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Abstract, Equal-time current commutation relations are considered in re-
normalizable field theories. Renormalized currents are obtained by means of
solutions of the Yang-Feldman equations for Heisenberg field operators in perturba-
tion theory. For the computation of matrix elements of current commutators we
apply Jost-Lehmann-Dyson type techniques. The equal time limit is taken with
the help of symmetrical time-smearing functions which interpolate the d-function.
Our methods avoid any cut-off procedure and lead therefore to unambiguous
results. In order to avoid spin complications, our general methods are applied to
trilinear resp. quadrilinear couplings of isoscalar and isovector spin 0-mesons in first
order perturbation theory. We find that the zero-space components of the current-
commutator matrix elements behave for small time separation 7' like In(7")

grad,é(x —¥).
Introduction

It was pointed out by the present authors some time ago that the
concept of equal-time current commutation relations (ETCR) is com-
patible with the general principles of quantum field theory [1]. In order
to understand the dynamical content of ETCR and their general form
allowed within the field theoretic framework it may be helpful to discuss
ETCR for renormalizable field theories in perturbation theory. In this
paper we take up the discussion of this problem.

The first investigations along this line have been undertaken by
Jounsox and Low [2] and other authors [3]. The procedure used in these
papers we want to criticize for two reasons:

1. No explicitly renormalized currents are used.
2. The ETCR [j,(2), ,(4) ]z, -, is computed by taking appropriate
time limits from the time-ordered product 7' [j, (), 7, (¥)]-

* Supported by the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission under Contract AT(30-1)-
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Now it is well-known that the 7-product is a non-unique ambiguous
quantity even if finite currents are used. In particular, the usual perturba-
tion theorctic definition of the 7'-product of renormalized currents
leads always to finite expressions only if the currents under consideration
participate in the interaction Lagrangian (i. e. Quantum electrodynamics,
Yang-Mills type of theories). In any other theory (the Johnson-Low
model, the pseudoscalar meson-nucleon coupling ete.) the so defined
T-products will diverge in general. Instead of really redefining the
T-product, Jonxsox and Low [2] introduced a causality violating
cut-off in momentum space and lift this cut-off after having taken equal
times. The interchange of the two limits cut-off — co and 7' — 0 is always
questionable, as f. i. by another cut-off procedure (Pauli-Villars regulari-
zation) one may kill every non-canonical term in ETCR [3]. In order to
avoid such dubious techniques, we first compute renormalized currents
by means of iteration solutions of the Yang-Feldman equations for
Heisenberg field operators!. We derive the Jost-Lehmann-Dyson (JLD)
representation for matrix elements:

@ i (5) i (=5)] 19>

where the JLD-spectral functions are represented by parametricintegrals.
We then compute ETCR as the limit:

yim [y oo <O [ (5) s e (—5)] 190

where .
frte) =3 () with je2,
flzg) = f(—x,) and [ fp(x,) dag=1.

In this paper we restrict ourselves on trilinear and quadrilinear
couplings of spin zero mesons. We introduce the following meson fields:
A;(x) = ith component of an isovectorial pseudoscalar meson field.
B (x) = isoscalar scalar meson field.
The following couplings between these fields are renormalizable and lead
to a non-trivial isovector-vector current:

Ly = g, A* () B(x) 2 = g2 A% (2) B*(2)
Ly = gy A2 (x) A% () .
We may also consider combinations of these couplings like f. i.
Ly = 9,(A%(x) + B*(x))?.

t In this way some results on ETCR in quantum electrodynamics have been
obtained recently by LAaxcErHOLC [4].
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The isovector-vector current is defined as usual:

1
?[(LT:> ( ) =7, ‘9znm{A m(fc) . (1)

In theories with couphngs Ly, we may define in addition an
isovector-axialvector current, whose most general form (if at most
bilinear terms in the fields are allowed) is given as follows:

7(‘1) = {B ), 0, Ay(x)} + {A ), 0, B@)} + ¢, 4,(x). (2)

The constants a and b will be ﬁxed in zeroth order by the requirement
that ETCR should be as “quark-like” as possible. For certain interactions
there is another interesting possibility for fixing these constants: Consider
L, = g4(A2 -+ B%(x))? then the choice ¢ =—b and ¢=0 ie.

I (@) ~ {4, (@ ), O B(x)} leads in case of equal masses for the A- and
B partlclcs to a conserved axial vector current. The reason for this
additional law is the fact, that L, bears a higher symmetry than just
S U (2). In case of the L, interaction Lagrangian, it has been realized by
Kvo and Sucawara [5] and also by one of the present authors (P.
StrcHEL, unpublished) that an axialvector-current involving trilinear
meson-terms can be constructed. Using the canonical commutation
relations formally, one can see that the Ansatz

Ji) (@) = 0, A; (@) + B{A* () 9, Ay (2) — 24 (2) 0 A () A, (2)}
with o f = — 1/4 fulfills the ETCR

6P (@), 55 D ey = 9y = @ €122 0 (2 — Y) 507 ()
because the trilinear terms commute at equal times with itself and the
relative commutator between the linear and the trilinear term yields the
wanted vector current. The argument is, however, completely formal since
field operators cannot be multiplied at one point. In order to obtain
a well defined axialvector current, one must at least take out the short
distance singularities of the two point function. For the special case of
the free field this leads to the well known Wick product. An explicit
computation with the well-defined trilinear Wick product:

A2 (2) 3, A, (x)
shows the appearance of an additional (divergent) term in the ETCR of
the form:
d(x—y) [o0)dn: A;(x) 0y Ay (x):
where 9 = two particle phase volume.
Hence, we conclude that a zero order (in the coupling ¢;) axialvector

current fulfilling ETCR cannot be defined. Within our trilinear Ansatz
the only way out of this difficulty is:

B~gs
and hence a ~ 1/g,.
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In that case the axialvector current contains a g3 -order term and the
zeroth order ETC would require second order perturbation terms in the
meson field. We want to restrict ourselves in this paper only to first
order meson fields and hence we will discuss the axialvector problem of
L, in a subsequent paper.

We next compute all ETCR between V- and 4-currents in the model
characterized by L,, restricting ourselves in this paper to first order
perturbation theory. Thereby, the ETCR between the zero and space
components of the currents which are bilinear in the meson fields turn
out to be logarithmic divergent,i. e.~ In(7") grad d () for 7 — 0 indepen-
dent of the interpolating symmetric test function.

Equal Time Commutators in Zeroth Order and the Form of the
Axialveetor Current

It has been noted by several authors [6], that our vector current (1)
leads in zeroth order to a [V, V]-ETCR, which agrees with Gell-Mann’s
simple “quark result” [7] only for the isospin antisymmetric combination.

The constants a, b, ¢ in the zeroth order axialvector current:

7 @) = a BO (2) 8, 49 (v) + b 4L () 9, BO (@)
+¢9, 49 ()

we will now fix in such a way that for the combination of ETCR anti-

symmetric in the “internal indices” (i. e. isospin and “‘kind of current’)

we obtain Gell-Mann’s “quark result” [7].
From the requirement:

®3)

1 . . . . .
5 GO @), (PO = yy— (o k) =7 812, 0 (x—y) 1O (2)

To = Yo

we obtain the restriction:
—b2=a-b=1. 4)

Then the ETCR [ (), j“4 @ (y)}r_ , contains gradient terms sym-
metric in the isospin indices [7]. The [V, A]-commutator does not lead
to further restrictions. But there again appear gradient terms which are
symmetric in the internal indices [8].
If we put according to (4):
a&=—b=1

our axialvector current agrees up to the term linear in A (x) with the
mesonic part of the axialvector current of GELL-MANN and LEvVY’s
o-model [9].

First Order Currents

Within the A* B*-theory we obtain from the Yang-Feldman equations
for the first order field operators (for reasons of simplicity we take
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equal masses m for the A-resp. B-particles):
A<1) fd4 o Ap(e—a'): A(o)( ') B0y (') :
BW(z) = [d*a" Ap(x—2'): AV (") BO (2'):
With ZP = 0 we obtain by means of equation (1), (2), (5) and the choice

(4)

a = —0b = 1 for the first order currents:
j(’v}(l)( ) = Enm Agzm 5_;; f d* o’ AR(x_— x,) : A(O) (xl) B(O)“(m') :
O (@) =i [ dta Aplw—a') G (: A<°>”( ) AP (z) BO (2): (6)

— : AQ (2") BO*(2') BO () :) + ¢, APV (2) .

We note that due to their definition our currents contain no bilinear
terms in the free fields in first order.

First Order Commutators

The first order commutators:

[%: (), B ()]® = [720 @), 0 )] + 5P @), 280 ()
contain terms quadrilinear, trilinear, and bilinear in the free fields arising
from single resp. double contractions.

The single contraction terms do not lead to any anormal result.
Either two fields at the points 2 and y are contracted with each other
leading to a A (x — y) function, whose time derivative gives at equal times
normal, finite terms (those terms also contain gradient terms, as they
are of the same canonical structure as the zeroth order commutators), or
x &' resp. y «’ contractions take place whose sum leads to the local chain:

[dta’ P, (0% 0Y) (Ay(x—a') Ay —y)
— Ag(@—2a') Ag(a’—y)): B (2'):

where P,,(0% 0¥) is a second order polynomial in the derivatives. By
means of contour integration in momentum space it is very easy to see
that (7) vanishes for 2, = y,.

Therefore we concentrate our effort on the bilinear terms which
follow from double contractions. By means of straight-forward computa-
tion we obtain:

()

G2 @), 7% () iihnear = 0ire [ A &' Ly (2, y, @) : BO' (@) 2 (8)
1 r’ !
[7(A)( ) 71'/::)(?/) {&l)mear "2_5zk fd4x I,“,(&f, Z/:x) (9)

(: A" (") : + : BO*(2') 1)
[ (), iy Y lihear = @ &i5r [ d 2’ AP (') BO (2)

10
I,(x,y, ) (10)
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where I, (z, y, 2’) is defined as follows:
L@y, @) = —i{—[AD(y—a) A4 (& —2) + Ay —2") AN (" — )]
0 Mw—y) + Aaly— ) A4 — ) —Aply — ) Ap(e’ — )]
T A (2 — )
As the vector current is conserved, I, is divergenceless, i. e.:
4L, (v,y, )y =0y 1, (x,y,2")=0.

It is amusing to note that according to equation (9) and (10) our axial-
vector current is effectively conserved in the bilinear part of the com-
mutators.

Jost-Lehmann-Dyson Representation for First Order Commutators

Let us consider /,,, in momentum space. We define:

I,,(q 1) :fcl‘* 2 e—iﬂw'f(l‘l(jeiﬂlﬂ,, (—g—, —%, :u’) . (1)

Inserting (10) into (11) one obtains immediately:

Lo(g )= @)t [ @002 — ) (2b—q + ) (2b—q—7 ),
g e 2]

U ) L ime(k) ((k_g n .g_)g _ﬂz) 5((,6_(‘,_;21)2 _”2)
.[3<k~q+%)—a(k~—q—%)}i,

The imaginary part (i. e. the last term) of eq. (12) vanishes for A% < 42
In the following we concentrate our effort on this case exclusively.

(12)

Then we may rewrite (12) into the form

Lo(g, 4) = —i@a)=2 [ di ko (k2 — ) (13)

1 1
.{g(k)[;z—(k~;—%)2—is u2—(k—q+%ﬁ)é——ig——(8*>~8)}

1 1
- A 2 A g —(e=>—e)
M*-(k~q—7+is) uz—(k—q+7+is)
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Now we apply the formula?

m—(pl-i)z = ( )"fd‘l T

with :
Q(s,u,A)=—a—a;{[6(u+%——¢(s,4]2)d)+(A~>~A)] s
O A 0~ g5, 4 B A0
where
S R (16)

and obtain for (12)
I,(q.A)=2m)2 [d koK — u?) [dru [ds
fe(k) —e(k—q—u)] 6(s— (k—q—u)?) o(s, u, 4) (17)

A

The k-integration in (17) may be done by means of standard techni-
ques [10].

In this way we get finally the following Dyson-representation?
for I,,(q, 4):

Lo(g, )= @m)2 [ du [ ds g+ w) (s — (g + w)?)
: {g;w 1/)1 (S, u’ A) + (q + u),u (q + u)i' 1/)2(8’ u, A) (18)
+ (uﬂ U, — 1 4,4 ) Py (s, u, A4)

+ [(q + u), (u»{— %) (q + u), (u———g—)ﬂ] Py (s, u, A)}

with
polsw A) = [ g (' u, A) (5, 8) 5 [ (12— P+ 52 + 8) —5)]
ya= [ ds o(s' J, ) Fls, o) gy [52— 28 (a2 + ) + 4 (2 — &')2)

fdsos w, A4) f(s, 8),

w4=fds'@(s',u,mf<s, sy

(19)

. 1

2 Eq. (14) may be derived easily by means of Feynman’s identity PNy

1
~ fa L
T e T — 0

0

3 After performing the u-integration by means of the d-function in (15) and
having introduced the substitutions s” — a = ¢ — 1/2, equation (18) becomes a
Dyson-representation of the vertical type [11].
23 Commun. math. Phys., Vol. 8
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and

f(@,8) == [(@— (/s + @) (e — (Vs — w2 0@ — (/s + w?) . (20)

We note two important properties of the spectral functions ;(u, s):
a) Asymptotic behaviour in s:

Due to the fact, that g(s) =-a— 6(s') and suppg(s’) is compact

follows ; (u, s)‘_,oo 0(sY) ¢=2, 3 4 and y, (4, s) ;57, 0(1)
b) Symmetry in u:

Y; (8: u) = Y; (8> ——’ll/) .

Equal Time Commutators

In the following we collect the main arguments in the final evaluation
of the ETCR starting from the Dyson representation Eq. (18).

Ad. u=v=0
Contribution from w, and v,: We have yy(s,u, ) —>—= f ds'

Al s _ 1
0 u, A) +0(s™Y) Yars2 T 5 Y
Therefore :

Pi(g + w)?, w, A) + (g + uo) wa((q + ), u, 4) ——— 0((go + uo)~3)

go—>©

i. e. due to e(g, + %,) we have no contribution from v, , to

. Ur |
lim [ 1y(g, 4)dg,-
7—0 17

Contribution from vy: As wy(s, u, A) .5, 0(s~!) the same argument as
above may be applied.

Contribution from y,: This contribution may be written as:

yr +1/2
Ay lim [ dgy, [ drex(qy+ Adgx)e(gy+ dg%)
T—0 .y —1/2 (21)

“0((q + A x> — (/s () + )2 g((q + 4 %)% 5 ()
with

5 = 42 (e — ) + 2,
g is defined as:

’ 0 ’ 2 — ’( )
98 0) = 5o (1@ 8 ) =)
and has the asymptotic behaviour

g, s' () === 0(x71) .
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Now we have by a change of variable:

yr

[ danae+ Ao ey + Ao ) 0((g + A 22— (/5" () + )
—yr

g((q + Ax)%, 5" (x)) (22)

] Bi(») B-(x) )
:QO"+f>dm@+Www+mmw®
0 0

with
B = (g + Ave) — @+ g8~ (/560 + o)t

But only that part of (22) contributes to (21) which is antisymmetric
in %, i. e. we may use instead of (22) the antisymmetrized expression:

1 B (%) B_(x
w( + f)dw@¢ﬂﬁ + W (1) 5 0.

Bi(—=n) B_(—x)

Therefore we conclude:
yr
lim [ dg, oo(q,A) 0

T7—0 —1T

i. e. the KTCR for u = » = 0 gives a vanishing contribution in agreement
with Gell-Mann’s conjecture.

B u=09=—
1. y, gives no contribution.
2. (go + o) Wy, 4 gives no contribution due to u == Ax and applying
the same arguments as above.
3. Contributions arising from the terms

(uo u—%/]oA) Vs, (q + u) (u0~ %"—) Yy

Due to the asymptotic behaviour of vy, , and the symmetric integration
over ¢, we obtain no contribution.

4. There remain the terms

a4
(9o + o) (q Yo+ 5 ’/’4)
(23)

= (90 + %) (q+—;1) Yat (o + %) q(y2— ) -

As y4 > 0(s7') (due to the form of y, this asymptotic behaviour does
not become better after performing the wu-integration!) the first term
in (23) leads for the ETCR to a logarithmic divergent gradient term,
23*
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i. e. in configuration space it looks like:

~ }imo In(7") grad, 0 (x —1y) .

The second term in (23) gives a vanishing ETCR-contribution due to the
following arguments:

L. py— v, ;37 0(s72) because with the asymptotic expansion:

§—>00

2 ~ 4
(s, 8) ~m (1 L A 0(3—1))
one sees immediately, that

aas—, [@— (® 4 4(p?—s')2—Ddsu+ s s/)] T 0(s7 7).

§—> 0

2. Due to this asymptotic behaviour, the ETCR-contribution of the
2nd term in (23) may be written as:

q [d*u [ dsypy(s, u, A)— (s, u, A) . (24)
Now, an explicit evaluation shows that:

fds —a-a;,- [&1’;/)— (s + 4(u2—s")2—bBs ut+ s s’)] =0 (25)

i. e. (24) vanishes.

C. u, v space-like
Due to the symmetric ¢,-integration and the asymptotic behaviour of
the g, we can only have a non-vanishing KTCR-contribution for u =
arising from ;. But also this contribution vanishes due to the symmetry
of y, for u —+—u.

In all these computations of equal time commutators we have
performed a formal symmetric ¢, integration. The use of a symmetric
interpolating test function of the type proposed in the introduction does
not change the results obtained by the more formal integration method.

Conclusions

In the case of the coupling 4% (z) B? (x) we found logarithmic divergent
gradient terms for the ETCR of the zero-space components of current-
current commutators. It is easily seen that the same results hold for the
other quadrilinear couplings.

Concerning the trilinear coupling A% (x) B (x) the linear terms in the
current-current commutators may be expressed by I,, too. But then
we have to consider in momentum space I,,(g, A1) for time-like A (A2
= u?). Again we obtain the same results as in case of quadrilinear coup-
lings, because our Dyson-representation Eq. (18) for the commutator
matrix element is correct for all A2 with A% < 4u2.
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In case of the quadrilinear couplings one would also be interested
to learn something on the bilinear contributions to the ETCR for time-
like A (i.e. 42> 4u?. But this would require an explicit analytic
continuation of our Dyson-representation in 42, which is a somewhat
involved task. We, therefore, dispense with this.

The isospin-dependence of the divergent terms we have found agrees
with the general conjecture of ApLErR and Carrax [7]. To be more
specific, we find («; denotes the kind of current)

{5 @), 355 W — U5, (), 352 )1 }witinear = O (26)
already for finite time separations.

It would be interesting to check, whether in case of our models
the Adler-Callan conjecture is true in higher orders of perturbation
theory. This question will be discussed by us in the near future.

Note added in proof. After completion of our paper we received a preprint by

N. Usyuriva from Dubna, where similar methods have been applied to ETCR
within the Johnson-Low model.
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