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Deviation factors and a new approach

to divergence problems

in quantum electrodynamics

Lev Sakhnovich

Abstract

We present two closely connected approaches to the divergence

problems in quantum electrodynamics. In our approaches we essen-

tially use the ideas and results of the theory of generalized wave and

scattering operators. Some basic results and notions from the theory

of generalized wave operators are included. Important examples are

considered. We show that the divergencies appeared in these exam-

ples because the deviations of the initial and final waves from the free

waves were not taken into account.

Keywords: Divergence problem, generalized wave operator, deviation fac-
tor, power series, poly-logarithmic divergencies.

1 Introduction

The well-known divergences in the higher order approximations of the scatter-
ing matrices in quantum electrodynamics present an old and very important
problem which was studied by many outstanding physicists. These divergen-
cies appear when the expansions in the small parameter “e” are considered.
In our paper, we try to answer the basic question which was formulated by
J.R. Oppenheimer in the following form:
“Can the procedure be freed of the expansion in e and carried out rigorously?”

An explicit procedure (renormalization method) of removing divergen-
cies in each term of the power series of the corresponding scattering matrix
is given in the classical works of Dyson, Feynman, Schwinger, and Tomonaga
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(see, e.g., an interesting book by S. Schweber [17] on this topic). This proce-
dure was brilliantly (and with great accuracy) confirmed by various experi-
ments but its theoretical explanation was still missing so far. Our approach
provides such explanation in several important cases. In addition, we show
that the diverging terms have physical meaning. Namely, they characterize
the deviation of the initial and final waves from the free waves.

We consider two closely connected approaches to the formulated diver-
gence problems.

1. First approach.
It is usually assumed in the scattering theory that the initial and final states
of the system are free. However, in many important cases the initial and final
states of the system cannot be regarded as free at t = ±∞. In these cases
the theory of generalized wave and generalized scattering operators can be
applied. In Section 2 (following [4,10,14,15]), we introduce the notions of the
generalized wave operators, generalized scattering operators and deviation
factors. The deviation factors describe the deviation of the initial and final
states from the free state.

Remark 1.1 In this paper, we restrict ourselves to the dynamical case. How-
ever, we note that the deviation factors and generalized scattering matrices
are considered in [16] for the stationary scattering problems as well.

2. Second approach.
As mentioned above, the higher order approximations of matrix elements of
the scattering matrix (in quantum electrodynamics) contain integrals which
diverge. In the second approach (see Section 3), we directly modify scatter-
ing matrices by the factors, which are analogs of the deviation factors from
Section 2. We show that the divergencies do not appear in this case.

Thus, in our opinion, the divergencies have appeared in the theory be-
cause the deviations of the initial and final waves from the free waves were
not taken into account. In particular, in various important cases poly-
logarithmic divergencies in Feynman amplitudes have appeared [3]. These
poly-logarithmic divergencies are considered in the second half of Section 3.
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2 First approach to the divergence problems:

generalized wave operators

Scattering theory is one of the most important domains both in physics and
mathematics (see, e.g., references in several quite recent books [2, 3, 8, 9,
12, 18, 19]). This section contains an overview of [16, Sect. 2] and presents
some basic notions and results on generalized wave operators and generalized
scattering matrices. Consider linear (not necessarily bounded) self-adjoint
operators A and A0 acting in some Hilbert space H . The absolutely con-
tinuous subspace of the operator A0 (i.e., the subspace corresponding to the
absolutely continuous spectrum) is denoted by G0, and P0 is the orthogonal
projector on G0. Generalized wave operators W+(A,A0) and W−(A,A0) are
introduced by the equality

W±(A,A0) = lim
t→±∞

[eiAte−iA0tW0(t)
−1]P0, (2.1)

where i is the imaginary unit and W0 is an operator function taking operator
values W0(t) acting in G0 in the domain |t| > R (t ∈ R) for some R ≥ 0.

More precisely, we have the following definition (see [14, 15]) of the gen-
eralized wave operators W±(A,A0) and deviation factor W0.

Definition 2.1 An operator function W0(t) is called a deviation factor and
operators W±(A,A0) are called generalized wave operators if the following
conditions are fulfilled:

1. The operators W0(t) and W0(t)
−1 acting in G0, are bounded for all t

(|t| > R), and

lim
t→±∞

W0(t+ τ)W0(t)
−1P0 = P0, τ = τ . (2.2)

2. The following commutation relations hold for arbitrary values t and τ :

W0(t)A0P0 = A0W0(t)P0, W0(t)W0(t+τ)P0 = W0(t+τ)W0(t)P0. (2.3)

3. The limits W±(A,A0) in (2.1) exist in the sense of strong convergence.

If W0(t) ≡ I in G0, then the operators W±(A,A0) are usual wave operators.
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Definition 2.2 The operators A and A0 are called comparable in the gen-
eralized sense if the generalized wave operators W±(A,A0) and W±(A0, A)
exist.

Although the notion of the generalized wave operator was introduced in [4,
6,10,15], its description in the form of Definition 2.1 was given several years
later in [5, 14].

Proposition 2.3 Let conditions (2.1)–(2.3) be fulfilled. Then

W±(A,A0)e
iA0tP0 = eiAtW±(A,A0)P0 (2.4)

Definition 2.4 Let conditions (2.1)–(2.3) be fulfilled. Then the generalized
wave operators W±(A,A0) are called complete if

W±(A,A0)G0 = GA, (2.5)

where GA is the absolutely continuous subspace of the operator A.

The next assertion is contained in [16, Sect. 2].

Proposition 2.5 Let conditions (2.1)–(2.3) be fulfilled. If the operatorW+(A,A0)
is complete, then

AaW+(A,A0)f = W+(A,A0)A0,af, f∈G0, (2.6)

where Aa and A0,a are the operators induced by A and A0 in the spaces GA

and G0, respectively.

Clearly, the choice of the deviation factor is not unique.

Remark 2.6 Let unitary operators C− and C+ satisfy commutation con-
ditions A0C± = C±A0. If W0(t) is a deviation factor, then the opera-
tor function given (for t > 0 and t < 0, respectively) by the equalities
W+(t) = C+W0(t) (t > 0), and W−(t) = C−W0(t) (t < 0) is the devia-
tion factor as well.

The choice of the operators C± is very important and is determined by specific
physical problems. The definition below shows that generalized scattering
operators also depend on the choice of C±.
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Definition 2.7 The generalized scattering operator S(A,A0) has the form

S(A,A0) = W ∗

+(A,A0)W−(A,A0), (2.7)

where
W±(A,A0) = lim

t→±∞

(
eiAte−iA0tW±(t)

−1
)
P0. (2.8)

In fact, operator functions W±(t) are uniquely determined up to some
factors C±(t) tending to C± when t tends to ∞ or −∞, respectively. This
means that S(A,A0) is uniquely determined by the choice of C±.

It is not difficult to prove that the operator S(A,A0) unitarily maps G0

onto itself and that

A0S(A,A0)P0 = S(A,A0)A0P0. (2.9)

Remark 2.8 The free wave has the form eiA0t. According to (2.1), the wave
eiA0tW0(t) is the final wave when t→+∞ and is the initial wave when t→−∞.
So, the deviation factor W0(t) characterizes the deviation of the initial and
final waves from the free wave.

Remark 2.9 In many important cases the deviation factor W0(t) has the
form:

W0(t) = |t|iB+ for t > 0; W0(t) = |t|iB− for t < 0, (2.10)

where B+ and B− are linear self-adjoint operators.

In particular, the deviation factor W0(t) has the form (2.10) in the case of
the Coulomb-type potential (see [13–15]).

Remark 2.10 If the deviation factor W0(t) has the form (2.10), then the
corresponding scattering operator has the logarithmic type divergence (see
Section 3).

3 Second approach to the divergence

problems: power series

This is the main section of the paper, where we actively use ideas and results
from the previous section.
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1. A scattering matrix element s(q) (of perturbed system), which is formally
represented by the power series

s(q) = s(q, ε) = 1 + εa1(q) + ε2a2(q) + ..., (3.1)

is one of the basic notions in quantum electrodynamics. In some important
cases [1, 7], it is assumed that

a2(q) = lim
L→∞

a2(q, L), a2(q, L) :=

∫

Ω

F (p, q)d4p, (3.2)

where p = [−ip0, p1, p2, p3], q = [−iq0, q1, q2, q3], and F (p, q) is a rational
function. The invariant domain of integration Ω is the four dimensional
sphere with the radius L. The problem is determined by the fact that the
limit in (3.2) does not (usually) exist.

Example 3.1 Consider the case

a2(q, L) = i
(
φ(q) lnL+ ψ(q) +O(1/L)

)
for L→+∞, (3.3)

where φ(q) = φ(q) and ψ(q) = ψ(q). It is well known (see, e.g., [1, 7] and
references therein) that condition (3.3) holds in many problems of collision
of particles. According to (3.3), a2(q, L) diverges logarithmically, and so the
coefficient a2(q) in the power series (3.1) is equal to infinity.

Now, introduce the power series s(q, L) (of which s(q) is a formal limit):

s(q, L) = 1 + εa1(q) + ε2a2(q, L) + ... (3.4)

Let us study (instead of s(q, L)) the modified series

s̃(q, L) =
(
L−iε2φ(q)s(q, L)

)
. (3.5)

Using (3.4) and (3.5) we have

s̃(q, L) = 1+εa1(q)+ε
2ã2(q, L)+. . . , ã2(q, L) := a2(q, L)−iφ(q) lnL. (3.6)

It follows from (3.3) and (3.6) that the coefficient ã2(q, L) in power series
(3.6) converges when L→∞. We emphasize that

∣∣s(q, L)
∣∣ =

∣∣s̃(q, L)
∣∣. (3.7)
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Remark 3.2 The factor U0(q, L) = Liε2φ(q) is an analogue of the momentum
representation of the deviation factor in the theory of generalized wave and
scattering operators.

Example 3.3 The diverging coefficients a2(q, L) in irreducible diagrams have
the asymtotics

a2(q, L) =

∫

Ω

F (p, q)d4p = i
(
φ(q)L2 + ψ(q)L+ ν(q) lnL

+ µ(q) +O(1/L)
)
, L→ +∞, (3.8)

where φ(q) = φ(q), ψ(q) = ψ(q), ν(q) = ν(q) and µ(q) = µ(q) (see, e.g., [1,
Sections 46 and 47]).

In the case of irreducible diagrams, the factor U0(q, L) has the form

U0(q, L) = eiε
2

(
φ(q)L2+ψ(q)L

)
Liε2ν(q). (3.9)

We modify s(q, L) of the form (3.4) and introduce s̃(q, L) by the formula

s̃(q, L) = U0(q, L)
−1s(q, L). (3.10)

Hence (in the case of equalities (3.8) and (3.9)), instead of (3.6), we obtain
the series expansion

s̃(q, L) = 1 + εa1(q) + ε2ã2(q, L) + ..., (3.11)

ã2(q, L) = a2(q, L)− i
(
φ(q)L2 + ψ(q)L+ ν(q) lnL

)
. (3.12)

where the coefficient ã2(q, L) again converges when L tends to infinity.
Relation (3.7) holds for Example 3.3 as well. In the simplest subcase [1,4]

of Example 3.3, we have φ(q) = 0, ν(q) = 0, ψ(q) = 1, and the equality
U0(q, L)) = eiε

2L follows.

2. An important problem is a problem of divergencies in N coefficients (N ∈
N). In this paragraph we consider approximations s(q, L) (of the scattering
element s(q)), which have the form

s(q, L) = B(q)c(q, L), B(q) = 1 + εb1(q) + ε2b2(q) + ..., (3.13)

c(q, L) = 1 + εa1(q, L) + ε2a2(q, L) + ..., (3.14)
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where the coefficients bm(q) do not depend on L and

am(q, L) =

m∑

p=1

φp,m(q)
(
lnL

)p
+O(1/L) (L→∞) for 1≤m≤N. (3.15)

It is proved (see [3] and the review [7] there in particular) that in many cases
the Feynman amplitudes have the poly-logarithmic structure (3.15). Clearly,
the coefficients am(q, L) tend to infinity. However, we should use deviation
factors and consider modified (via an iterative procedure) functions c̃(q, L)
and s̃(q, L) instead of c(q, L) and s(q, L). First, we set

c(q, L, 1) =
(
L−ϕ(q,ε,1)c(q, L)

)
, ϕ(q, ε, 1) =

N∑

m=1

εmφ1,m(q). (3.16)

Taking into account (3.14)–(3.16) we have

c(q, L, 1) = 1 +
N∑

m=2

εmam(q, L, 1) + ..., (3.17)

am(q, L, 1) =
m∑

p=2

φp,m(q, 1)
(
lnL

)p
+O(1/L) (2≤m≤N). (3.18)

We assume that
φ1,m(q) = −φ1,m(q), (3.19)

which (in view of (3.16)) implies the equality

|c(q, L)| = |c(q, L, 1)|. (3.20)

The second step in our iteration is given by

c(q, L, 2) = e−ϕ(q,ε,2)
(
lnL

)2

c(q, L, 1), (3.21)

where

ϕ(q, ε, 2) :=

N∑

m=2

εmφ2,m(q, 1). (3.22)

Using (3.17), (3.21) and (3.22) we have

c(q, L, 2) = 1 +
N∑

m=3

εmam(q, L, 2) + ....

8



where

am(q, L, 2) =
m∑

p=3

φp,m(q, 2)
(
lnL

)p
+O(1/L) (3 ≤ m ≤ N). (3.23)

In addition to (3.19), we assume that

φ2,m(q, 1) = −φ2,m(q, 1). (3.24)

Taking into account (3.20)–(3.22) and (3.24), we have

|c(q, L)| = |c(q, L, 2)|. (3.25)

We repeat this procedure (of modifying c) N times and at the Nth step we
have

c̃(q, L) = c(q, L,N) = e−ϕ(q,ε,N)
(
lnL

)N

s(q, L,N − 1)

= 1 + εN+1aN+1(q, L,N) + ... (3.26)

The modified (via analogs of deviation factors) function s̃(q, L) has the form

s̃(q, L) = e−
∑N

p=1
ϕ(q,ε,p)(lnL)ps(q, L)

= B(q)e−
∑N

p=1
ϕ(q,ε,p)(lnL)pc(q, L) = B(q)c̃(q, L). (3.27)

Therefore, taking into account (3.13) and (3.26) we obtain

s̃(q, L) = 1 +
N∑

m=1

εmbm(q) +O(εN+1), (3.28)

and the corresponding coefficients in the series do not diverge.
We also assumed that φp,m(q, p− 1) = −φp,m(q, p− 1), that is,

ϕ(q, ε, p) = −ϕ(q, ε, p) (1 ≤ p ≤ N). (3.29)

In view of (3.27) and (3.29) the next proposition is immediate.

Proposition 3.4 The modified function s̃(q, L) satisfies the equality

|s̃(q, L)| = |s(q, L)|. (3.30)
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We note that the coefficients bm(q) (1≤m≤N) in (3.28) do not depend on L.
Let us consider an interesting model example.

Example 3.5 Let the coefficients am(q, L) in (3.4) have the form

am(q, L) =
m∑

k=0

ψm−k(q)
(iφ(q) lnL)k

k!
(ψ0 ≡ 1). (3.31)

Then, it is easy to see that

s̃(q, L) = s(q, L, 1) = L−iεφ(q)s(q, L) = 1 + εψ1(q) + ε2ψ2(q) + ... (3.32)

Thus, in this case we obtain regular approximation s̃(q, L) of the modified
scattering element s̃(q) after the first step. We note that coefficients of the
form (3.31) appear in the case of the Coulomb potentials [13, 14].

Example 3.6 Now, consider separately the case

s(q, L) = 1 + εA1(q, L) + ε2A2(q, L) +O(ε3), (3.33)

A1(q, L) = b1(q) + ψ1(q) lnL, (3.34)

A2(q, L) = b2(q) + ψ2(q) lnL+ ψ3(q)
(
lnL

)2
. (3.35)

It is easy to see that this case is the subcase of (3.13), (3.14) where N = 2 and
the functions φk (1 ≤ k ≤ 3) in the representation (3.13)–(3.15) of s(q, L)
are determined (via ψk(q) from (3.34) and (3.35)) by the iterative equalities

φ1,1(q) = ψ1(q), φ1,2(q) = ψ2(q)− b1(q)φ1,1(q), φ2,2(q) = ψ3(q). (3.36)

In view of (3.14)–(3.18) we see that

φ2,2(q, 1) = φ2,2(q)−
1

2
φ1,1(q)

2. (3.37)

Corollary 3.7 Let the conditions of Example 3.6 hold. Then the assump-
tions (3.19) and (3.24) take the form

ℜψ1(q) = 0, ℜ
(
ψ2(q)− b1(q)ψ1(q)

)
= 0, ℜ

(
ψ3(q)−

1

2
ψ1(q)

2
)
= 0.

(3.38)
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Remark 3.8 For some important cases considered in [1], the first of the
equalities (3.38) is valid. Here, we formulate a hypothesis that the next two
equalities in (3.38) are valid (in physically interesting examples) as well.

Remark 3.9 We mentioned already that the deviation factors are not uniquely
defined. The same statement is valid for the analogs U0(q, L) of the momen-
tum representation of deviation factors. If U0(q, L) is an analog of a deviation
factor, then C(q)U0(L, q) (|C(q)| = 1) is an analog of the deviation factor as
well. The choice of C(q) depends on a physical problem under consideration.
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