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Abstract. A new substraction formula is presented to renormalize Feynman amplitudes
written in Schwinger’s integral representation.

The substractions are generated by an operator acting on the integrand, which only
depends on the total number of internal lines but is completely independent of the structure
of the graph.

This formulation is also valid for non-renormalizable theories and is shown to reduce to
Zimmermann’s R-operation for scalar theories. It satisfies in any case Bogoliubov’s
recursive formula and yields an explicit tool for actual computations of renormalized
Feynman amplitudes with a minimal number of substractions.

1. Introduction

A procedure for extracting finite parts from divergent Feynman
amplitudes with the requirements of Lorentz covariance, causality and
unitarity was given several years ago by Bogoliubov and Parasiuk [1].
They introduced a substraction procedure, the so-called R operation,
defined recursively over the graphs and the subgraphs and they proved
this method to be equivalent to the addition of infinite counter terms in
the Lagrangian. The proof of the B.P. theorem was then completed by
Hepp [2] and recently Epstein and Glaser [3] reformulated the problem
as a decomposition of distributions in retarded and advanced parts.

On the other hand, using the parametric integral representation [6],
Appelquist [4] was able to give in closed form the value of a substracted
Feynman amplitude. He proved in the case of renormalizable theories
that his substraction scheme satisfies the B.P.H. recursive prescription.
This proof was established by decomposing the families of subgraphs
into forests. Later, this was proved by Zimmermann [5] to be, in the
momentum space, the general solution to the recursion of B.P.H. even
in the case of non-renormalizable theories.

* Attaché de Recherches CNRS.
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However, these explicit substraction formulae given by Appelquist
and Zimmermann, involved crucially the knowledge of the topology
of the graph.

In this paper, we have generalized Appelquist’s result to any theory,
renormalizable or not, and found an operator generating the sub-
stractions, which is completely independent of the topology of the graph
except for the total number of internal lines. The renormalized Feynman
amplitude is proved to be equal to Zimmermann’s finite part in the case
of scalar theories but differs from it by a finite renormalization when
higher spins are involved.

This paper is organized as follows:

For the sake of simplicity, the three first sections deal only with
spinless theories without derivative couplings.

In Section II we gather some known results about the parametric
integral representation; we introduce in Section III our definition of the
renormalized amplitude and prove the equivalence with the decomposi-
tion into forests; then Section IV is devoted to Zimmermann’s formalism
and its translation into parametric language. Finally in Section V, the
different results are extended to the case of theories with spin and
derivative couplings. In Section VI, we summarize our results and indicate
some possible applications. The first Appendix describes the various
properties of our substraction operator which is based on the definition
of a generalized Taylor expansion. Then Appendix II and III explicit the
complete proof of two intricate theorems (the first one was actually
established by Appelquist [4]).

I1. Parametric Integral Representation of Feynman Amplitude

For the sake of simplicity we first present the parametric integral
representation for graphs associated with a spinless theory with non
derivative but possibly non-renormalizable couplings.

To any connected Feynman graph with [ lines and n vertices corre-
sponds the following Feynman amplitude.

1

1 n
I={ [1d°k ] [16®®;~¢.k,) (IL1)
a=1

1 kg—mf‘,l'is J=1

i

up to numerical constants. D denotes the integral dimension of the
pseudo-Euclidian space with signature (+,(D —1)—), p; denotes the
sum of the external momenta ending at vertex j and ¢;, a topological
matrix which depends on the orientation of the internal lines of the graph:
&;,= +1 if the line a points away from the vertex j
¢j,=—1 if the line a points into the vertex j

and O otherwise.
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We introduce the parametric integral representation of the propagator

o

i

o .gdoc glak2—m2+iz) (11.2)
and
SDV(k) = ! T by giks 11.3

All scalar products are taken in the sense of the pseudo-Euclidian metric.
After integration of the gaussian integrals over the k and x variables,
we obtain the parametric integral representation of the Feynman
amplitude:

1
LD o © —iYaq(mg—ie) eip,-d,-jlpJ
I=i(—in) 2 6P (Zp,> [ fday...doje ! — o (I1.4)
J 0 0
where P is a homogeneous polynomial in the o’s; d;;' is obtained as
1
. g €iaja : :
follows: we define d;,= ) oz—] as a nxn matrix; since ) &,=0,
a=1 a i

the determinant of d is zero; d;;' is the inverse of a (n—1)x(n—1)
diagonal minor of d.

Of course, the integral (I1.4) is possibly divergent; we shall define
its finite part in the following section.

The above representation can be found extensively in the literature [6].

Let us just mention some useful properties:

1) The polynomial P is homogeneous in the «’s with degree L, the
number of loops of the graph.

P is positive when all o’s are positive; it vanishes as o™ when all o’s
corresponding to a subdiagram with L, loops vanish as p.

Each term in P is a product of L different «’s attached to L lines
which must be cut if we want to transform the graph into a tree-graph.

. . . . Nl i .
2) The matrix d;;' is the ratio of two polynomials T’ where N;; is

a homogeneous polynomial in the a’s of degree L+1; di}l has no
singularities. There exist many other properties for which we refer to [6].

Let us define some concepts which will be used later on.

A subdiagram is defined by a family of «’s. A family of &’s defines a
set of lines and vertices (all the end-points of these lines).

A family of o’s is said to be proper (or one-particle irreducible) if in
the corresponding subdiagram each line belongs to at least one loop.

A family of o’s is connected if the corresponding subdiagram is
connected.

A family of «’s is said to be a subgraph if any two vertices in the
corresponding subdiagram are joined by all the lines which already
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joined them in the original graph. The concepts of union, intersection,
inclusion and the symbols U, N, C will be understood over sets of lines
and vertices.

Two families of «’s are disjoint if their intersection is empty. If two
families of a’s are neither disjoint nor contained one inside the other,
the families are said to overlap.

A forest is a set of non overlapping families of «’s. This definition
differs from Zimmermann’s [5] who only considered forests of proper,
connected, divergent subdiagrams, the so-called renormalization parts.

As mentioned before, the integral (I1.4) may diverge due to the zeros
of the polynomial P. Given a family of o’s with L; loops and ; lines, the
integral diverges if L,D —2l,=0. Such families of «’s are said to be
divergent; L, D — 21, is the so-called superficial degree of divergence of the
subdiagram.

III. Renormalized Feynman Amplitude

Definition. The renormalized Feynman amplitude is:

L . 'LZQ D) © © ~iYaq(mZ—ie)
Ig=i"(—in)  6PEp) | - [ da,...dye *
0 0
o 1111
g —21li elpidij i ( )
.H(i—Jyl ) —pbE [

The operators J denote generalized Taylor operators: given a

function f(x) which behaves as Lp (integer p20) at x=0, 7" f is equal
X

1. .
to o times the Taylor expansion of g(x)=x? f(x) up to order n+p.

A complete definition and various properties are gathered in Appendix 1.
The product [ ] runs over all possible families of o’s, that is (2' — 1)

families. For each family % with [, lines, 7, *" acts upon the dilatation
variable g, of the family when [/oz is dilated into p; ‘/oji
Let us define
eiPidii'pi
Although the 9 operators do not commute in general, they do commute
when the corresponding families of o’s do not overlap; however it will
be shown in Appendix II that the complete product of (1 —7)’s does
not depend on their order. Consequently [] (1 — 7,24 Z behaves for

i
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any family of [; ’s as a pole of order less than /, and thus the integrability
at the lower limit of integration is ensured.
This section is devoted to the proof of the following identity
[Ta=g*z=[1+ Y I(-J5*"Z (ITL.3)

i nonempty
forests

where the sum runs over the set of all non-empty forests; this identity
will be further reduced to a sum over the set of non-empty forests of
proper, connected, divergent subgraphs.

In contradistinction to Appelquist’s result [4], our proof is valid for
graphs occurring in a non renormalizable theory.

Theorem 1.

[Tt -5 Z= [1+Z I1 (—fy:jﬂf)] VA (I11.4)
i F FeF

where the sum runs over the forests of families of o’s whether proper,

connected, divergent or not.

Proof. Since [[ (1 — 74 2")Z is independent of the order of the¥}s,

we order it in such a way that the number of lines decreases from left to

right. We then establish recursively the following identity:

Mu-75z=Ta-75 [1+ ¥ T (=7)]Z (1)
i izm Febm-1 SieF

where &,,_; is the set of forests built with elements at the right of &,,_,

and eventually &, _, itself.

The identity (IIL.5) is trivially verified for the nearest element to Z
and we shall prove it for order m.

Let us define &,,_, C 8, the set of forests which contains at least one
family of o’s overlapping with %,. Then the recursion proof amounts
to the validity of the following identity:

I[1 04=7,)(-7,,) [ Y I1 (—9}}.)] Z=0. (IIL6)
izm+1 Febm-1 FieF
The general idea for the proof of (IIL.6) is the following: given two
overlapping families of o’s &, and %,, we observe from the properties
of the s and (1 — 7)’s and from the topological relation

lu:ll+12_lﬁ7 (III.7)
that
(=T —TgH )1 -T2 ) (-T2 Z=0. (IILY)

! Tt is interesting to remark that this theorem holds for any function Z such that the
product of (1 —7)’s is independent of their order.
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The problem here is to generalize this property to a complete forest. This
highly technical part of the proof is given in Appendix III. On the right
hand side of (I11.4), each term of the sum is now a commutative product
of s since the corresponding families of «’s do not overlap.

Theorem 2.
N(t-9,*z= {1 +> 11 (- 2‘1)} (I1L9)
F LjeF
where the sum runs over the forests of divergent families of «’s, whether
proper, connected or not.

Proof. Let us consider a term in the right hand side of (II1.4) that
contains a convergent family of «’s. From the commutation property
of the s, we can bring the corresponding J to the right, next to Z.
Z has a pole of order L, D for this family and since — 21, + L, D is negative,
— T4 *"Z vanishes [Appendix (A.I-5)]. In particular note that tree-
graphs are eliminated at this stage.

From now on, we shall feel free, if needed, to reintroduce in the sum
(II1.9) any product of commuting s containing convergent families
of a’s.

Theorem 3.
Oi-7,*z= [1+ o101 (- 2‘1)} (I11.10)
F FieF
where the sum runs over the forests of proper, divergent families of «’s,
whether connected or not.

Proof. Let us consider a term in the right hand side of (II1.9) that
contains an improper divergent family of a’s ;. This term might also
contain other improper divergent families of ’s contained in ;. We
pick among them %/ which does not contain any other improper
divergent family. Then, the maximal proper divergent family of «’s %,
contained in &7 forms a forest with the other elements of the considered
term. We can group the terms

(=T (=T Z (I1L.11)

where the corresponding 7 operators are written to the right, next to Z.
After dilatation of the ]/%’s belonging to & by ¢ and to &, by u, Z(p, o1t)

1
has the form e g(g, o) where L denotes the common number of

(on
loops of & and &, and g has a Taylor expansion in ¢ and gu. Then,
. 0
we can write:
o 1 ki ko
(~75*Z= o L —kgl—, % g62)(0,0). (IIL12)

ki+ky< =214 +LD
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Clearly, it behaves in p as p? with ¢ < —2I. Since I, <[y, (1 —T4,*"?)
(=T 4;*")Z vanishes.
Theorem 4.
md- [1 + 2 211)} (I11.13)

where the sum runs over the forests of proper, connected, divergent families
of o’s.

Proof. Let us consider a term in the right hand side of (I11.10) that
contains a disconnected, proper, divergent family of a’s & = S, u--- L,
where the #’s are mutually disjoint.

It is always possible to gather the following terms:

(=T =T . (1 -T2 (ITL.14)

where again, the corresponding J’s are written to the right, next to Z.
Using the same argument as in Theorem 3, it is easy to check that after
dilatation of the ]/&’s belonging to & by ¢ and to & by u,;,
k k

[T =74 ") Z(ou;) behaves in g as a power greater than2 ) (—1)= —2I
1 1

so that (I11.14) vanishes.

This achieves the proof that the product of (1 —7)’s over all families
of o’s is equivalent to the sum over Zimmermann’s forests. At this stage,
we still have to eliminate the families of «’s which are not subgraphs.

Theorem 5.
ni-J7y {1 o 2%)] (I11.15)
F FeF
where the sum runs over the forests of proper, connected, divergent sub-
graphs.

Proof. Let us consider a term in the right hand side of (I11.13) that
contains a family of o’s &, which is not a subgraph, i.e. it is necessary
to add further lines but no vertices to obtain a subgraph. Let us add one
such line to &, to get the family %,. %, has one line and one loop more
than &,. Again, we gather the following terms

(=T (~T 52N Z (I1L.16)

where the J’s are written close to Z.
After dilatation of the l/&’s belonging to & by ¢ and to &, by 4,

Plou, ) =@* 1> F* Y P'(ou, 0) (IIL.17)

as can easily be seen from the fact that there is only one o dilated by u?
alone.
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The same property holds for the numerator of d;;'. Then, similar
considerations as in Theorem 3 and 4 show that (III.16) vanishes.

By repeated application of this property, adding each time one more
line and no vertices to ¥, we arrive at the complete subgraph which
is the only contribution to the right hand side of (IIL.15).

Now,

LD ©
Iy =i(—in) > 6P(Z p) f f day ..
. - Jipidiiins (II1.18)
e (145 [T (-7 {—P |
F SFieF
where the sum runs over all non empty forests of proper, connected
divergent subgraphs.

Note. We have proved theorems similar to Theorems 2—5 for the
product of (1 —7)’s operating upon all families of «’s; namely we have
shown that it is equivalent to the product of (1 —J)’s over all proper,
connected, divergent subgraphs and that this product is independent
of the order of the operators (1 — 7). [This proof makes extensive use
of identity (A.I-13).]

From a purely computational point of view, it is often easier to
calculate IT (1 — ) than to perform the sometimes tedious decomposi-
tion into forests. At this point, it is worthwhile to emphasize an im-
portant property of the complete product IT(1 —%) in (IIL.1): this
product seems to depend on the structure of the graph, since we have to
extract the pole in each family before performing the Taylor expansion.
However, we always know an upper bound M on the order of the pole
which might occur in any family of o’s after a certain number of (1 —7)’s
have been applied. Then:

21-1 21—-1 21—-1

RZ= 1‘[(1— 52N Z = [] T;f—%{]‘[ Qyz} (I11.19)

ji=1

where Z is obtained from Z by dilatation of all 1/071-6 4, by g;. Since the
product in (II.19) runs over all possible families %, we do obtain a
substraction operator completely independent of the topology of the
graph (except for the total number of internal lines).

IV. Finite Part of a Feynman Amplitude in Momentum Space

In this section, our purpose is to show that the finite part of a Feyn-
man amplitude as defined by (IIL.18) is equal to the finite part as defined
by Zimmermann [5] in momentum space.
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Given the Feynman amplitude I(p,, ..., p,_,) associated to a Feyn-
man graph, the finite part is given by Bogoliubov’s recursive R-operation:
the integrand in p-space I has to be replaced by

Ry=(1—T{")R; (IV.1)

where, for any proper, connected, divergent subdiagrams (renormaliza-
tion parts) y

R=L+ Y I, [lo,, Iv.2)

0,= —T!VR,. (Iv.3)

In these formulae, y,, ... y, are mutually disjoint renormalization parts
v
Yoo Ve
are contracted to points and T;/” is the Taylor expansion over the n, — 1
external momenta of y, at zero momentum up to the superficial degree of

divergence

denotes the reduced y subgraph where y4, ..., .

of y (y excluded),

d(y)=DL—2l. (IV.4)

(L and [ are the number of loops and of lines of y).
The solution to the recursive operation (IV.1.2.3) was proved by
Zimmermann to be
R, = {1 + Y JI(= T;‘m)] Ir (IV.5)

forests # ye%F
where the Taylor operators are ordered in such a way that T, stands to
the left of T,, if y,Cy,, and & are the forests of renormalization parts.

Note. If I has no overlapping divergencies, the above formula is
equivalent to

Rp=T(1 =TIy, (IV.6)

where the ordered product is taken over all renormalization parts of I'.
In order to calculate I,:
~ d ! i i
I 6‘”’( = dPk(—TiW —
) =T ILERCTD I s,

v . (IV.7)
. H 5(D)(qj —t, ka) 5P <z Qj>
J=1 1

the integrand I, is generally expressed as a function of loop variables and
external momenta g by integration of the n—1 6 distributions. Then,



122 M. C. Bergére and J. B. Zuber

the Taylor substraction operator acts upon those propagators, the
momenta of which are functions of the ¢’s.

However, since the propagators as expressed in (IV.7) are independent
of the external legs, we can perform the Taylor substractions over the
(n—1) 6 distributions; by suitable integration by parts we recover the
preceding results. Moreover, this second method is convenient for the
parametric integral representation. Indeed, after dilatation of the
external momenta by g, it leads to

~-T;” " (IV.8)
ji=1 o=1
so that jy is simply
1s2(3 d°k,
v (; q) I H n —m?+ie
(IV.9)

[rmlot a<n)<q,~sja&)}} |
Q j=1 Q /)le=1

.. . 1 .
It is important to note that, in (IV.9), a 2 factor is now attached to each

internal momentum inside the 8 distribution. This mechanism and
the resulting property can be generalized to a product of several T,
operators relative to several subdiagrams y, as long as the subdiagrams
form a forest and T,, stands to the left of T, if y;Cy;. We thus obtain for
each forest &.

j]_[dpk H KE—mZ+ie
(IV.10)

1 " ! k

. _ le()’i) - 5(D) o - a
{V.I;Iﬁ’( ) {U o~ bP 11;11 (pj agl ‘i I1 Ql)}jl )
Qi=

kaey:

We now introduce for Eq. (IV.5) the parametric integral representation
as in Section II; after integration over the k momenta and use of (IV.10),
a factor g7 remains attached to all «’s which belong to y;.

The finite part for the Feynman amplitude as defined by Zimmer-
mann is now found to be

Lo v -
IR=iL(——i7‘E) 2 5D (ij) [ ( day ... dale‘lZaa(m%—lS)
J 0 0

d(7:) LD iP5 (eh)p; (IV.11)
— Tew Lp € T
o e ),

(B

)’xE./'
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From the definition of the  operators (A.I-3), we finally obtain
Eq. (ITI1.13). The equivalence between Zimmermann’s definition of the
finite part and ours is thus established.

V. Generalization to Theories with Spin and Derivative Couplings

The Feynman amplitude for graphs arising in such theories can be
written

I=j IZI a’k, ﬁ —I—Q(L ﬂ {Pp,, k2) P (p; — &;0k,)} (V.1)

up to numerical constants and y matrices. The polynomials Q, of degree
d, are characteristic of the spin of the particles and the polynomials 2,
of degree d; are homogeneous in the internal and external momenta
ending at vertex j.

We use the integral representation of the propagator

lQ(k”) _ 7 ( { 0 ) io k2+k;z—m2+ie
k? —m?+ie _‘(‘;ddQ i)/ 0z, ¢ ( Ve )

where the factor «'/? is introduced for convenience.
The parametric integral representation for the Feynman amplitude
(V.1) is found to be

(V.2)

z=0

1
LD —iYag(mi—ie)

I=ik(—im) 2 5‘”’(2p) jdoc1 cdaje !

{I1e (l/_a@z“),-lj -y 2.,

1 .
Z= Wexpz

(V.3)

with

_ _ z
pid;'p,+pid; e, l/:‘_

— % 5ab) (V4)

1z, _ z,
+ 4 ‘/a—a(ﬁiadl‘j €jp —VT’J]

=Z(,p,2).

It can be shown [6] that d;; "¢, is proportional to o, and &, d;; ' &, — 0,8,

. . &, . . .
is proportional to a,a,. Then, d;;' —2= is the ratio of two polynomials

Vo
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. N; . .
in |/a’s: };“ where N,, is homogeneous of degree 2L +1 in the ]/&’s;

-1
—— (Eradiy 5y — 1,0,9)
have no singularities. Also, ———~ a”ab
0, 0l

Sja

N. ~
—I’)i and ka =p; dl; 1

a

. . S N, .
is the ratio of two polynomials in ]/&’s: —7?”— where N,, is homogeneous

of degree 2L in the ]/&’s; I\;‘;b has no singularities but

1 Nab

T 2i)/a%, P

is singular as a pole of degree 2 in the ]/&’s for any proper connected
family? of o’s containing both «, and a, (4,, is singular for any proper
connected family of a’s containing o).

It will be useful to introduce the following notation

[1 e.t) [120:k)=X 7 [T (v.5)

Aab

where we omit Lorentz indices and constant coefficients:
1, ni
Given a diagram ¥, each term in (V.5) is of degree 6,(0) < ) d, + . d,
1 1

in the momenta k, internal to .%,. We define the superficial degree of
divergence of & for a given term in (V.5) as:

d(%, 0)=DL,—2l,+8,0). (V.6)

Note that this definition differs from Zimmermann’s definition [5]
L nj
dF)=DL, -2+ Y d,+ . d, V.7
1 1

for all terms in (V.5). For the sake of completeness, we can perform the
scalar decomposition of the integral (V.3) using?

A 1 0
{U(il/a_a az:)z(“””z)}mo

£(3) (V.8)
= [gmuzda‘az gu2k— 112K A < Rarert kg‘\: +sym.] Z(O(, 2 O)

A2k-162K VO2k+1
k=0

2 For improper or non connected families, only the maximal proper connected
families contained into it, contribute to the pole.

3 E(*) denotes the integral part of x.
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and obtain, up to constant coefficients:
= Z (n pjfj) Z [ghite ... ghawar-1phaies
4 Jj=1

Hy Fio.Fy— (V'9)
o prv—zkl(al azk)(02k+ 1...av) +sym.]

where we sum over r; from 1 to n— 1 and where the scalar integrals are

L %Q © ~ i Saa(mg~ie)
Jrierv-2k =i ('—lTC) 5(D)(2 pj) [ dotl dale !
0

(@1...a21) (a2 + 1...av)
(V.10)

ipdij'p,

1A A d-! Ejazies Ad-1 Ejay e

ajaz "t Taxk-1a2k \"ruJ o rv-2kJ PD/Z :
azkc+1 %q,

InEgs.(V.8)and (V.9), “Sym” indicates that symmetrization on (Z) indices

must be performed.

For a given term in the sum (V.5), we define the convergent families
of o’s as the families such that d(<;, o) <O.

Each integral I{}) in (V.10) has a pole for a given family of a’s of order
at most equal to L;D + 2, where f; is the number of 4,, in (V.10) such
that a, and o, belong to a maximal proper connected part of the family,

54(0)
(ﬁig ¢

L;D—-2I;+2p;<0; the converse is not true: it means that for any
convergent family, the corresponding singularity in (V.10) is indeed
integrable.

Definition. The renormalized Feynman amplitude is:

). For convergent families of o’s, d(¥},0)<0 implies

Ix= iL(—in)% SP(Z p)) [day ... doy e I Eramiio ]_[(1 — T4
l Lo (V.11)
el o) Mol o) zerd)
Note that this definition is equivalent to
Iy =i*(— in)%ll SP(Ep) [day ... doy e Eratmi=io N f‘[ p;
=t (V.12)

z 0
{ 11( i—]/iaT a—z) [1(1=75,2:%%) Z(a, p, z>}

because Z is regular in z.
The product [ ] runs over all possible families of o’s.

z=0
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In Appendix II, it is shown that the complete product of (1 —7)’s
does not depend on their order. Consequently, the integrability at the
lower limit of integration is ensured.

InEq.(V.11), wecanreplace]_[(1 T 4.2t by {H— Y O(—-745%

forests
as can be shown by simply repeatmg the Theorems 1 to 5 of Section II.
The same property holds for Eq. (V.12).

In Theorem II, we eliminate the convergent families of «’s as defined
before and consequently, the decomposition into forests is different for
each term of the sum (V.5). Moreover, for a given term, some forests may
contribute nothing, when applied to some integrands (V.10).

On the other hand, Zimmermann’s formalism leads to Eq. (IV.5)
where T operates over the external legs of y at zero momentum with
a degree d(y) given by (V.7).

In contradistinction to Zimmermann’s finite part, we define the
minimal finite part of a Feynman amplitude as the amplitude obtained
when performing the minimal number of substractions on each term
of the sum (V.5). In the general case, the minimal and Zimmermann’s
power countings are inequivalent. However, due to the homogeneity
of the polynomials Z, in the internal and external momenta, derivative
couplings do not contribute to this difference.

Anyhow, both theories are related by a finite renormalization which
can be calculated order by order.

Then, Eq. (IV.7) is generalized to:

1

2 ! .
~ ’ l
I D (T ;)= ; H q, f H A%k, (— Tvm’ ) aljl W (V.13)

16T 6% =2,k 37 )

with d(y, o) defined in (V.6).

Here again, T, operates over the ¢ distributions and, provided that
the product of Taylor operators within each forest in (IV.5) is performed
from minimal to maximal elements, the parametric integral representa-
tion for the renormalized amplitude can be calculated as in the scalar
case; we obtain:

1

LD —iYagimg—ie) 2
Ig=i(—in) 7 §P(Zp) [da, ...doye > II»
o j=1
v 1
{4 a0 (V.14)
[”<zl/‘ a“)[ x L)

: {ﬂ o Z( 1 2. p, Z)}]

2,=1,24=0
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where the sum over the forests depends on the term considered in the
sum over g.
After introduction of the operators 7, (V.14) is equivalent to

LD
IR=iL(—in) 2 5P p) [doy ... doy e I EralmETiD (V.15)
v 0
1 g' 21,+6,(0) Z D
S [0 (s o) 143 L) zens]

which is equal to (V.12) by Theorems 1—4.

VI. Conclusion

In this paper, using the parametric integral representation, we have
defined a renormalized Feynman amplitude. The renormalized integrand
is obtained by applying the product of substraction operators over all
possible, whether connected, divergent, proper or not, families of
parameters.

This product is “a priori” non commutative, and the integrand seems
“a priori” oversubstracted. However this product is shown to be in-
dependent of the order of its factors, by simple generalization of Appel-
quist’s theorem, so that the integrand is indeed integrable.

On the other hand, the complete product reduces to the product over
divergent, connected, proper subgraphs only, and then is proved to be
equal to a sum over Zimmermann’s forests of renormalization parts.

Since this formulation is equivalent to Zimmermann’s R-operation
(up to a finite renormalization for theories with spins), it provides a new

proof of the B.P.H. theorem (we did not consider the ¢—0 limit in the

propagator 1 —mE +ie )

Finally, as noted in the end of Section III, our substraction operator
does not depend on the actual topology of the graph (but only on the
total number of internal lines). The same property holds of course for any
graph in a theory with spin particles and derivative couplings. Moreover,
one can make further remarks:

Suppose that we introduce additional parameters «;, {, ..., o, and
the corresponding dilatation coefficients g,(2' <i<2*¥—1). Then, due
to (A.I-13), (II1.19) is equivalent to

2k—1 2k—1
RZ= ] 1—T¥2h H oMZ=RZ

1
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where now R is independent of / provided ! < k. Furthermore, we expect
the R substraction operator and the « integration to commute provided
a cut-off has been introduced. Then the R operator could be used to
renormalize a Green’s function truncated at a given number of internal
lines.

We propose ourselves to examine this program in forthcoming
publications, as well as cut-off expansions and scaling behaviour of
Feynman graphs.

Appendix I
The  -Operators

Givena C*-function f'(x), the Taylor operator at x =0, T"is defined as

Tfe)= % X f00) for nz0 AL
T*{f(x)} =0 for n<0.
An important property of T" is: for any integer 1 =0
T{x* f)} =x*T""*{f(x)} . (AI-2)

We want to generalize the definition (A.I-1) to functions such that
xF f(x)=g(x) is a C* function in [0, a > O[ for at least one value of the
integer p Z0.

Definition. For any integer n20 and x € [0, af

1
Ty = T () (AL-3)
where 1 is any integer greater than or equal to p.

We note the following properties:
1) Of course, definition (A.I-3) is independent of A = p. In particular

1
Tk =7 TP {x" f(x)} (AI-4)
2) I"*{f(x)} is a finite sum of terms the behaviour of which at x=0
goes from —xi—P— to x".

3) T"{f(x)}=0 for n+p<0. (A.I-5)
4) 1 =T {f(x)} behavesat x=0 at least as x? with g >n. (A.I-6)
S (=9 T {f(x)}=0 if n,=n,. (AI-7)



Renormalization 129

The integral representation for the rest of the Taylor expansion gives

( _ )n+l an+i.+1

an _-1 1
(1_'/ ){f(x)}—gdé (n+/1)' a€n+l+1

(E fx) (AL8)

with A = Sup(p, —n).

Let us now look at the properties of a product of s acting on func-
tions of several variables.

Given a C* function of several variables f(xq, ..., x,) which behaves

as

p—at x;=0, x;,,; +0, with integers p; 20, we assume the conditions
i

of (A.I-3) to be satisfied after an arbitrary number of 4~ operations. Then,

the following equation holds

1 ni+py

x4
Tl = T"l”l{x’l“f}: 2 —rg90,x,, ... x) (AI9)
xl q=0 q'

where g9 is the q“‘ derivative in regards to x, of g=x%'f and 1, >p;.
Each of the g derivatives in (A.I-9) behaves at x,=0, x;.,+0 as

with integers d,(q) 2 0. We then define 2.7 f from (A.I-3)

x12’2+d2(q)
with 1, =p, + D, where D, =Sup{d,(q)}.
q
Finally,

T THf = Hx“'T""”" STIls) (A0

where ;= p;, + D, and D, =0.

It is clear from this definition that the s do not commute.

We observe the following properties:

1) Definition (A.I-10) is independent of the s provided that
A zp;+D;

T Thf= I—[ x; oD T"k+l7k+Dk . T;"‘er‘{nxf"JrD'f} C(AI-11)

i=1 i

2) Ire.. . f is a finite sum of terms the behaviour of which at
{
x; =0, x~.=#=.0 goes from o to X7
i

3) gr... ' f=0if for at least one x; the condition n; +p; + D; <0
is satlsﬁed

4 1—=T)...(1=F)f is expressed by a formula similar to
(A.I-10) where T is replaced by 1 — T and D, by D;=sup(0, D,).

5) (1 =T ...(1 =) f behaves at xk=0, ijkO at least as x{
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with g > n, but nothing can be said about the behaviour in the other
variables except in the case where the (1 —7)’s commute. In this case
the above property is true for all x;.

Example. We take

1
f(x’}’)=—x+—y,

W =T (- T f=

which clearly does not behave as x4, ¢ >0 for x =0, y +0.
6) ..(1—-IM..Jr. . f=0 if n<n (AI-12)

whatever the s in between.

Corollaries
a) ..(0=T)...f=..0=-In. . .(1-T5. . f if n=<n (AI-13)
b) ... ”’”' o f= Th... ﬂ”x”; Lfif niZn; . (AL-14)

The corresponding representation for (A.I-8) gives

1 1
(=75 (=T f=[d& ... [ dE,
0 0 (AI-15)

k(- i”i‘fli prit kit ko
'l:[{((nif-)li)! aé?i""ii*‘l}[]:[&?lf(xiéi)-

Provided 4; = Sup(p; + D}, —n;), the above expression is always integrable
by parts for a given order of integration. This order defines the order of
application of the (1 —7)’s over f.

If we choose the ;s large enough so that the integrations by parts
can be performed in any order, a sufficient but not necessary condition
for the complete product of (1 —Z7)’s to commute is that the integral is
absolutely convergent. This does not mean that the s commute. Such
a situation will appear for Feynman integrands.

We now define the I operators relative to a family of variables.
Given a function of several variables f(x, ... x,) and a family of x’s
{xi, ... x;,}, we define

‘Z;ll,...,xi‘,}fzt‘znf(gxip . ’Qxlp xlp+ FURERE) xi;)]g: 1- (AI-16)
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Fig. 1

The direct application of (A.I-8) gives
(1 - ‘a]—{:.l ‘..x,P)) f
1 (1_£)n+i an+A+l (AI-17)

=£dé Y ai"ﬂﬂ[é"f(xilﬁ,...xip.f,xipﬂ,...x,-k)]

with A = Sup(p, —n) and p denotes the order of the pole in the & variable
of the function f.

@ (o)
P¥(,)
¢(a;) displays no singularities relative to any family of o’s; the function f
develops poles due to zeros of the (homogeneous) polynomial P for any
family of a’s associated with a diagram with loops.

The product of 7 ’s operating upon f always commutes as long as the
families of o’s do not overlap (see the end of Section II for the definition
of overlapping families). If two families of a’s &, and &, overlap and if
Ly ,y,=Lgy +Ly,—Lgy 4, where the L’s refer to the corresponding
number of loops, 921722 f =929 f; but if Ly 4, >Ly +Lg,
—Lgy, 4, the I7s generally do not commute: this is the main technical
difficulty of this paper; it was avoided by Appelquist [4] who considered
only renormalizable theories in four dimensions, and Green’s functions
with two or more external legs.

In this paper we deal with functions f = where the function

Example. Consider the graph in Fig. 1 with a space-time dimension
D=5, and take & ={oy, 0, 03,04, 05}, S5 = {0, 07, %g, %o, %t10}. For
this graph:

P=(ay +oy+ostoy)-os- [0 +o7) (g + o) +agag(ot; +0to)
+ otq 09 (atg + 0t6) ] + (0t + 0t3) (o2 + o) [(0t6 + t7) (g + 0t) 04 (A.I-18)
+ ot (0rg +0lg) - 0tg Ot ttg +07) ] A (0ty,05,03,00,,005 606, 07,00g,000,010) -

Then

(AI-19)
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where P is the sum of the two first terms in the right hand side of (A.I-18).
T T 1°Z is obtained from 7, '° 7, '°. Z by exchanging o, to as
into o to oy, respectively. This example shows that Ly, 4, > Ly, + Ly,
~ Ly, ., implies the non commutativity of 7, and 7,.

Appendix IT
Commutativity of the Complete Product ]—[ (1—T, 2%z
Section II is mainly based on the fact that the complete product of
(1 — 7 )s does not depend on their order. This Appendix is devoted to the
proof of this important property in the general case with spin and

derivatives couplings.
Since Z(a, p, z) defined in (V.4) is a regular function of z, we can write

[Ta-75 D<ll/_ ;Z) (@ p, 2)

v 1
— l_[ (l___ d )H(1 _9-5;1211+61(a)) VA

(AJI-1)

. o 0 .
where 6, is the total number of derivatives 5. attached to the lines of <.

By formula (A.I-15), the commutativity of the product is established if the
integral

1 k (1_6)—2[l+6i+}.i 6 2L;i+0,+A,+1

1 .
[ e ded {5 s (L1647 112

is absolutely convergent. Z is the expression Z where each J/; is dilated
by all &’s such that o;e 7.

The absolute convergence of the above integral was already proved

by Appelquist [4]. Actually, his demonstration was performed on the
© 1

complete integral [ do ... [ d& ... where the s refer to proper divergent
0 0

subgraphs. The generalization to all families of «’s is trivial and we shall
content ourselves with mentioning the most important steps.

. L 0 . .
We first perform the derivatives W in (A.II-2) and we obtain a sum

of terms of the form

QDL = 21,+38,+p;+1

ke B ok _ -
nl g7 DLt 20 p 1 5 1—11 &b GEPL A Z' (AI1-3)
1= tJ= J
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where

Z =12, (AI1-4)

In (A.I1-3), the indices i (resp. j) from 1 to k, (resp. k,) refer to families
ofa’ssuchthat DL; — 21, + 6, < —1 (resp. DL;—2l;+6;> —1); p; (resp. p;)
are integers which take any value from 0 to —2I,+0;,+4; +1 (resp.
4;— DL;). The absolute convergence is proved if for any family {¢, ..., {,}
the expression (A.II-3) has a pole of order less thanrin &, =---=¢, =0.

Given a family {&,,... £} corresponding to the families of «’s
S, ... &, we define the nested families of o’s

SrcLr—-1)c---csL(), (A.II-5)

where & (i) is the set of o’s which are contained in at least i of the families

P

Sy ..., S.. The number of lines, loops, and derivatives % of Z(i)

(resp. &) is denoted by (i), L(i) and d(i) (resp. [;, L; and 9;). We have the
following properties:

i I Z 1(i) (A.I1-6)

~M -

5= 80). (AIL-7)

We introduce the following polynomials in ¢ and ]/&: P, 1\7{}-, 1\7,-’a and
N, They are deduced from the polynomials P and N;; defined in Sec-
tion I, and from the polynomials N, and N,, defined in Section V as
Z' was deduced from Z; for instance :

k
P=T1¢& P/, 8. (AJI-8)

Then, each term of these polynomials has a zero of order m at
& =--=¢,=0 with

m=my= Y (2L3i))—2L). (A.I1-9)
1
Moreover there exists in polynomial P’ at least one term such that m=my,.

Now, it is easy to convince oneself that

am ank

— . P,N/,N,,N. AII-10
651 aék { J b} ( )
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is a sum of terms, each of them develop a zero of order 2L ; + x; when all
l/&’s of any family vanish; x; is greater or equal to n; and depends upon
each term; x; —n; is the order of the zero of the corresponding term
when ¢; vanishes.

In (A.II-3),

ki gpi k2 pDLj=20j+8+py+1 R
8¢, Z'=Y mpars (AT
1 0¢; jl:ll 0¢; 2 poizte (AII-11)

i=1 {o}

where R, is a sum of products of ¢ terms of the form (A.II-10), times the
exponential. Each term in R, has thus a zero of order 20 L; + x; when all
‘/g’s belonging to %, vanish, with

x;2p;, if DL,—=2l+6,5—1,

and x;= DL;—2l;+6;+ p; + 1 otherwise. Similarly, each term in R, has
a zero of order 20 L(i) + x(i) when all V&’s belonging to (i) vanish,
with x(i) = DL(i) — 21(i) + 6(i) + 1 (for non empty & (i)).
The structure of the families &, and & (i) is such that
Y QoLi+x)= 3 [20L(i)+x()]. (AII-12)
1

i=1 i=

Finally, each term in R, has a zero of order:
ki k2
S (i —p)+ Y (% +2l,— DL, — 5, — p;— 1) (AI1-13)
1 1

when ¢, =...=¢,=0. Combining (A.Il-13), (AII-12), (A.II-6) and
(A.II-7), and the value of m,, it is found that expression (A.II-3) has a
pole of order less than r when &, =.-- =&, =0 and the absolute con-
vergence is ensured.

Appendix III
Demonstration of Equation (111-6)

We use here, the same notations as in Section III, Theorem 1; we

intend to prove
[1 4= (=75 [ Yo 11 (—.75,3211‘)2 =0 (A.III-1)
izn+1 Febn_1 FieF

where &, _ , is the set of forests containing at least one element overlapping
with &,.

Let us consider a forest F UF' of &,_,:F (resp. F) is the sub-
forest of elements overlapping (resp. non overlapping) with &,, #' is
never empty.
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Fig. 2. Construction of the families R, and T,, from the families %/ overlapping with %,.
The stripped areas are the T,’s. The dashed lines surround

Ry, =0(%,0H)
R, =SS 0F0).

and

Note that R, = %, and Ry = &

&, denote the elements of #'. In #' we call minimal (resp. maximal)
element, an element which does not contain (resp. which is not contained
in) any other element of %"

To any minimal element & we associate the family

=90, . (AI11-2)

To any non minimal element %, let I; be the set of indices k such that
S €S and & is maximal in ;. Then we define:

Ri=%i0 (%, %) =) U (AIIL-3)

kel kel,

(some intersections might be a set of vertices with no lines; some R; might

be #; oreven [ J %’) . We note that the T;s are contained in %, whereas
kel;

the R;’s overlap with &,.
On Fig. 2, the construction of the families R; and T; is illustrated:
each bubble in Fig. 2 represents a set of lines and vertices.
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Lemma 1. Let us consider U=%,0% U---U% :
The elements of # UF', the R;s, the Ts form a forest in &,_,; U
form a forest with them.

We let the reader to convince himself of this property.
Lemma 2. The different numbers of lines are related by:

h=ly+ Y ly— Y le—Yln, (A.IT1-4)

FieF'

where Y. means a sum over all R;’s and all T;’s.

i

The proof is based upon the trivial identity
le,ve,=le, e, —lo,na, - (AIII-5)
If we apply (A.ITI-5) to U,
ly=lg+ Y Up—lg ) (A.II1-6)

&{ max
Now, if &' is a minimal element,

—1y, (AII1-7)

“ly,,nyi':

otherwise from (A.III-3)
~lgpngi=—In+ X (g =gz (A.II-8)

kel,

The iterated application of (A.I11-8) up to a minimal element, in (A.I11-6)
leads to

w=ly+ Y (p—lx)+ Y (yp—1I;)  (AIIL9)

%, non min i min

which is equivalent to (A.II1-4).

To go further, we need to introduce some new concepts. Let us denote
by Q the operation constructing R; from % and the set of #’s in (A.I11-3)

UL ALK =R =0 (92 U 91’) (A.II1-10)

kEIi

we also use the notation Q(F') for the set of all R,’s constructed in
(A.ITI-10). We consider the forest & of elements overlapping with ,:

G=F OQF). (AIII-11)

There exist several forests &' such that (A.III-11) generates the same
forest 4; ¢ itself belongs to this set since

2R = QS SN 2} (AINI-12)
M M
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where the symbol 2 means that each element at the right of 2 is maximal
M M

in the element at the left, implies

Q' R)=QR;; {3} =R;. (AIII-13)
We intend to find out the unique element %'~ of the set, contained in all
the other #"’s of the set.

We define the subforest J# of ¢ as the forest of elements Z; such that:
38",1‘34 3&’};{ {Z,}, %; is neither maximal nor minimal in ¢ but is the only

maximal element in £, and
QZ; %) =QZ A {Ax) =2 (A.III-14)
Then &'~ is the complement of 5 in ¥. Indeed, if Z; belongs to #, then

Z; and Z’s in (A.IlI-14) belong to &'~ ; %, can be reconstructed from Z;
and the Z,’s by the Q operation:

Z;=QZ;; {Z.}) (AIII-15)
and consequently &'~ generates ¥ by (A.III-11). On the other hand,
for any forest &, the elements of Q(£') which are not in & are certainly

in 5 ; then #'~ is contained in F'.
Example. Suppose that we consider in the graph of Fig. 3 the families:

S =A0z. 04, 06,07, 08},
A ={u 0}, F={o, 0,0,
S ={ay, 05, 05,06) and F={o,,a,, 05,0, 0%} -
Then U is the complete graph and
F' =G ={A 52,5554}
F'={A. 5.}, A ={S3} and QF'7)={S, S} .

To any forest F U’ in &,_,, we can associate the disjoint forests
F',H, T ={T},and F~ =F —(J nF) and we group several terms
of (A.IlI-1) to form the expression*
[T 0=72)(=75) [1(=7%) [1(-7%)
Z - F' -

izn+1 F

-g(1 -Tr) [0 -9)Z.

g

(AIII-16)

Each of those expressions is characterized by its (#'~, % 7).

* Some T;s might be a set of vertices with no lines; then by definition 1 — I, =1.
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Lemma 3. i) each term in (A.111-16) belongs to (A.III-1),
il) each term in (A.111-1) is contained in one and only one expression
(AI11-16).

This lemma is now a trivial consequence of the above definitions.

Lemma 4. Each expression (A.11I-16) vanishes.

To prove this lemma, we only need to perform the 9 operations
over a part of F'~:

H=F~ —(F  nQF ) (AJII-17)

that is the elements of &'~ which are not R/’s. It is easy to see that
is never empty. Moreover we have

H =Q(H) (AIII-18)
U= (A.II1-19)
A

and the T;s constructed from 2 are the same as those constructed
from &', In the above example (Fig. 3) " = {¥], ¥%}.
From (A.IlI-4) applied to the forest /', we obtain:

lu=ly"+ Zly{“‘ ZlRi_ ZZT‘. (A.III'zo)
A H g

We now perform the different dilatations over the corresponding [/&’s:
we dilate the /o’s belonging to U=, | ] &/ by 4,to #, by o,to T,e T
x

by 1;, to R;€ 5 by g, and to &' € A by o,
If we realize a partition of U with the elements:
1) T,R,— | #%, U— | J(,nS/) which are contained in %,
Kel; i
2) ¥~ T, & —R, which have no common lines with ., it is easy
to convince oneself that

Z=2Z (ia,. IT (e;0), o, Q,-a,ia) . (A.II1-21)

S
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The expression (A.I1I-16), is, by (A.I-13), equal to

[T 0=72)(=75) [1(=72) 11 (=7n)=70)
= - (AIT1-22)

JIU=TR) [TU=73) [1(=T ) Z
> 7 %

where the J’s written at the right of ¥, are all commutative. The above
expression is the precise generalization to a complete forest of expression
(II1-8).

The product ]_[ (=T 4;)Z is a finite sum of terms:

H( T z=73 11 (/lai I1 (ejq))kfzm,,(rja,gjo,Aa) (A.I11-23)

e} i S
with
ki+ Y k< =2l,. (AII1-24)
FicHt
Then,

(=7 [T =T) [1(1 = 77) l;[(—«%g)z

H

is a finite sum of terms; each term behaves in ¢ at least as a power greater
than

- Y 2l — }: 2, — Z [k + Yk } 20,  (AIII-25)
i FiCH
which by (A.III-20) and (A.I11-24) is greater or equal to — 2l .

The application of the s in %~ and (#'~ — ) in (A.I11-22) could
only increase this power; finally, (—J ) causes all terms in (A.III-22)
to vanish.

This completes the proof of (A.III-1).
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Note Added in Proof. As pointed out recently by S. A. Anikin, M. K. Polivanov and
0. 1. Zavialov (Dubna preprint E2-7433), power counting arguments used in App. II and
in the integrability of (I1I-1) are incomplete.

However, an algebraic proof of Eq. (III-3) is given by M. C. Bergére and Y. M. P. Lam
(Berlin preprint TH I FU No. 3) for any order of the left hand side, thus showing the com-
mutativity of the complete product n(1 — 7).

On the other hand, in Eq. (ITI-1), the domain of integration can be decomposed into
sectors: 0 <a; Sa;, <+~ <o,. In each sector, the singularities come from nested sub-
diagrams 4. The integrand possesses a Laurent series in the dilatation variables of the
F’s. The Taylor operators eliminate the dangerous poles of this series, and ensure the
integrability of (III-1).
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