00+ 550y 0 Qu) + Gl + o 5(0,@)
. oL oL o (g 0L Ny 0L
= Ka“awm) Ut 50 (8“a<auw>> Y B Y ]

—iad [ oL o oL
"lo@u) T a(8ut)
where the equation of motion far is employed.

w*} =0 (D.11.3b)



D.12. Hamiltonian Density 165

Current Conservation

Therefore, one defines the currgtitas

oL oL

= awm ¥ e S
and one has the current conservation
dujt = 0. (D.11.5)
For Dirac fields, one finds the conserved current
J* = Py (D.11.6)

D.11.2 Chiral Symmetry

When the Lagrangian density is invariant under the chiral transformation,

P = e (D.11.7)
then there is another Noether current. Héke as defined in eq.(D.11.2) becomes

§1h = iayseh. (D.11.8)
Therefore, a corresponding conserved current for massless Dirac fields becomes

» oL

b = —im Y5 = Py ysep (D.11.9)

and we have
dujt =0. (D.11.10)

The conservation of the axial vector current holds for massless field theory models.

D.12 Hamiltonian Density

The Hamiltonian densit§{ is constructed from the Lagrangian denditylf the Lagrangian

density is invariant under the translatiot, then there is a conserved quantity which is the
energy momentum tensd@r“”. The Hamiltonian density is constructed from the energy

momentum tensor df %9,
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D.12.1 Hamiltonian Density from Energy Momentum Tensor

Now, the Lagrangian density is given ﬁs(@bz, 80%, Tap ) If one considers the following

infinitesimal translatiom* of the field; andwzT
Vi =P + 0, dhy = (dyahi)a”,

ol =gl +oul, 6yl = @0

then the Lagrangian density should be invariant
0L = L(v, Ouibi) — L (i, Outhi)

0 i il ) T ' 19.
Z [awz (0yhi) (Dutbi) + o0l Y; + TN 6(0ut; )] (D.12.1)

Making use of the Lagrange equation, one obtains

oL oL
0L = v 0 al/ 7 -0 78V i
2 [awz V)t 5 @an) (ndei) — O (awn 1")] ‘

oL oL
== 9,0,01) — 0 o, || a”
2> D) o) o (a@wD w)] ’
oL or
=90, |Lg" — — " + —— 0" f , = 0. D.12.2
w Y Z <3(8u¢i) Y e w)] ‘ (D122)

Energy Momentum Tensor7#

Therefore, if one defines the energy momentum tef@3grby

oL oL
TH = S LTS o'l | — Lg™ D.12.3
Ei: (3(au¢i) vit A8, wz) g ( )

then, 7" is a conserved quantity, that is
0,T" =0.

This leads to the definition of the Hamiltonian densityin terms of70

H=T"=>" (a(goﬁw-) ;s + a(gfﬂ) a%j) —L. (D.12.4)
i ¢ 0%
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D.12.2 Hamiltonian Density for Free Dirac Fields

For a free Dirac field with its mass, the Lagrangian density becomes
L=l + ] [in°y - V = m°] 0. (D.12.5)
Therefore, we find the Hamiltonian density as

H=T% =; [~igh+ml; 1y = [~ivy - V+m] . (D.12.6)

Hamiltonian for Free Dirac Fields

The HamiltonianH is obtained by integrating the Hamiltonian density over all space

H = /Hd3r = /¢[—i’y-V+m]wd3r. (D.12.7)

In classical field theory, this Hamiltonian is not an operator but is just the field energy itself.
However, this field energy cannot be evaluated unless one knows the shape of the field
¥ (x) itself. Therefore, one should determine the shape of theigld by the equation of
motion in the classical field theory.

D.12.3 Role of Hamiltonian

The classical field Hamiltonian itself is not useful. This is similar to the classical mechanics
case in which one has to derive the Hamilton equations in order to calculate physical prop-
erties of the system, and the Hamilton equations are equivalent to the Lagrange equations
in classical mechanics.

Classical Field Theory

In classical field theory, the situation is just the same as the classical mechanics case. If
one stays in the classical field theory, then one should derive the field equation from the
Hamiltonian by the functional variational principle.

Quantized Field Theory

The Hamiltonian of the field theory becomes important when the fields are quantized. In
this case, the Hamiltonian becomes an operator, and thus one has to solve the eigenvalue
problem for the quantized Hamiltonidn

H|U) = E|T), (D.12.8)

where| ) is calledFock stateand should be written in terms of the creation and annihilation
operators of fermion and anti-fermion. The space spanned by the Fock states isoeltled
space In normal circumstances of the field theory models such as QED and QCD, it is
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practically impossible to find the eigenstate of the quantized Hamiltonian. The difficulty of
the quantized field theory comes mainly from two reasons. Firstly, one has to construct the
vacuum state which is composed of infinite many negative energy particles interacting with
each other. The vacuum state should be the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian

H|Q) = Eq|Q),

where E, denotes the energy of the vacuum and it is in general infinity with the negative
sign. The vacuum sta{€) is composed of infinitely many negative energy particles

()
) =105 10),
p,s

where|0)) denotes the null vacuum state. In the realistic calculations, the number of the
negative energy particles must be set to a finite value, and this should be reasonable since
physical observables should not depend on the deep negative energy particles.

D.13 Variational Principle in Hamiltonian

Now, one can derive the equation of motion by requiring that the Hamiltonian should be
minimized with respect to the functional variation of the state).

D.13.1 Schodinger Field

When one minimizes the Hamiltonian
1
H = / [_szfv?w + Uy | d®r (D.13.1)
m
with respect ta)(r), then one can obtain the static Satlinger equation.

Functional Derivative
First, one defines the functional derivative for an arbitrary functigir) by
51/11 (’I“/)
d1p;(r)

This is the most important equation for the functional derivative, and once one accepts this
definition of the functional derivative, then one can evaluate the functional variation just in
the same way as normal derivative of the functig(r).

= 5ij5(r - ’l"/). (D132)
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Functional Variation of Hamiltonian

For the condition on)(r), one requires that it should be normalized according to

/W(r)w(r) d*r = 1. (D.13.3)

In order to minimize the Hamiltonian with the above condition, one can make use of the
Lagrange multiplier and make a functional derivative of the following quantity with respect

toy(r)
10 = [ |- 5h 0092000 + 01 (00|

—E < [t - 1) , (D.13.4)
whereE' denotes a Lagrange multiplier and just a constant. In this case, one obtains
5H[¢] _ ! 1 ”2 / / ! 3.0
5¢T(7’) - /5(T r ) % V w(’l“ ) -+ Uw(’l‘ ) Ei/J(T‘ ) a’r = 0. (D.13.5)

Therefore, one finds .
V() + U(r) = Eu(r) (D.13.6)

which is just the static Schdinger equation.

D.13.2 Dirac Field

The Dirac equation for free field can be obtained by the variational principle of the Hamil-
tonian eq.(D.12.7). Below, we derive the static Dirac equation in a concrete fashion by the
functional variation of the Hamiltonian.

Functional Variation of Hamiltonian

For the condition on); (), one requires that it should be normalized according to

/wz%(r) dr = 1. (D.13.7)

Now, the Hamiltonian should be minimized with the condition of eq.(D.13.7)

H[i] = / B ) [0 - 9)ig 4+ m(y®)] oy (r) dPr

-E ( / bl ()i (r) dPr — 1) : (D.13.8)

wherekF is just a constant of the Lagrange multiplier. By minimizing the Hamiltonian with
respect tabj(r), one obtains

(—ict- V +mf) h(r) — Ep(r) = 0 (D.13.9)

which is just the static Dirac equation for free field.






Appendix E

Wave Propagations in medium and
vacuum

The classical wave such as sound can propagate through medium. However, it cannot prop-
agate in vacuum as is well known. This is, of course, clear since the classical wave is the
chain of the oscillations of the medium due to the pressure on the density.

On the other hand, quantum wave including photon can propagate in vacuum since it
is a particle. Here, we clarify the difference in propagations between the classical wave
and quantum wave. The most important point is that the classical wave should be always
written in terms of real functions while photon or quantum wave should be described by the
complex wave function of the shap&® since it should be an eigenstate of the momentum.

This part is written as Appendix to the field theory text book “Fundamental problems
in quantum field theory” published in Bentham publishers in 2013.

E.1 Whatis wave ?

The sound can propagate through medium such as air or water. The wave can be described
in terms of the amplitude in one dimension

o(x,t) = Agsin(wt — kx) (E.1)

wherew andk denote the frequency and wave number, respectively. The dispersion relation
of this wave can be written as

w = vk. (E.2)

Here, it is important to note that the amplitude is written as the real function, in contrast to
the free wave function of electron in quantum mechanics. In fact, the free wave of electron
can be described in one dimension as

V(1) = \;Ve“wt—kw) (E.3)
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which is a complex function. The electron can propagate by itself and there is no medium
necessary for the electron motion.

What is the difference between the real wave amplitude and the complex wave function?
Here, we clarify this point in a simple way though this does not contain any new physics.

E.1.1 A real wave function: Classical wave

If the amplitude is real such as (E.1), then it can only propagate in medium. This can
be clearly seen since the energy of the wave can be transported in terms of the density
oscillation which is a real as the physical quantity. In addition, the amplitude becomes
zero at some point, and this is only possible when it corresponds to the oscillation of the
medium. This means that the wave function of (E.1) has nothing to do with the probability
of wave object. Instead, if it is the oscillation of the medium, then it is easy to understand
why one finds the point where the amplitude vanishes to zero. The real amplitude is called
a classical wave since it is indeed seen in the world of the classical physics.

E.1.2 A complex wave function: Quantum wave

On the other hand, the free wave function of electron is a complex function, and there is
no point where it can vanish to zero. Since this is just the wave function of electron, its
probability of finding the wave is always a const@ﬁt any space point of volumié.

E.2 Classical wave

The sound propagates in the air, and its propagation should be transported in terms of den-
sity wave. The amplitude of this wave can be written in terms of the real function as given
in eq.(E.1). This is quite reasonable since the density wave should be described by the real
physical quantity. Instead, this requires the existence of the medium (air), and the wave
can propagate as long as the air exists. Here, we first write the basic wave equation in one
dimension

1% _ 0%
02 Ot Qa2

which is similar to the wave equation in quantum mechanics, though it is a real differential
equation. Herey denotes the speed of wave.

(E.4)

E.2.1 Classical waves carry their energy ?

In this case, a question may arise as to what is a physical quantity which is carried by the
classical wave like sound. It seems natural that the wave carries its energy (or wave length).
In fact, the transportation of the energy should be carried out by the compression of the
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density and successive oscillations of the medium. Therefore this is called compression
wave.

E.2.2 Longitudinal and transverse waves

Here, we discuss the terminology of the longitudinal and transverse waves, even though one
should not stress its physics too much since there is no special physical meaning.

e Longitudinal wave :  The sound propagates as the compressional wave, and the os-
cillations should be always in the direction of the wave motion. In this case, it is called
longitudinal wave. This wave can be easily understood since one can make a picture of the
density wave.

e Transverse wave : On the other hand, if the motion of the oscillations is in the perpen-
dicular to the direction of the wave motion, then itis called transverse wave. The tidal wave
may be the transverse wave, but its description may not be very simple since the density
change may not directly be related to the wave itself.

E.3 Quantum wave

Photon and quantum wave are quite different from the classical wave, and the quantum
wave is a particle motion itself. No medium oscillation is involved. For example, a free
electron moves with the velocity in vacuum, and this motion is also called "wave”. The
reason why we call it wave is due to the fact that the equation of motion that describes
electrons looks similar to the classical wave equation of motion. Further, the solution of the
wave equation can be describead4$, and thus it is the same as the wave behavior in terms
of mathematics. But the physical meaning is completely different from the classical wave,
and quantum wave is just the particle motion which behaves as the probabilistic motion.

E.3.1 Quantum wave (electron motion)

The wave function of a free electron in one dimension can be described as

1 .
z,t) = ——lWt=kT) E.5
P(z,t) iz (E.5)
which is a solution of the Sctidinger equation of a free electron,
oY 1,

wherek = v/2mw, andV denotes the corresponding volume. Since the &tihger equa-
tion is quite similar to the wave equation in a classical sense, one calls the solution of the
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Schibdinger equation as a wave. However, the physics of the quantum wave should be un-
derstood in terms of the quantum mechanics, and the relation to the classical wave should
not be stressed. That is, the quantum wave is completely different from the classical wave,
and one should treat the quantum wave as it is. In addition, the behavior and physics of
the classical wave are very complicated and it is clear that we do not fully understand the

behavior of the classical wave since it involves many body problems in physics.

E.3.2 Photon

The electromagnetic wave is called photon which behaves like a particle and also like a
wave. This photon can propagate in vacuum and thus it should be considered to be a parti-
cle. Photon can be described by the vector potertial

e Aisreal!: However, thisA is obviously a real function, and therefore, it cannot propa-
gate like a particle. This can be easily seen since the free Hamiltonian of photon commutes
with the momentum operatgr = —iV, and therefore it can be a simultaneous eigenstate

of the Hamiltonian. Thus, thd should be an eigenstate of the momentum operator since
the free state must be an eigenstate of momentum. However, any real function cannot be an
eigenstate of the momentum operator, and thus the vector field in its present shape cannot
describe the free particle state.

e Free solution of vector field : What should we do ? The only way of solving this puzzle
is to quantize a photon field. First, the solutiondfcan be written as

1 ) )
A@@) =Y ———exn (CL e o Ae“””) (E.7)
™y V20,V

with kx = wit — k - r. Here e, denotes the polarization vector which will be discussed
later more in detail. As one sees, the vector field is indeed a real function.

e Quantization of vector field : Now we impose the following quantization conditions
on cL y andcg,

[Ck)\, CL,M\,] = 5k,k’5)\,)\/a (E8)
[Ck)\a Ck:’,)\’] =0, [CL)\, CL/,)\/] =0. (Eg)

In this casepL yv» Ck,) become operators. Therefore, one should now consider the Fock
space on which they can operate. This can be defined as

ceal0) = 0 (E.10)
ch A0y = kN (E.11)

where|0) denotes the vacuum state of the photon field. Therefore, if one operates the vector
field on the vacuum state, then one obtains

1 .
(k, \|A(x)|0) = \/Wek’,\e_zkx. (E.12)
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As one sees, this new state is indeed the eigenstate of the momentum operator and should
correspond to the observables. Therefore, photon can be described only after the vector
field is quantized. Thus, photon is a particle whose dispersion relation becomes

Wl = |k| (E.13)

E.4 Polarization vector of photon

Until recently, there is a serious misunderstanding for the polarization vettorThis is
related to the fact that the equation of motion for the polarization vector is not solved, and
thus there is one condition missing in the determination of the polarization vector.

E.4.1 Equation of motion for polarization vector

Now the equation of motion ford# = (A% A) without any source terms can be written
from the Lagrange equation as

0" =0 (E.14)
where'*” = gt AY — 9¥ A¥. This can be rewritten as
0 0" A" — 0"0,A" = 0. (E.15)

Now, the shape of the solution of this equation can be given as
1 . ,
At(x) = Z Z ——c [cky)\e_’kx + cL i (E.16)
PR V 2Vwk ’ ’

and thus we insert it into eq.(E.15) and obtain
E2et — (ke kM = 0. (E.17)

Now the condition that there should exist non-zero solutiom,of is obviously that the
determinant of the matrix in the above equation should vanish to zero, namely

det{k*g"" — kFE"} = 0. (E.18)

This leads tok? = 0, which meansiy = w = |k|. This is indeed a proper dispersion
relation for photon.

E.4.2 Condition from equation of motion

Now we insert the condition df> = 0 into eq.(E.17), and obtain

ke =0 (E.19)
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which is a new constraint equation obtained from the basic equation of motion. Therefore,
this condition (we call it “Lorentz condition”) is most fundamental. It should be noted that
the Lorentz gauge fixing is just the same as eq.(E.19). This means that the Lorentz gauge
fixing is improper and forbidden for the case of no source term. In this sense, the best gauge
fixing should be the Coulomb gauge fixing

k-e=0 (E.20)

from which one findgy = 0, and this is indeed consistent with experiment.

e Number of freedom of polarization vector : Now we can understand the number of
degree of freedom of the polarization vector. The Lorentz condiijert = 0 should give

one constraint on the polarization vector, and the Coulomb gauge #ing = 0 gives
another constraint. Therefore, the polarization vector has only two degrees of freedom,
which is indeed an experimental fact.

e State vector of photon : The state vector of photon is already discussed. But here we
should rewrite it again. This is written as

€k, —ikx
kA A(2)|0) = ——= . E.21
(k, Al A(2)[0) = —E2 e (E.21)
In this case, the polarization vecteg , has two components, and satisfies the following
conditions

Ek’)\ . Ek,)\’ = 5>\7)\/, k- €k7)\ =0. (E22)

E.4.3 Photon is a transverse wave ?

People often use the terminology of transverse photon. Is it a correct expression ? By now,
one can understand that the quantum wave is a particle motion, and thus it has nothing to
do with the oscillation of the medium. Therefore, it is meaningless to claim that photon
is a transverse wave. The reason of this terminology may well come from the polarization
vector e, , which is orthogonal to the direction of photon momentum. However, as one
can see, the polarization vector is an intrinsic property of photon, and it does not depend on
space coordinates.

e No rest frame of photon ! : In addition, there is no rest frame of photon, and therefore,
one cannot discuss its intrinsic property unless one fixes the frame. Even if one says that
the polarization vector is orthogonal to the direction of the photon momentum, one has to
be careful in which frame one discusses this property.

In this respect, it should be difficult to claim that photon behaves like a transverse wave.
Therefore, one sees that photon should be described as a massless particle which has two
degrees of freedom with the behavior of a boson. There is no correspondence between
classical waves and photon, and even more, there is no necessity of making analogy of
photon with the classical waves.
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E.5 Poynting vector and radiation

We have clarified that the propagation of the real function requires some medium which
can make oscillations. Here, we discuss the Poynting vector how it appears in physics, and
show that it cannot propagate in vacuum at all. Also, we present a brief description of the
basic radiation mechanism how photon can be emitted.

E.5.1 Field energy and radiation of photon

Before discussing the propagation of the Poynting vector, we should first discuss the mech-
anism of the radiation of photon in terms of classical electrodynamics. The interaction
Hamiltonian can be written as

H; = —/j-Ad3r (E.23)

which should be a starting point of all the discussions. Now, we make a time derivative of
the interaction Hamiltonian and obtain

_df; _ []9] . 0A|
W=t = /{at A+j 8t]dr. (E.24)

Since we can safely set’ = 0 in this treatment, we find

0A
E=—. E.2
5 (E.25)
Therefore, we can rewrite eq.(E.24) as
W:/j-Ed?’r—/gz.Ad?’r. (E.26)

Defining the first term of eq.(E.24) &8, we can rewritéVy as

W= [5-Bdér—-5 | [ (5182 + 2iBE) | - [v-sar €21)
dt 2/10 2

which is just the energy of electromagnetic fields.

E.5.2 Poynting vector
Here, the last term of eq.(E.27) is Poynting vecsoas defined by
S=ExB (E.28)

which is connected to the energy flow of the electromagnetic field. This Poynting vector
is a conserved guantity, and thus it has nothing to do with the electromagnetic wave. In
addition, it is a real quantity, and thus there is no way that it can propagate in vacuum.
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In addition, the Poynting vector cannot be a target of the field quantization, and thus it
always remains classical since it is written in termskbfind B. However, there is still

some misunderstanding in some of the textbooks on Electromagnetism, and therefore, one
should be careful for the treatment of the Poynting vector.

e Exercise problem: Here, we present a simple exercise problem of circuit with condenser
with C' (disk radius ofe and distance ofl) and resistance witlR. The electric potential
differenceV is set on the circuit. In this case, the equation for the circuit can be written as

_LdQ Q
V=R_°+ 7.

This can be easily solved with the initial condition @ = 0 att = 0, and the solution
becomes

QzCV(l—e_%).
Therefore, the electric curredtbecomes

aQ Vv _
J—a—ﬁe

In this case, we find the electric fiell and the displacement currejt

_t_
RC

o Q e _t
E = raZez = 507770]2 <1 e RC) €, (E29)
. OFE Vo
jo = PPV e, (E.30)

Thus, the magnetic field becomes

idT T t

= —— _70
2 T 9ra2r ¢

where [ B - dr = poiqgmr? is used. Therefore, the Poynting vector at the surface (with
r = a ) of the cylindrical space of the disk condenser becomes

V2 ¢ ¢

S=ExB=- —m(1_ _%> _
% 2raRd c ¢ er

It should be noted that the energy in the Poynting vector is always flowing into the cylin-

drical space. Therefore, the electric field energy is now accumlated in the cylindrical space.

There is, of course, no electromagnetic wave radiation, and in fact, the Poynting vector is

the flow of field energy, and has nothing to do with the electromagnetic wave.
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E.5.3 Emission of photon
The emission of photon should come from the second term of eq.(E.26) which can be de-
fined asiWy and thus
93 3
Wrp=—- [ = -Ad’r. E.31
= [ - Ad (E:31)

In this case, we can calculate t@é term by employing the Zeeman effect Hamiltonian
with a uniform magnetic field oBy

(&

Hy = —
Z 2me

o By. (E.32)

The relevant Sclidinger equation for electron with its mass becomes

oY e
Therefore, we find
09 e [ouT 0 e2
9 _ N sy 2P| = — VB (m). (E.34)

o m.|ot? at |~ 2m2

In order to obtain the photon emission, one should quantize thedigéfdeq.(E.31).

e Field quantization : The field quantization in electromagnetic interactions can be done
only for the vector potentiall. The electric fieldE and the magnetic field are classical
quantities which are defined before the field quantization.

E.6 Gravitational wave

People often discuss the gravitational wave which is supposed to come from the Einstein
equation. In this case, one sees that the equation for the metric tensor is all real, and thus
the solution of this equation must be also real. Therefore, the gravitational wave, if at all
exists, is a real function, and thus it cannot propagate in vacuum unless one believes the
aether hypothesis.

¢ No quantization of gravity :  In addition, there is no physical meaning to quantize
the metric tensor and therefore, there is no chance that the gravitational wave propagates in
vacuum.
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E.6.1 General relativity

Since we treat the gravitational wave, we should make a comment on the general relativity.
Einstein invented the general relativity which is the second order differential equation for
the metric tensog””. A question may arise as to why the general relativity can be related to
the gravitational theory. This reason is simply because Einstein claimed that he had proved
the gravitational Poisson equation should be derived from the general relativity at the weak
gravitational limit. However, in his proof, he assumed the following strange equation

g%~ 1420 (E.35)

where¢ denotes the gravitational field. Because of this equation (E.35), he could derive the
gravitational Poisson equation

V24(r) = 4nGp(r) (E.36)

whereG andp denote the gravitational constant and the density, respectively.

e Eq.(E.35) is correct ? : Here, we show that eq.(E.35) is not only strange but simply
incorrect. In order to do so, we should examine the physical meaning of the equation
g" ~ 1 + 2¢. We should notice that 1 (unity) in the right hand side of eq.(E.35) is a
simple number. This is clear since the metric tensor is just the coordinate system itself.
However, the gravitational field is a dynamical variable, and therefore this summation of
two different categories is simply meaningless.

¢ No connection between general relativity and gravity : By now it should be clear that
the general relativity has nothing to do with gravity. It is a theory for the coordinate system
(metric tensor), but it is not a theory for nature.

Note :
The new gravitational theory is explained in detail in Chapter 6 in the text book of
“Fundamental problems in quantum field theory” .

Reference :

Fundamental Problems in Quantum Field Theory
T. Fujita and N. Kanda, Bentham Publishers, 2013
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