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Dimensionally Renormalized Green’s Functions
for Theories with Massless Particles. 1.

P. Breitenlohner and D. Maison*
Max-Planck-Institut fiir Physik und Astrophysik, D-8000 Miinchen 40, Federal Republic of Germany

Abstract. In the framework of dimensional renormalization the existence of
Green’s functions to all orders of perturbation theory is proved for theories
of massless particles without super-renormalizable couplings. For those
Green'’s functions Schwinger’s Action Principle holds as in the massive case.

I. Introduction

In a previous publication [1], an attempt was made to give a consistent formula-
tion of the socalled “Dimensional Renormalization” to all orders of perturbation
theory such that Schwinger’s Action Principle holds. That was done under the
provision that all particles were massive. In the present paper we want to relax
this condition. More precisely we shall treat here only the case that all particles
are massless and the theory contains no interactions of super-renormalizable type.
In a subsequent publication we shall come to the general case of both massive
and massless particles, which is complicated by the fact that additional finite sub-
tractions for subgraphs with positive superficial degree of divergence have to be
made in order to guarantee their correct normalization.

In contrast to the BPHZ method the Action Principle holds unmodified by
radiative corrections in almost all cases discussed in the literature, with the ex-
ception of the few occasions where these corrections are known to be unavoidable
(e.g. Trace identities, Adler-anomaly)®.

The physical relevance of a renormalization scheme that allows the treatment
of massless particles on one hand and in which the Action Principle holds on
the other is obvious, especially in view of theories with gauge invariance of the
second kind. We want to emphasize, however, that we do not tackle the physical
infrared problem here, i.e. the definition of the S-matrix for massless particles.

*  Present address: II. Institut fir Theoretische Physik der Universitit Hamburg, Luruper Chaussee
149, D-2000 Hamburg 50, Federal Republic of Germany

! The discussion of super-symmetries is still missing in this framework
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Dimensional renormalization as outlined in [1] proceeds in two steps:

i) Dimensionally regularized Feynman amplitudes are defined by treating the
parameter n of space-time dimension as a regularizing device; a unique prescrip-
tion is given to extract the n-dependence of Lorentz covariants like spin poly-
nomials etc.; these regularized Feynman amplitudes turn out to be distributions
which are meromorphic functions of n.

ii) The poles of these meromorphic functions are eliminated in a way con-
sistent with additive renormalization.

The regularized Feynman amplitudes are defined via their Feynman pa-
rameter integral representation:

To(p ) =ced( p) T T de Tl 1)

where I;(p, &, n) is a distribution in p, depending parametrically on ¢ and n.

The UV divergencies turn up as non-integrable singularities of the integrand
when certain subsets of o’s vanish. The nature of these singularities can be dis-
played by a subdivision of the domain of integration and the introduction of
suitable “scaling variables” in place of the «’s [2].

In the case of massless particles the integral may also diverge when certain
o’s tend to infinity. These IR singularities can be analyzed by the same device [3].

Once this has been established it is just a matter of power counting to show
“that in the absence of super-renormalizable interactions no such singularities of
the infrared type are encountered in a neighbourhood of n=4 as long as J;(p, n)
is considered as a distribution in p (i.e. there are clearly physical region singu-
larities, like in the massive case).

The subsequent subtraction of the UV poles in n, i.e. the renormalization
proceeds like in the massive case [1]. Also in the proof of the Action Principle
there is no change.

II. Dimensionally Regularized Feynman Amplitudes

I1.1. Analysis of the Singularity Structure

As in the massive case, treated in [1], we start from the formal Feynman param-
eter integral representation for the amplitude corresponding to some connected
graph G with hg loops
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the quadratic form V is given by
0 —2ef\71

—(pt T E }_7 3
Vipu0)=p",u )(—ZeE 4y ) @ ©)

andP=(p1, °"apka‘~~apM) (Cf. [1])



Dimensional Renormalization. I 41

As was outlined in [1] the execution of the Z,’s has to produce a certain
n-dependence of I; , in order that the Action Principle holds. An abstract algebra
of covariants was therefore developed allowing to extend certain algebraic rela-
tions between 4-dimensional Feynman amplitudes valid for tree graphs to
graphs with any number of loops.

I (p, u, o, n) is first considered as a member of this abstract algebra and then
reduced to its normal form (NF) in order to make its n-dependence explicit. The
resulting expression can be interpreted as a distribution in 4-dimensional space
depending parametrically on n.

The next step to be performed is the limit e—0.

Up to now we have not specified which are the internal and which the external
vertices of the graph G, i.e. which momenta p will eventually be set to zero and
which we want to keep as variables. In the massive case that is unimportant since
(V(p,®)— Z a,m? +i0)° considered as distribution in p is an entire function of w
independent of the dimension of p. This is no more true if some or all of the m,’s
are zero. In fact, the distribution (p?+i0)® is meromorphic in w with poles at
w=—N/2, —N/2—1,... where N is the dimension of p [4]. In order to analyze
the possible singularities introduced by the limit ¢é—0 it is therefore important
to control the degeneracy of the quadratic form V as a function of a.

For the same reasons it is non-trivial to construct the Feynman amplitudes
for 1PR-graphs from those of their 1PI-components as it was possible in the
massive case. Therefore we include into the subsequent consideration 1PR-
graphs, assume, however, for the moment that G is connected and contains no
tadpoles. We will come back to the question of tadpoles at the end of Section 3.

Once the expression for I; , has been brought to its NF and all u,’s as well
as all auxiliary momenta p; (i> K) are put to zero the quadratic form V takes the
conventional form [2]

K-1

V(p™,a)=V(p,0, gc)lrl_,ext:p*Ag lplgzgm= Y. D;fe)d(@)'pp;. @)

ij=1

Applying a technique developed in Ref. [3] we divide the domain of integra-
tion in a-space into sectors corresponding to labelled c_-families (€, ¢) as de-
fined in Appendix A. In each sector 9(%,,, o) given by {a:0=<a, <o,y for /€ Ly,
He®%,) we introduce “scaling variables” t,; as well as auxiliary variables 5 and
{ g according to

Oty = n% th=04=tin} for He%,. %)
HCH €bw

In addition we introduce variables
ﬁr_—o‘f/ﬁi, for ‘eZg (6)

where H, is the smallest member of %, containing line /. Some of the f,’s are
identically one, namely those for which /€ 0(%,,). Instead of o we take (¢, f)=
(ty, HEG ,, Bs» (¢0(%,,)) as new variables. In these new variables the sector
9(€,,0) is given by {0=t;<00,0=t;=<1for H+G,0=<8,<1}.
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The Feynman integral for G decomposes into a sum of terms
© 1

[igordeoer [ 11 (din/tm)tipe=o" 5 [1'dp.

0 G+He%,

-0,(p>1, B, m) expit} [ V(p.t. )+ ie; ﬁmiv,] (7)

where the following notations are employed: ||’ dB, denotes the product over
the subset of Z, for which f,%1, v=4—n and wg; resp. wy is the superficial
degree of divergence of G resp. H; g, is a homogeneous polynomial in p of degree r
with coefficients which are C* in (¢, §) and holomorphic in n.

g, as well as the expression in square brackets are independent of ¢, There-
fore we can perform the integral over t; [absolutely convergent for £¢>0 and
Re(v)> 0] with the result'

I((vhe— wc+r)/2)§ [T @tu/ty)t=~ “’”IH dB.g.(p. 1, B, n)

H*G
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As demonstrated in Appendix A, the quadratic form ¥ can be brought to a
form explicitly displaying its possible degeneracy. This is achieved by taking
certain linear combinations g [independent of (¢, f)] of the external momenta
p; as new variables. More precisely

17@,1, p= Z Ay MM 9adn ©)

H,H'ex

with {dpp (t, B)}a, mer @ positive definite matrix which is C* in (t, f) from the
domain 2(%,, o). Therefore the whole degeneracy of the quadratic form V is
exhibited by the #y’s. The possible singularities resulting from such a degeneracy
of the quadratic form can, however, be controlled by the following
e-Lemma. Let {n;,0;}]-; and {y,, k;, %,};—, be real numbers in the domain:

0=, =...=n1; O<gi<4 for j=1,...,J;

y,20 and k,x%,>0 for /=1,....L
In addition take 0eC, {d;;}] ;=1 a positive definite matrix defining the quadratic
form d(g)= Z d;;q:q; over J copies of 4-dimensional Minkowski space and Q(q)

i,j=1
a homogeneous polynomial of degree r in g.

Then for Re(g) < Z 0j+2 z k,+r
j=1 =1

Qn;q;) H ng l—[ Ve (— idnq;)+i Z Yo, +0) "2
=lim Q(n,q) [ 1§ [T 75— idnjq))+i X v +e) "

exists in &' (R*), is continous in (i, y) and C*® in the coefficients of Q and d.

(10)

Proof. For the proof we refer to Appendix B.
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Remark. The reader may wonder why we have included masses x,. This will
become clear in Section 3.
In view of this lemma we rewrite Equation (8) in the.form

1 1
I((vhg—mg+1)/2) i‘; Hl;[G(dtH/tH) t}?ﬂ—wﬂ_oﬂ g n’ dB,htt, 5’ v)
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According to Lemma 8 h is some C® function of (¢, §), entire analytic in v op=

Y. oy with for the moment undetermined real numbers gy. For the renormal-
H>H'el
ization it is essential that we are able to choose the g4’s in such a way that in a

neighbourhood of v=0 no new singularities, in addition to the UV poles, are
introduced by the limit é—0. To decide under which conditions that is possible
we have to investigate the distribution of the numbers wy for various subgraphs
He%,,.

Let % be the set of all external vertices of G. We state some well-known facts
about power counting [5].

(a) Let HCG be any connected subgraph of G, then a positive number 67 < 6¢
—the canonical dimension—is given for any vertex V, of H. The superficial
degree of divergence of H is expressed by

wg=4-Y (4-5). (12)
VH
(b) If H has connectivity components H;, then wg=) wy.

Definition. We split the degree wg into the internal degree of G given by
oft=~ Y (4-5) (13)

Ve\Uc

and the external degree of G

wg'=wg—wg". (14)
For any H C G we define the relative external degree of H in G by

o= o= (4—%2 (4-53)) (15)

where H,; are again the c-components of H.

Under the assumption that the Lagrangean contains no super-renormalizable
couplings wi?*>0 for all graphs G. wif=0 characterizes strictly renormalizable
theories.

For the sake of clarity we divide the further discussion of the limit &¢—0
into a simpler case—Green’s functions for strictly renormalizable theories—and
the general one.
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11.2. Green’s Functions for Strictly Renormalizable Interactions

In this section we treat only graphs G with 6$=4 resp. 6¢<3 for all internal
resp. external vertices. In order to simplify the discussion further, we consider only
non-amputated Green’s functions, i.e. we assume that every external vertex of G
is connected to the rest of the graph by exactly one line, i.e. =1 or 3/2. The
amplitudes for arbitrary graphs are obtained by multiplication with a suitable
polynomial in the external momenta.

In this case we get

0fle= 3 (4= 3bm,0=5/2u.c)) (16)

1
where by, ¢ resp. fy, ¢ is the number of boson resp. fermion lines of H; connected
to the external vertices of G.

Lemma 1. Under the assumptions made above we get wy <O for all He #, where
H is the A -part of any c . -family.

Proof. Every c-component H; of He J# contains at least two external vertices of
G, therefore wy <Y wfr < — 1.
i

After these preliminaries we can proceed to the definition of the op’s resp.
ox’s from Equation (11). We take some real number a with 0<a<1 and put

aH=max{0,Z(a—~w§}“‘,G} for He%,, (17

the sum running once more over the c-components of H. Notice that oy is the
same for all He%,, with the same H~ and o5;=0 if H™ does not exist, i.e.
{H'es#:H CH}=0. We claim that this definition meets all the requirements
needed for the application of the e-Lemma. This is expressed by

Lemma 2. (a) —wgz—og=1—a for all He %€, H * G, which contain some H' € #
(ie. if H™ exists); otherwise og=0;
(b) the gy’s corresponding to the ay’s obey 0<gy<4—a;
© Y outr=—-ws+r+a.
Hes
Proof. (a) For every c-component H; of H wy, Swf ¢—1 (G is connected) and
therefore

_wH_O-H‘_‘_wH"I'lZ(wg{:,G‘a)

2 Y [~ @ o~ D+ -] 21 —a. (18)
CH |
s

For gy=0y—0y_ there are three possibilities (Lemma 4f).
i) H and H_ share the same external vertices with G, then gy=4—a;
ii) H_ has one of the external vertices of G less than H, then gy=3 or 5/2;
iii) H_ has two of the external vertices of G less than H (or H_ does not exist),
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then gy=2+a,3/2+aor 1+a.
(C) ZQH=O'G— = —wG+a.
#

The subsequent Proposition collects the knowledge we have gained about the
limit e—0.

Proposition 1. The dimensionally regularized Feynman amplitude I _,(p, n) can be
decomposed into a sum of integrals of the form

1 1

Cné(z p) s l_[ (dtg/ty)tym oo 5 n’ ap, f.(p.t, B, n). (20)
0 H*G 0

Considered as distributions over S (R*X) these integrals define meromorphic func-

tions of n by analytic continuation. In a certain finite neighbourhood of n=4

Ts(p, n)= ling T6.+(p, 1) exists in F'(R**) and is meromorphic in n. I (p,n) as

well as T (p, n) has a pole at n=4 resulting only from ty-integrations corresponding
to divergent 1PI subgraphs He & .

Proof. The meromorphy of ; .(p, n) is shown as usual, considering the powers
tpa-on—ou=1 a5 distributions [2]. The preceding lemma in combination with
the e-Lemma allows to take the limit ¢—0 for |n—4| < min(a, 1 — a)/hg without
changing the pole structure. Two facts are responsible for that:

i) —wg—oxg=1—a>0forall He %, if there exists some H; if H~ does not
exist, oy=0and H is 1 PI;

ii) lgré f.(p.1, B, n) considered as an element of &' (R**~") is continuos in

(t, p) in the integration region and even C*® there in all t,’s for which g5;=0, due
to Lemma 7 2.

I11.3. Non-renormalizable Vertices

For the formulation of the Action Principle in its general form as established for
massive theories in [ 1] we have to relax the condition of strict renormalizability.
From now on we treat arbitrary graphs G without super-renormalizable (6¢ <4)
internal vertices, i.e. we allow arbitrary external vertices, but only internal vertices
of dimension §¢=4. This restriction is easily seen (up to one internal vertex of
dimension three, discussed in Section I1.4) to be in general necessary for the
existence of Green’s functions as distributions.

The only complication compared to the case already treated is due to the fact
that the inequality wg, <0 for all He # ceases to be true. That can give rise to
seemingly non-integrable singularities in the ty-integrals for some He #. These
new singularities, however, are only apparent and could be avoided by a different
sector division, namely the one employed in the massive case. Yet, there is a simple
trick to avoid that complication altogether. By hanging onto the external vertices
of G suitable new legs we enforce wy <0 for all subgraphs containing external
vertices.

2 This differentiability is needed in order to perform the analytic continuation and to display the

polesatn=4
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For any graph G we construct a new one, G, in the following way: We take
any one of the external vertices V, of G. If 6 >3 we add one more vertex (n,= 1)
and join it to V, by one single line with propagator k¢ !/[i(m*—p?)+01*¢*! with
some integer kg. In case 68 <3 we add n,=4—[6¢] of these new vertices and
lines. Having done that for all external vertices of G the graph G results. To the
vertices of G we assign new dimensions 8G in the following way: If V,is an internal
vertex of G, we put 6¢ = 5; if V, is an external vertex of G we put 5G 88 +n,24;
finally if V, is one of the newly added vertices, i.e. an external vertex of G, we put
0¢=1— ZkG We choose kg>wg'/4.

With these definitions G has the following properties:

(a) 6¢=4 for all internal vertices V, of G;

(b) all external vertices of G are joined to the rest of the graph by exactly one
line. Let us call the set of these “external lines” %,,,;

(¢) wy <0 for all connected graphs HCG containing at least two external
vertices of G. This is guaranteed by our choice of kg.

Clearly the amplitude for G can be recovered from that one for G by amputa-
tion of the external lines, i.e. by multiplication with a suitable polynomial in the
external momenta. For ¢>0 7, is independent of m, k; and the additional
momenta introduced for all vertices with n,>1; if the limit e—0 exists for 5 ,,
and therefore also for 7 ,, then I is mdependent of m, kg and the additional
momenta as well. From now on we treat only graphs of the type of G and denote
them again by G for simplicity.

Using the Feynman parameter representation

kg !/[i(m*—p?)+0]** !t =1lim [ dookee™p*—m*+io (21)
e~>0 0

for the external lines, the integral corresponding to Equation (8) reads

I'((vhs— wg +1)/2) f [1 @tu/t)ty™" "’HI [T dp, 1 Bieg.(p-t. B, 1)

0 H*G FLext
| =iV(p.L, H+im* Y By +32 ﬁc”'lH,}(wG hemnl2 (22)
PLext

Again having in mind the ¢-Lemma we rewrite this in the form

r ((vhs—wc+r)/2)f ﬂ (dtp/ty) ™" "”HT dp,hit, B, n)

-Quaw) [T g H (Bma,)"’ [—zd(anH)+im2 S B +e]“”"6“°6+”’2
H Fext Fext (23)

where H, is the smallest member of €, (actually a member of ) containing
line /. We put all k,=kg, except when H, is the minimal element of J, in which
case we put k,=kg— /4> 0.

For the definitions of the o’s we slightly modify the formula in Equation
(17) to

aH=max{0[ ““+Z(a a)e"' ]} (24
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where now according to our definition

off ¢=4—Ky,(2kg+3) (25)
if H; has K, of the external vertices of G. Again we notice that ;=0 if there is
no H™. The gg’s corresponding to these a’s are given by

0+ ™ — 4k, if there is no H_;

en=1 """ 7% (26)

og—0y —2(Ky— Ky )k else.

Going again through the different possibilities for H_ as before one proves the
analogue of Lemma 2, namely

Lemma 3. () —wyg—oxz=1—a for all He %, H=G, which contain some H'e #
(i.e. if H™ exists); otherwise oz=0;

(b) the goy’s obey 0<gy<4—a;

(c) k,>0 forallle L,,,;

@ Yog+2 Y k4+r=—wg+r+a.

H Fext

With the information contained in Lemma 3 we are ready to apply the
e-Lemma and prove the validity of Proposition 1 also in the case under discussion.

Up to now we have assumed that the graph G contains no tadpoles. In the
following we will show that 11_{% I .. vanishes whenever G contains tadpoles.

Let G be a graph with tadpoles and G° the graph obtained from G by amputa-
tion of all the tadpoles (and the lines connecting them with G°). Every tadpole
G, is connected to G° by a massless boson line with zero momentum and has
superficial degree of divergence wg =3. The amplitude for G; is

va,,s(pi) = Cia(pi)SVhGl +owg,

(and vanishes if wg, is odd). G° has a number of super-renormalizable internal
vertices which reduce wgo by one for every tadpole attached to it. This is, however,
overcompensated by the factor ¢;e”c *®c. ~! supplied by each tadpole (together
with the connecting line).

A slight modification of the e-Lemma (compare Appendix B) ensures that

limg.G,t;: limg-(;o,e I—[ CiEVhG‘+wG‘ -1 =0 N

e—~0 e—>0 i

i.e. the amplitude for all graphs which contain tadpoles vanishes in the limit é—0.

114. Green’s Functions with One Internal Vertex of Dimension 3

For the formulation of normalization conditions in gauge theories it is useful to
define Green’s functions with one external momentum (attached to a vertex V,
with dimension 6¢=3) equal to zero; this is possible whenever the graph G is
1PI with respect to ¥, which becomes an internal vertex by this procedure. In
order to show that such Green’s functions exist, we have to estimate the degrees
and to choose the oy’s slightly more carefully than in the previous sections.
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Definition. We split the degree wg into the internal degree of G
wg'=—),4-09)20; Fo={V.eV\Us:0; 24} ;
Fa
the super-renormalizable degree of G
wg=— Y (4=0)=0;  AHs={V,eVs\Us: 53 <4};
A
and the external degree of G

ext int

COG =CUG_(UG "‘Q)g .

For any HCG we define the relative super-renormalizable degree of H in G by
ofe=— ) 4=3).
fgn“VH

We only consider graphs G with w§ > —2 and assume that for every 1 PI tad-
pole G;CG w ;> —1 holds. As in Section I1.3 we construct a new graph G and
call it again G. Due to our assumption g, ;> —1 the amplitudes for graphs with
tadpoles vanish in the limit ¢é—0.

Let G be a graph of the type of G without tadpoles and %, a ¢, -family for
G; for any He¥,, with c-components H; we choose

op= max{O, {——a)};“—— max oy, /24 Y. (a—of ¢ ]}
H' i

where max is to be taken over all H'e €., with pug = uy. Once more o =0 if there

isno H™. The corresponding ¢g’s are given by Equation (26). Choosing —wg /2 <
a<1 and proceeding further as in Section II.3, we verify Lemma 3 with two
changes:

(b) O<op<d—(a+wg/2)<4;

d) You+2 Y kytr=—wg+r+(a+wd/2)> —wg+r.
H Lext

To prove Lemma 3 (a) we have used that

opSog—14+ Z(GJ?;:,G‘ 1)

whenever an H'e %, with H’ 2 H, ug. =uy=1 exists; due to the construction of

c-families, at least one c-component H; of H is joined to the rest of G by two
or more lines.

As a consequence of Lemma 3 Proposition 1 remains true also in the case
under discussion.

HI. Renormalization and the Action Principle

The renormalization of the dimensionally regularized Feynman amplitudes
Ts(p,n)= li_{rgFG,E(p, n), i.e. the elimination of the singularity of J;(p, n) at n=4,

works—thanks to Proposition 1—exactly like for massive theories as outlined
in Ref. [1].
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Recursively in the number of loops (powers of #) we construct for each 1PI
graph G the amplitude J ,(p,n) containing already all counter terms cor-
responding to 1 PI subgraphs of G with fewer loops than G. The left over singularity
at n=4—present only if wgz=0—is shown to be a homogeneous polynomial in
the external momenta of G and ]/— This pole term represents the counter term
corresponding to G in the construction of Z. ,(p, n) for all G’ with more loops
than G. If we denote by %, .(p, n) the regular part of the Laurant series expansion
of T .(p, n) around n=4 then R¢(p, n)= hm R..(p, ) resp. its value at n=4 is

defined to be the dimensionally renormahzed amplitude for G. In order to con-
struct Z(p, n) also for 1 PR graphs it is sufficient to take counter terms for all
their 1 PI subgraphs into account.

Let us state the result as
Theorem 1. For any Lagrangean without super-renormalizable couplings describing
the interaction of massless particles dimensionally renormalized Green’s functions
for arbitrary compositive field operators can be defined in every order of perturba-
tion theory as distributions over &. The renormalization is achieved by adding to
the Lagrangean local counter terms of minimal degree according to Weinberg’s
power counting having poles at n=4.

All renormalization parts with positive superficial degree of divergence w=1
vanish at the origin in momentum space up to order w — 1.

Proof. The statement about the structure of counter terms for ¢>0 is proven
exactly like for massive theories as outlined in Ref. [1] and need not be repeated
here. Let us just remark that ¢, as we have used it, acts like a mass term.

The counter terms necessary for renormalization (for £>0) are again of the
strictly- or non-renormalizable type (0 = 4), except when they are proportional to
¢ Tesp. £2; in this case § =2 resp. §=0. The argument used for the contributions
from tadpoles (end of Section I1.3) applies also here and guarantees that such
contributions vanish in the limit é—0. The same argument ensures that the
unwanted contributions proportional to ¢ in the equations of motion, coming
from ((J+m? —ie), vanish in the limit.

The renormalized amplitude % , (for n+4) is a finite sum of the unrenor-
malized, regularized amplitude + counter terms, each of which is continuous in
S’ (lR‘”‘) for e20. Therefore % exists in &". Since Z , is analytlc at n=4, ¢
can also be continued to n=4.

The vanishing at the origin of momentum space up to order w—1 for all
renormalization parts with superficial degree of divergence w=1 is a consequence
of the homogeneity properties of Z;(p, n) for n+4.

The important result, that Schwinger’s Action Principle holds without modifi-
cations due to radiative corrections proven for massive theories in [1] remains
also true here. Let us shortly repeat the formulation given in [1]. We assume that
the Lagrangean # depends on quantized fields ¢, external fields g and space-time
independent parameters 4. By Z(a, 4) we denote the connected vacuum expecta-
tion value of the perturbation series of the scattering operator corresponding to
%, ie.

Z(a, ))=h{T expih ™" | L, (p(x), a(x), Hdx): .
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Schwinger’s Action Principle says:
i) local variations of the quantized fields ¢ of the form d¢(x)=P(¢(x))de(x)
with some polynomials P leave Z invariant, i.e.

0=(ToL expih™" | L, (x)dx)?
where
0L = [ P(¢(x))(6L/5¢(x) — 8, 6.L/58,(x))de(x)dx ;
ii) variations of the external fields resp. parameters result in
—i0 Z/da(x)={T8L /ba(x) expih ™' | L (x)dx)?,
resp.
—i0Z/0A={T0L [0 expih™" | L, (x)dx)? .

Theorem 2. Schwinger’s Action Principle as described above holds for the renor-
malized functional Z(a, A), if there is no explicit n-dependence involved.

Proof. Exactly like in the massive case.

Remark. For the discussion of anomalies arising from an explicit n-dependence
of the variation §.% we refer to [1].

App/endix A

In this appendix we have collected some information about Feynman graphs
which is needed to prove the existence of 7= 1irré T .. We refer to Appendix A
fod

of [1] for basic definitions.

Let G be a connected graph with vertices ¥ ;= {V,, i=1,..., M}. We divide them
into K external and M —K internal vertices. The auxiliary momenta associated
with the internal vertices will eventually be set to zero, the external momenta will
be kept variable and we have to justify the interpretation of 7; as a distribution
over S(R*X). Let Uz ={V,, i=1,...,K} be the set of all external vertices. For any
subgraph HCG we define ¥, =%U;N"¥y and Ky=|%y|.

A tadpole is a connected subgraph H CG with %,;=0 which is connected to
the rest of G by exactly one line. In the following we assume that G contains no
tadpoles, K=2 and that exactly one line of G is attached to each external vertex.

For any subgraph H C G we construct a graph H, by identifying all its external
vertices. A ¢ -family €, for G is a set of subgraphs H;C G (without trivial ¢-com-
ponents) such that ¥={H,} is a maximal forest for G. A labelled c -family is
a pair (%, 0) such that (%, o) is a labelled forest. For any He ¥, let .#(H) be
the set of all maximal genuine subgraphs of H which are contained in €. For
any /e % let H, be the smallest member of €, which contains 7 (i.e. £€ Ly, 4um)-
Note. Our ¢ -families differ from the s -families of Ref. [3] by the use of 1PI
subgraphs instead of irreducible ones.

Lemma 4. (a) Any ¢ family €, for G contains G;
(b) any c,-family €., for G can be labelled;
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() the domains D (€, 0)={a:0=0,Z 0y for all e Ly} are a partition of
o-space {a:0, =0 for all £} up to sets of measure zero;

(d) for any He%,, H/.#(H) has exactly one nontrivial c-component H, which
is either a tree (hg=0) or 1PI with one loop (hg=1),

(e) #={He%,:H is 1PI} has exactly hg elements; T®=G—o(F) is a tree;

(f) #={He%,,:H is a tree} has exactly K —1 elements which can be ordered
by inclusion. The same ordering is induced by the numbers py=Ky— (number of
c-components of H) which take all integers from 1 to K —1 as values. uyy=1 always
implies Ky =2, if uy—pg =1 then Ky— Ky, equals either zero or one or two.

These statements can be proved along the lines of Refs. [1-3].
From now on we consider one particular labelled ¢ -family (¥, o). For any
He%,, we denote by H_ resp. H™ the largest H'e # with H’gH resp. H' CH if

such an H' exists.

We may assign a number uy to all He%,, by the formula of Lemma 4 (f).
H™ exists iff uy=1 and in this case H™ is the smallest H'e €, with ug = ug.

Let H be a member of %,,. To any vertex ¥, of H we assign a momentum g,
which is the sum of all p, associated with those vertices ¥; which are mapped to
V, by H-H/./#(H). Some of these sums contain external momenta p; (i< K), we
call these momenta g, as well as their vertices V, external and the other ones
auxiliary resp. internal. ‘

Lemma 5. (a) For any He # H has exactly two external vertices;

(b) for any HeF H has either exactly one external vertex (if H_ exists) or
none (if H_ does not exists).

Let gy, He %, be the momenta associated with all but one of the vertices of
H, chosen such that for He % they are all auxiliary and for He # only the first
one, gy, is external. These new momenta g=(gy, He%,) are obtained from
p=(p1,....Px>-..,Py) by a linear transformation R:g=Rp. We decompose
u=(u,, (e ¥g) in a similar way: u=(uy, He¥,,), ug=Wu,, € Lp).

Lemma 6. (a) detR=+1;
(b) detR**'=+1, where R®™ is the restriction of R to p™ =(p;,...,px-1) and
g% =(qu, He #);
(c) the transformed incidence matrix eR* =(eyy, H, H'e %) has the following
block structure:
=0if HY)H';
eqnd is the incidence matrix for H if H=H';
indicates how H' is contained in H if H 2H "

Proof. (a) Up to permutations R is a triangular matrix with all digonal elements
=1 and (b) the same holds true for R**. (c) Momentum conservation at ‘each
vertex is expressed by p+e k=0, where k=(k,/=1,...,L) are the internal
momenta occuring in the momentum space formulation of the amplitude. The
block structure follows from g+ Re™ k=0.

K
Remark. g™ together with go= Y, p; form a momentum family in the sense of

Ref. [6]. =
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We may now rewrite the quadratic form V(p, u, ) in terms of = (gl He6,,)
and u @’-’H/CH) He (goo)

Vip,u0)=(@ 5% M (ﬁ)
0 -25+- )

with M= (_25 _4p ), ‘;:(eHH’CH’/CHs H,H'€%,);

where B is the diagonal matrix with elements f,=o,/(% : g, In addition detM=
det M H 3.

Lemma 7. (2) M is independent of tg and bounded in 9 ;
(b) detM=1in9;
(c) the matrix d=(dyy, H, H'e #) given by V(p™,0)= 3 {uluqudndun

3 .. ‘. . . HHIE'#
is positive definite in 9,

(d) M~ and det M are C*in (¢, B) from 9.

Proof. (a) Follows from eyy =0 for HD H' and ,<1 for all 7.

(b) detM=Y [ ¢,z [] o= H (% where the sum runs over all trees in G.
T ¢¢%r ¢Lro
(c) Following an argument of Ref. [3] we see that

detMd(x)=detM Z Ay XpXy —ZyTz IT 2.

T2 teZLr,
> [ > (yTZ(H)cH)Z] [n cH]
H F
where the first sum runs over all 2-trees in G and

{ayramy =X+ Y, camXula/la
HJH

with some coefficients cyp.. Therefore d(x)= [Z(yTZ(H)CH)Z] / det M and this
H

vanishes only if all xj are zero.
(d) This follows from M being a polynomial in (¢, §) and (b).

Lemma 8. The spin polynomials produced by the application of Z(—id/0u) to

exp(—iV(p™, u,a)) are, apart from negative powers of {y absorbed into [] 5",
gw
polynomials in g with coefficients which are C* in (¢, p).

Proof. This follows directly from the representation (1) and Lemma 7 (d).

Appendix B. Proof of the s-Lemma

For Re(g)<0 the right hand side of Equation (II.10) converges pointwise to a
continuous polynomially bounded and locally integrable function. In the fol-
lowing we assume Re(g)>0.



Dimensional Renormalization. I 53

We first use Jacobi’s diagonalization procedure to determine a linear trans-
formation S:g—¢'=Sq [3] such that S;;=0 for i>j and d(n;q;)= Y. n%q;* S and

J
S~!are C* in (1, d;;) and Q'(q')=Q(q) is again a homogeneous polynomial with
coefficients which are C* in #; and in the original coefficients. For simplicity we
write again g instead of ¢’ and assume Q'(g) to be a product of monomials Q(q;)

of degree r; .(; rjzr).

Let Q(g) be a monomial of degree r in geR*. Defining Q(q)/(—iq*+0)* for
O<Re(s)<2+r/2 as usual [4], the following estimate can be derived for all
k=0,1,... and pe L(R*) [3]

IKT(s)Q(q) (—ig?+0) 7%, @D < Ci(1 +|Ims|Res— 42k
supl(1+147**0(@ o)

where ||q|| is the euclidean norm of ¢. In addition we estimate for s+0, — 1, —2,...
and Re(z)=0

I (s)/25| < C(1 4+ |Im s|)Re s~ %|z| "ReS exp(— L m|Ims| +argz Ims) .

That permits us to use the following Mellin-integral representation (1;>0,7,>0)
(we set ;441 =0):

f@=T1n¥0ma) [Tv (=i X niq; +i Y v, +e)7 %

¢ t+ico G+ tico
=I(/2)"" [ @mni) 'ds,... [ Qmi)~'ds;, T(g/2—s,)e 2

J
’ H F(Sj‘"sj-l- 1)’1§ij(njqj)(—i11]2qJZ+0)s,-+1—s,
Jj=1

T(Sysp— Sy pa 1)VE(ip )7 04175748

=

-~
]
—-

for Re(¢/2)>01>...>0;,,>0 and 0j—a}., <(;+7))/2, j=1,...,J. The integral
is absolutely convergent (in &’) due to the above estimates. Now we stretch the
distances between the contours, shifting part of them to the left, part to the right,
always respecting the condition Re(s;—s;,;)<(g;+7;)/2 such that Re(s; —g/2)
becomes slightly positive and Re(s;.,—S;4,4+;) becomes less than k, (for
£=1,...,L). The possibility to do so is due to the assumption Re(g)< ), o;+
23 k,+r. From crossing the pole of I'(¢/2—s,) at s, =g/2 we pick up a residue
which does not depend on ¢ whereas the remaining integral vanishes in the
limit ¢—0. That proves the existence of El—{% f(e). Due to the factors n% resp. y}*

the whole expression is obviously continuous in the #;’s resp. y,’s even down to
n;="7,=0.

Differentiability with respect to the coefficients of Q and d follows from the
fact that such differentiations reproduce the form of Equation (I1.10).
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Remark. The following generalization—needed at various places—is also seen
to hold:

lime"Q(n,q,) [Tng [1v(—idlnjg)+i L voxo+2)” ¢ *=0 for Re(k)>0.

We just shift the contours as before, this time without crossing the pole of
I'(o/2+k—s;).
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