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Abstract: In the present paper we extend to the massive case the proce-
dure of divergences subtraction, previously introduced for the massless nonlin-
ear sigma model (D = 4). Perturbative expansion in the number of loops is suc-
cessfully constructed. The resulting theory depends on the Spontaneous Sym-
metry Breaking parameter v, on the mass m and on the radiative correction
parameter A. Fermions are not considered in the present work. SU(2)®SU(2)

is the group used.
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1 Introduction

It is of paramount importance to establish a symmetric subtraction strategy for the di-
vergences of the massive nonlinear sigma model. In fact this model provides a viable
infrared regulator, a useful phenomenological theory and finally a template to approach
more complex theories, as the nonabelian gauge theories in the 't Hooft gauge. Moreover a
simulation on a lattice is free from the artifacts related to the presence of the zero modes.

The subtraction strategy for the ultraviolet divergences, devised for the massless non-
linear sigma model [I], can be successfully extended to the model with non zero mass,
although chirality is broken.

A powerful Local Functional Equation (LFE) for the generating functionals (of the
Green- and one-particle-irreducible-functions (1-PI)) ensues from the invariance properties
of the path integral measure. By using the LFE, one can derive the complete hierarchy
relations among the ancestor amplitudes (i.e. with no pion fields) and the descendant
amplitudes (i.e. with at least one pion field) and get the full control of the divergences
by a finite number of divergent amplitudes at each order in the loop expansion. The
counterterms are chosen according to the symmetry properties of the effective action (not
of the action!) fixed by the LFE. Pure pole subtraction in dimensional regularization turns
out to be the right thing to do, in order to satisfy the LFE.

The physical parameters of the model are those of the classical action augmented by
the scale of the radiative corrections A (introduced later on).

To compare with the Chiral Perturbation Theory (ChPT) [2]-[5], we stress that the
subtracted amplitudes depend on a fixed number of parameters. Moreover another impor-
tant feature characterizes the present approach: A is a physical parameter, while in ChPT

the requirement of independence from A leads to a Renormalization Group Equation.

2 The Model

The generating functionals Z and W are introduced via the path integral

Z[K,Ko,%,NAB]:expiWQ/D[ 2TSOexp[zS

+APT / a”2(60Ko + 6aNapon) + / dDmaKa} (1)

The classical action is

S:AD_4/dD 22[1TT{( —J)} m252]
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where

¢o=1\/1-¢?
Q=data = ¢o+idata, Q€ SU(2)
T, .

F::meEM@QT

Fau = 2(¢06,u¢a - a,u¢0¢a + Eabc8u¢b¢c)

T4 = {1,iT}. (3)
Capital letter indexes run over {0,1,2,3} while lower cases over {1,2,3}. The fact that
the fields ¢, 5 have null canonical dimension is only a matter of choice. Nap are real
independent sources introduced in order to account for the extra composite operators

generated by the local chiral transformations. By construction we have
Z[K7K07J/)MNAB] :Z[X7K07%7NBA]7 (4)

i.e. Z does not depend on the antisymmetric part of the matrix Np4.

3 The Local Functional Equation

The measure in the path integral (IJ) is invariant under the local left-transformation

Q= U@)0 (5)
ie.
oo = 21y,
00 = 8D gy 4 4D g ()

for infinitesimal parameters .
The path integral is invariant under the field-coordinate transformation (@), thus we get

an identity for the connected amplitude functional

1 a
/dDa:<AD_4{v2 [Z(Fa” — Jap) (€ape F we + 0Hw,) — m2% w0

Wa Wa Wa We
—7%K0 — 7¢aNOB¢B + 7¢0NaB¢B + Eeabc%NchbB

w, Wq We
—<Z5ANA07b¢b + ¢ANAa7¢0 + ¢ANAb76bb/c¢b'}

+%¢0Ka + %Eabc¢bKa> =0. (7)
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The brackets (-) denote the mean value over the paths according to eq. (II). Then by using
the symmetry ()

1) v2 5
_ 1z wy_ %27
{( CabeJe 00" 57 % 5Nug
1 51 51 5
__N rEvE _N[l reEvYEs A Cabe C
g VBN T g NaB N T gfabeNeB
1 o 1y 0 1 5
9 AN 2T AN, 2t A
AD—4 ) 1 ) 1 )
Ak K, e Ky—2 b —o.
5 M5k, TaaDatasg, T gt béKc} 0 (8)

We introduce the generators L.4p of the transformations ({Gl)

1
0pa = sweleap®B,  Leop = —0ch, Lead = Ocas Leab = €abe

2
0 —-w —wy —ws
vl = wp O w3 )
wy —wg 0 w1
w3 Wy —w; O
[La, Ly] = —2¢apcLc (9)

and we rewrite eq. () in the compact form

1) v? 5
_ H WY~ a2
{( Eachc + g0 )&]5 m 5 N.g

1 )
—(LyaaNag + Lapg Nag:
2( AANAa B+ LoBB AB)(SNAB
ADP—4 ) 1 ) 1 )
- K K, —€ape Kp—— =0. 1
5 Mg T oppaBagg, T ety (W =0 (10)

For the effective action (1-PI generating functional) one gets
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v 1
—O"T ju — €aqpeJy T e + 7m2FN0a +3 (LaAA’NA’B + LaBB'NAB')PNAB
AP~ 1 1
+ 5 Kopg + WFKOF% - §€abc¢br¢c =0, (11)
where we use the notation
1)

4 The Subtraction Strategy at D =4

The LFE (IJ) is the tool we use in order to make finite the massive nonlinear sigma model.

We work in the framework of the loop expansion of I' in eq. (ITJ).



This strategy has been employed with success for the massless nonlinear sigma model
[6]-[10], for the massive Yang-Mills in the Landau gauge [I1],[12], for a Higgsless Elec-
troweak model also in the Landau gauge [13]-[15]. Therefore in models where dimensional
regularization allows to drop the tadpoles involving the scalars fields q? In the massive
nonlinear sigma model the tadpoles play an important role and therefore it is necessary
to extend the formalism to this case.

At the tree level T'(©) is a solution of eq. () by construction. Dimensional regu-
larization yields radiative corrections which do not generate any anomaly. The proof of
this property is sketched in Ref. [I] and displayed in Ref. [9]. The Feynman rules are
provided by the classical action I'®), while the counterterms I'® are introduced via the
effective action which must obey the LFE ([[Il). Therefore what matters are the symmetry
properties of I' and not those of the action.

If the procedure of subtraction of infinities by means of the counterterms I'®) has been
carried out successfully up to order n — 1, then

v? 1
—5“1“%) - Eabcjfrsl? + jmzr(k) t3 (LaAA’NA’B + LaBB’NAB’)PgVZ\B

+

a

1 1
2AD_4F;?F§’§3+§¢OF; eabc¢b & +Z AD TP = 0, vk <n. (13)

At order n we expect a violation of eq. (L))

n n U n
—G“Fgg) - eachfFf,g) QF( ) + = 5 (LaAA’NA’B + LaBB’NAB’>P( )

Nap

ToAD-1 Fgl)r%g + %%Fff 1€abc¢bf + Z KD 4F(" J)Féi)
L ceeigo
= Z T (14)
j=1
By assumption ['(k<n) ig finite, thus the removal of the poles in the Laurent expansion of
ﬁr(n) (15)

is a strategy that maintains the validity of the LFE, since the RHS of eq. (I4) is a pure
pole part, when the normalization (IH]) is used. The finite part in the limit D = 4 is the
subtracted amplitude. It should be stressed that no further finite subtraction is allowed
(even those keeping eq. (I4]) unchanged). In fact by adding extra counterterms one mod-
ifies the pure pole structure of the breaking terms. For instance on-shell renormalization
is not a doable procedure. Finally the spotted counterterms N obey the equation

~(n =~(n U n
—G“Ff]g) - eachfTL(]g) 5 2T( ) + = 5 (LaAA’NA’B + LaBB’NAB’>P§V)B

+ LTy =0, (16)
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The last equation ([IG) provides a a posteriori explanation of why the breaking term takes
the form exhibited in (I4]). A direct proof is provided in Ref. [9]. The subtraction strategy
has been tested for a solvable model in Ref. [16].

5 The Algebraic Aspects of the LFE

It is convenient to define a new functional
1
®[¢a7 K07N007N0a7 ] = [¢a7 K07N00_§U2m27N0a7Nab] (17)

in presence of the nontrivial background

(ba:JéL:KO:NOa:Nab:O

NO() = %m2v2 (18)

and of the boundary conditions

56(0) — AD—4

0K pa=JE=Ko=Noa=N,p=[Noo— 3v2m?2]=0

o6 = AP, (19)
9Noo pa=Jk=Ko=Noa=Nap=[Noo—3v?>m?]=0

By using & we get rid of the mass term in eq. (1) and all the subsequent equations. For
the counterterms &® ) eq. (IB) gives

S, = —HZ_:IZAJ; 16l (20)
=1
where
* Azl) 1 f;fl —¢0¢a ;Eabcgbb%- (21)

It is convenient to introduce the operators

0 )
J_
Sa = —aum - Eabct]élm
1 )
N = —
Sa =3 (LaACNCB + LaBDNAD> SNAE
1 0 1 )
¢ = o _ -
S, = 2%5% 2€abc¢b5¢c
o 1 L0 9 (22)




It is straightforward to verify the following relations

(87 (2), S82(y)] = €aned(x — y)S! (x)
[Sév(x),SéY(y)] = eaa’cd(x - y)SéV(x)
[S2(2), 8% ()] = €anrcd(x — y)S2(x) (23)

and finally

[Sa(x)a Su (y)] = Eaa’cé(‘r - y)Sc(x) (24)

5.1 The Consistency Condition

From egs. (20) and (24) we get the consistency condition that has to be obeyed by the
counterterms
n—1

_ 80 )8
1

Ko(x)

Jj=
Sa(x)Aa’ (y) - Sa’ (y)Aa($) = 5(33 - y)eaa’c Ac(x) (25)

5.2 The Local Solutions: the bleaching Method

The counterterms &™) are given by linear combinations of local monomials constructed in
terms of fields q? and sources Ko, Ji', Nag. The construction of the counterterms proceeds
via the evaluation of the pole parts of the amplitudes as in eq. (I3 and consequently the
fixing of the coefficients of the general solution of eq. (20)). For one-loop corrections one
needs just the solution for the associated homogeneous equation.

This task is made easy if we replace the above mentioned variables by suitably chosen
composite local invariants. The general procedure in Ref. [10] is here applied straightfor-
wardly.

The local invariant solutions can be constructed with the following fields and sources

_ lezL
D“[F](F - '])V|ab = (a,uéab - EachéL)(Féj - Jl;j) = 8u5ab - Eachcu(FI;/ - ']I;/)
¢A = {¢07¢a}
_ 1 o 1 0 v
Ka = {Koy, _mﬁqxz 1 - AD—4"da 3=0 = _?au']a — Noa — Nao
Nag. (26)

(Notice DE[F)(F — J)¥|qy — DE[T)(F — J)"|ab = —€ape(FL — JEYEY — JV)).

K4 and ¢4 transform in the same way. In fact
1
Su@)®)),) = 560 = ){~0A” Ko(y) + @8 (v) }

1
Sa(x)KO(y) - (5(1’ )2AD 4 Qigl)(y) (27)
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The bleached variables can be constructed according to the transformation properties of
the fields in eq. (26). For instance

3. =QN(J, - F)0=017,0+i019,0,
0uds = O (84 +90,01) (J, = B)Q = Q1D [FI(J, - B,

1
R = Kada = Kodo — 1550, b

Nagpo = A (T4)arp(Th) 55 Q1o N ag. (28)

The bleaching yields S,-invariant local variables. Moreover the mapping is invertible.
The actual construction of the counterterms can profit of further properties of the LFE
that limit the number of independent divergent amplitudes. The next Section deals with

this feature.

6 Hierarchy and Weak Power Counting

Eq. () is nonlinear in I'. This allows us to grade the 1PI functions in a hierarchical way

according to the number of external ¢ - legs. In fact we have

AD—4
Ly, = €abePbl ¢, + 28MPJ5 + 26achéLFJg
Tk,
—0?*m?Ty, — AP * Ko — (Loaa N Logp'Nap )T 29
v'mT g, 0P aAA'NaB+ Lo Nap | Unap (29)

The derivative of eq.(29]) with respect to any ancestor variable (J&, Ko, Nap) yields all
the descendant amplitudes involving one ¢— field. In a recursive way one obtains all the
descendant amplitudes from the ancestor ones (hierarchy).

This result is very important because, at fixed order in the loop expansion, the number
of independent divergent ancestor amplitudes is finite. In fact, by simple dimensional
analysis, one can show that the superficial degree of divergence of a 1-PI graph G for

ancestor and descendant variables is bounded by
§(G) <np(D—2)+2— Ny —2(Nk + Ny), (30)

where ny, is the number of loops and Nj, Ng, Ny are the numbers of insertions of the
ancestor variables J4, Ko, Nap. Thus for fix n; the number of independent divergent
ancestor amplitudes is finite. The bound in eq. ([B0) does not depend on the number of
external ¢ - legs; therefore, if the ancestor amplitudes are divergent, an infinite number of
descendant will also be divergent. The divergent parts of the descendant amplitudes will
not be independent, due to the hierarchy property.

The bound (B0) comes from the following two relations

8(G)=nLD—2I+N;+ Y kVj
k



nL:I—NJ—(NK—I-NN)—ZVk—I-l (31)
k

where V. is the number of vertexes with k derivatives and I the number of internal lines.
The inequality in eq. (30) comes from the fact that for the unsubtracted theory & < 2.

The WPC criterion consists in building the classical action I'®) such that the bound
[B0) is obeyed. It is not necessary to introduce in '@ all possible terms that are allowed
by the WPC criterion. For instance it is not necessary to introduce a ¢* interaction in the
model considered in the present paper. This approach is at variance with the algebraic
renormalization procedure where the Power Counting theorem requires that all allowed
couplings should enter with independent parameters.

The WPC theorem says that the bound (30 is stable under the subtraction procedure
described in Section @l The proof goes as follows. The counterterm f(k), of order k in the
loop expansion, is a finite sum of local monomials built with J%', Ko, Nap sources, space-
time derivatives and Ny ¢ - fields. Each monomial ./\/l(k)(Jc’f , Ko, Nap, Ng,nq) entering in

~

I'®) is constructed from graphs that obey eq. (B0) and therefore it satisfies the condition
E(D—-2)+2—ny—2(ng +ny) —ng >0, (32)

where ng is the number of derivatives and nj, ng,ny are the numbers of times the sources
enter in the monomial. When one of this monomial is inserted in a graph, then the relations
in eqs. (BI]) are modified by an extra vertex with ny derivatives. Moreover the numbers of
external sources become Njy—nj, Ny —ng, Ny —npy. The superficial degree of divergence

becomes

0(G) < (np —k)(D—2)+ng— (Nj—ny) —2[(Ng —ng) + (Ny — ny)]
<ni(D—2)+2—Ny—2(Ni + Ny) (33)

by using eq. ([B2) in the last step. Thus WPC is stable under subtraction of divergences.

7 Hierarchical Relations and Feynman Rules

In this Section we discuss some of the hierarchical relations for the two-point functions.
This is an example. More relations and Feynman rules are given in Appendix [Al

By successive differentiation of eq. (IIl) we get

OMT gy — ?mszOan - ﬁf;{of%% = 0.
T jung, — %2W2FNOGNOZ,—%FNGZ, + %%bfzvoo + %EachNOC
v? 1
T gy, — 7m2FN0a¢b — g1 Kol gagy =0 (35)



and finally (0*I'g, = 0)

gAD—4 02 ) gAD—4N 2 02 )
Poutn = T (5”FJ5¢b — 5 TNgesy | = ( ) o [_8JFJ5J§ —gm FJf;Nob]

'k,
02 2

v 1 1
_7m2 [_8MFN0¢1J£L - 7m2FN0aN0b_§FNab + §5abFNoo]> : (36)

In the massless case all the terms present in eq. (B@) are zero. For nonzero mass the

expected contributions should come from the tadpole integral

1 aP 1
B()E—/ 9

v ) @n)P (@ —m?)’
1 dPq 1 i1 D m \D—4
D—4 2/ D72 _ 2y 2 2F(1__)m2( )
ADP—4y (2m)P (¢2 — m?) v? (4m) 2 AVar
m2 1 m2
_ZFW[—m—Fl—’y—Fln(A%éM))} +0(D - 4). (37)
In fact one has
3.

F%)) = _§ZBO (38)

1 1 .
Iy, = 2r%) = ~3iB, (39)

9 d” (2q + p)u(2q + p) 0280

pp@ - Oab u/ q 1 v ab B 4
A S B L T R 7 A R
Y. = iduBo (41)

(1) _ @ _ (@
1_‘JVO(LJVOb - FJ#NOb - PN()b - O (42)

(1) v
L anw)an = 7 Bor 0a (43)

n s dam _ 5,
Ffi)aN()b — abgFKO - _§ZB(]5ab (44)
F((bt)% = i0,v? (p? + m?)By. (45)

7.1 Two-point Feynman Rules

In the zero loop approximation the boundary conditions ([I8) and eqs. (B34) and (B3]

provide the Feynman rules

AD—4,,2
0 .
FL(L;% = iPuab 2
0  _ D—4
PNOafi)b = dap
TP = 0pAP~ 12 (p? — m?). (46)

8 On the One-loop Counterterms

The results of the previous sections allow to extract finite quantities from dimensional

regularized amplitudes. Moreover local counterterms can be constructed so that one has
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a recursive process of subtraction. Perturbative unitarity is guaranteed by construction,
under the form of cutting equation (see for instance Ref. [I7]). Moreover the LFE (20)
and the consistency condition (28) allows a order-by-order check of the counterterms.

It is of some interest to look for the local solutions of the LFE (20]) and of its associated
homogeneous equation. In fact, when the solutions are known, one can obtain all the
counterterms for the descendant amplitudes counterterms. Further on we provide an
example for the one-loop approximation. On one side this subject is very instructive, but
on the other side, as it will be clear later on, the study of the local invariant solutions
becomes very complex at higher order in the perturbative expansion.

We list some of the monomials that can be associated to one-loop divergent amplitudes.
According to the eq. ([B0) they are expected to have dimension 4 or less, if we consider
the subtraction procedure at D = 4. Any monomial that does not contain the ¢-field
(also implicitly as in F,, or in Kj) is a sterile term, since it cannot be the ancestor of
any descendant amplitude. These sterile terms cannot be neglected: some of them take
care of the counterterms associated to tadpoles. Here are few examples of dimension four
constructed by using the bleached operators (i.e. invariant under the local transformations
generated by Sy(z)). Moreover global SU(2)g invariance is imposed. The antisymmetric
part of N4p does not appear in the counterterms.

Let us list first the possible counterterms present in the massless case [6]

/d . 1(J — F), ]G[D“[F](J—F)”L,
Igz/d x[DM[F](J—F)”] [D,,[F](J—F)V} :

a

/d 2 ease | DUIFI(T = F), | (3 = B ) (92 = FY).
T, = /de (KAqu)
s
Ty = /d - (KAqu) (Jg - Fg)
- [ s ) (- re)
Iﬁ_/dD (72— re) (Jb 7).
T = / Pz (Jg; - Fy) (Jg - F;) (Jbu - Fb“) (be - Fb,,> . (47)

Notice the identity

a

2T —Ip) — AT+ (Ts — Ir) = / d°2Go,w (3]G 3] = / 722Gy [ 1G4 7], (48)
where

ga;w[J] = a,uJaz/ - 81/'][1/,1, + EachbchV- (49)
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The right hand term in eq. (A8)) is sterile: no descendant terms are generated. The

calculation [6] for the massless nonlinear sigma model gives

~ 1 AP 1 1
r® =— |- =1 -1 -7 —(Zs + 27
MASSLESS D—4(47r)2[ 12( Lo 3) * 48( 6+ 7)
31 11
ST+ =T
Tttt g 5] (50)

These counterterms are expected to be present in the same combination in the massive
case, since no tadpoles contribute to the invariants 7; — Z-.

For later use we display the local invariant

K = — — ¢, —v°00,
APA Noo—ﬂ\foo—mzv2 oo ¢ < ¢
JH S F m2v?
_ 22 D,.| b 9 bu _
o [ @528+ Nuwén + 0mNp, ~ 20u(Noot )) (51)
and its ancestor content

K = Kj. 52
ADA o 0 (52)

The massive case requires the introduction of the sources Np thus we get a numerous

set of new invariants. At the one-loop level we have the local invariants candidates for

~

o1ty

Ty = / dPz Nee

T [ % Kada

Tio = /de (Jg - Fg)2

T = [ % 6aNanén

Tio = /de ®A (NAB + NBA> <NBC + N(JB)¢C
Ti3 = /de ¢ANappBPcNepPD

Ty = /de KcocpaNapop

Tis = [ d%a Ka(Na + Noa) o

2
v
Ka (NAB + NBA) s = 2oNoo - (5 0ui + Noa + Nao)(Noa + Nao)

2
T = /de daNABOB (J(’f —Fé‘)
Ti7 = /de KoopoNaa

Tig = /de (NABNAB +NABNBA>
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Tig = /de Naa (Jg - Fé‘)z

Too = /de (Nap + Npa)Tr {QT(F“ — IOl (F, - JH)TB}

2
o= K2+ (%-0,J" + Noa + Na)2.  (53)

T = / Pz KaKy,  KaKa 4

Let us find the ancestor variables content of the invariant Zsg by using
T
[TI;, ) = 6 AwEabeTer (Nap + NBA)TI;TB = 2Np. (54)
2
We have
IQO (5—0 = (NAB + NBA) Tr {JMTI{JHTB}
1
— (Nag + Nga) <§J5Jw5AB + O Ay T {J“TZTB}>
1
= (NAB + NBA) <§J5JQM6AB - 5Ax€xyzjyu€y’zgc’5gc’3 J;j;)

1
— (NAB + NBA) <§J5Jau5AB + 5ArJyu(5my’5yx’ — 5ww’5yy’)5m’B J;)
= NAAJZ;Jau + 2NabJauJ£ — 2NbbJ5JaM
= (N()O — Nbb)J[:Jau + 2NabJauJ£' (55)

In Appendix [Bl we evaluate the coefficients of the invariants listed in eq. (G3]). Finally
the tadpoles, originating from the mass term, necessitate the following counterterms at

one-loop, that add to those for the massless nonlinear sigma model in eq. (B0)

~ 1 AP m? m? 1 1
@ = — = |2 Ty T — =Ty +8—~T
TADPOLES D — 4 (4m)? gz 8T et T e S

1
202

From the expression in eqs. (B0) and (B6]) one can get all the one-loop counterterms by

1 2 1 1 1
— — —2—T —Ti8 — Tig — —=T ] .
+8U4l'14 + U2l-16 o 17 + ! 18 19 902 20 (56)

taking the relevant functional derivatives. As an example one gets

f(l) . 1 AD—4

Padp “bD — 4 (471.)2

+8m?2p? + 2m?(p?—m?) — 2m?p? — 2m2p2}

1 AD—4

= by
D — 4 (47)

{ —2m* + 2m* — 8m* — 8m?(p*—m?)

[ - 2m2(p2+m2)] . (57)

which agrees with the direct calculation in eq. (45]).

9 Conclusions

The subtraction strategy, recently developed for the nonlinear sigma model and for the

nonabelian gauge theories, is implemented here for the massive nonlinear sigma model
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(without fermions in this work). In the present paper the technique has been applied to
the simple case of SU(2) ® SU(2). The extension to other groups of transformations is
expected to be straightforward.

The main tool is the LFE for the effective action, derived from the invariance properties
of the path integral measure. The presence of a mass term requires the introduction of
more sources coupled to additional composite operators. However this fact brings only to a
more complex algebra, without diminishing the power of the LFE. The hierarchy still works
so that all 1PI-amplitudes with external field-parameters q? can be derived from those with
only composite operators. The hierarchy allows to organize, at every order of the loop
expansion, the infinite set of divergent amplitudes, so that their divergent parts can be
expressed in term of a finite number of divergent amplitudes. The subtraction algorithm
exploits this powerful property and it is based on the dimensional regularization and on
the subtraction of the sole pole parts (no finite adjustments are allowed). The WPC is
shown to be stable under the subtraction procedure. The linearized LFE suggests the
use of powerful local SU(2) symmetry properties (gauge-type) in order to study the form
of the counterterms. The bleaching technique is very useful since it maps all external
source monomials into invariant quantities, hence very handy objects for the final aim:
the construction of the counterterms.

The resulting perturbative expansion yields amplitudes that depend on the mass m,
on the Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking parameter v and on the scale of the radiative

corrections A.
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A More on Hierarchical Relations

We provide more relations and Feynman rules for the three- and four-point amplitudes.

The approach is outlined in Section [l

A.1 For the Three-point Functions

We perform further derivatives of eq. (IIl) and we get the following relations among the

ancestor amplitudes

1

T jugvyo + €aver Uy ug + €ace Loy — §m2FNoaJl§’Jg
1
_WFKOF(b(LJng - 0 (58)
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1 1 1
0NFJ5J;;NOC + eabc/FJ:/NOc - §m2FNOaJ£’NOc — ngcanV + §6QCFNOOJZ;
1 1
+§€aCCIFNOC,JbV — WFKOPQ%JZ,VNOC = 0. (59)
. 1, 1 1 1 1
JENoyNoe — 5 L NoaNopNoe — 51 NpaNoe = 51 NeaNop T 5 9abl NooNoe T 5 9%acl NooNop
T J1 Nou No 5 T 2F 2I‘ —1—25F +25F
1 1 1
5 €abe TNgy Noo + 5 €ace UNgNow = 535191 KoL 6aoy Noe = 0. (60)
If one ¢ - derivative is taken, one has
1
8#1“]5]5% + eabc/FJCu,¢c — §m2FNOan¢c
1 1
—gaD-iy2L KoLsasyse + 5€ace Lo 5y = 0. (61)
1, 1
auFJgNobfi)c - §m PNOaN0b¢c - §FNba¢c
1 1 1
t5abe TNyoe = 5rpmayal Kol daNovge T 5aceT'oyNoy = 0. (62)
T _ Ler + L5l L ST
JalNa2a3¢a4 2 NOalNa2a3¢a4 2 aiaz N0a3¢a4 2 aiaz Na20¢a4
1 1

~oAD1y2) Kol éa, Nagazde, + 501000 T 00/ Nagay =0- (63)

Two ¢ - derivatives yields

1, 1
T jug g, — 5m I Noadpde — SAD 12 <FKof¢a¢b¢>c + UkopnLpasse
1 1
' kopLgugy, FK0¢>c¢>bP¢a> + 5€abe oo + 5€acc T, = 0. (64)

Thus one can obtain all the amplitudes involving the ¢ - fields (I'g, ¢,4. = 0).

A.2 Three-point Feynman Rules
From eq. () we get

0 _
F%’())fbad)b - _5“bAD ! (65)

From egs. (GI) and (62]) we get

0 (N
Ft(]é?(bb(bc - __AD 4U2€abc(pb - pC)M

2
(0) _
FNOad)bd)c - 0

0 _
Ffba)lNaga3¢a4 =AY 4(5111&25&403 + aya30a4a2) (66)
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A.3 For the four-point Functions

We consider also the four-point functions, but we derive only the relations that are nec-
essary in order to get the Feynman rules used in the present paper. We get the following
identities from eq. (Il

2

- _ V79

L i1 742 6oy pay — Carazel 226, 00, 5 M TN, 5220060,
1 1 1

toaD L KoL 60, 722 6uy00, T D21 KobagbasL g0, 522 T 5ADL KoJt2 fuy L Gy b0

1 1 1

+2AD_4FK0J5§¢G4P¢a1¢a3 - §6a1a36F¢>CJ(’;2?¢a4 26a1a4c¢br¢cJ522¢a3 = 0. (67)

We need also
" v, 1 1
_8 FnglN()a2¢a3¢a4 + 7m PNOa1N0a2¢a3¢a4 + §FNa1a2¢a3¢a4 - §5GIG2FNOO¢a3¢a4

1
+WPKOF¢G1NOE2 bazPay + WPKO%S%AL Fd’alNOaz
1

1
_§€alascr¢cN0a2¢a4 - §Eala4c¢br¢cN0a2¢a3 = 0. (68)

Thus finally we can obtain I'y, ¢,, ¢, é., rom

2
v 1
_ M U9 1
0 PJ511¢a2¢a3¢a4+ 5 m FN0a1¢a2¢a3¢a4 + 2AD_4 PK0F¢a1¢a2d>a3d)a4
1 4
+W FKO%HI%J_HF%%J_ —0. (69)
j=2

A.4 Four-point Feynman Rules

From the above relations (G7HG9) at zero loop we get the Feynman rules

(0) _
F¢a1J£‘§¢a3¢a4 -
AD_4U2
ZT <5a1a25a3a4(2p1 + p2) + 5a1a35a4a2 (p2 + 2]74) + 5a1a45a2a3 (2p3 + p2)> (70)
H2
and
0 _
F((ba)l Noaybasday —AP 4(5a1a25a3a4 + 0a1a30%4as + Ga1a40azas) (71)

Finally from eqs. (©9)), ({Q) and (71

(0) _
P¢a1 ¢a2 ¢a3 ¢a4 -

AT <6a1a25a3a4 (p2 + p1)2 + Gasa30asa, (P1 + p4)2 + dazasOaras (P3 + p1)2>' (72)

In this Appendix we have verified that the Feynman rules are those given by the zero loop

effective action '),
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B Evaluation of the Counterterms

In this Appendix we evaluate the coefficients of the invariants listed in eq. (B3)) by compar-
ing their external sources content (i.e. ancestor amplitudes) with the one-loop calculations
given in eqs. ([B842) and with the coefficients in eq. (50).

B.1 Ancestor Invariants

It should be reminded that the counterterms in eqs. (B0) and (B3] are used as extra

Feynman rules after the final substitution Nog — Nog + %mzvz.
e N — J amplitudes. Since at the one-loop level there is no ffﬁ? No, o We have
b a
als = 2&21. (73)

in fact, as shown in eq. (26), K4 contains both Ny, and J{'. This term can be

neglected since it can be written in terms of other invariants

o
<2115 + I21) .= <—Iz +Zy — Tia + 4114) . (74)
$=0 4 $=0
e N —J — J amplitudes. We consider the generic combination
a10Zio + a16Z16 + a19Z19 + az0Za0- (75)
At one-loop level we have
£) _op) 2
U ooty = 2V geggu g = U_29W50d
~1 1
FEVZZ:J#JQ' - _(5a05bd + 6ad6bc)v_29/u/' (76)
Thus we get
1
a16 + aig + az = 2
a9 = ao
=53
2
a1 — p (77)
e J — J amplitudes. Now we can check the content of eq. (75])
1
arolio + 55 (4116 —Iy9 — I20>, (78)
to be compared with the expected counterterm coming from eq. [0), i.e. m?. We
get
2,2
m*v° 1 9
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Thus the final combination is

1
= <4116 —Ty9 — I20) . (80)

202
N — N amplitudes. Now we consider the invariants that contain Nap. The Ny
is coupled to gg 2 while Ny, to gg 20 and finally N, to ¢q.¢p. Thus there is no

countertems for I'ny,n,, and I'n,,n,,- Finally at one loop there no divergence for

Fg\lfzb No,- We group together all invariants with ancestor amplitude containing only

Nap

aglg + a11Z11 + a12Z12 + a13Z13 + a1811s (81)

The absence of bilinear terms involving Ny, requires the combination

agZg + a1y + a1a(Ziz — Tig) + a137i3 (82)
In fact
<I12 - Il8> oo = <2¢ANABNBC¢C — NapNpa
+¢aNapNepoc + aNpaNpede — NABNAB> .
= 2NZ + 2NoaNao — N& — 2Noa Nao — NapNpa + Ny + NoaNoa
+NGo + NaoNao — Ngo — NoaNoa — NaoNao — NapNap
= 2N — <NabNab + NabNba> (83)
Thus we get
T\ vop = da12 + 2013 = AT = i—f
f%fm, Ny = —2a12(8abbary + Sap Obar) = (Oabdaryy + 6ab’5ba’)vz4 (84)
i.e.
aiy = —v%, a3 = v%- (85)

N - amplitudes. Finally from eqs. ([39) and (@Il we get the contribution to NG

Nap

m
ag + a11+m2v2(2a12 + CL13) = 6—2

v
m2 m2
agldqp = _2F5ab7 a1l = 2? (86)
Finally
2 2
m m 1 8
—QFl-g + 2F111 — U_4(Il2 — Ilg) + v—4113. (87)
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e Ky — N amplitudes. We consider the linear combination

a9ly + a14114 + a17117. (88)
We impose the conditions using eq. (B0

(1) _ _opn()
FKONOO = a4 +a17 = ZFKoKo = E

. 1
LYy, = airb = ~270a. (89)
We get
2 8
S -2 90
a7 =—F, A= 5 (90)

The tadpole term in eq. (B8] requires

2,2 2,2 2
3
a9+m2v a14+m2v a7 = U_ﬂ;’ = ag = 0. (91)
Finally we have
8 2
—Tu— . (92)

The result of the Appendix is summarized in eq. (B6]).
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