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Abstract

We give the renormalization of the standard model of electroweak interactions
to all orders of perturbation theory by using the method of algebraic renor-
malization, which is based on general properties of renormalized perturbation
theory and not on a specific regularization scheme. The Green functions of
the standard model are uniquely constructed to all orders, if one defines the
model by the Slavnov-Taylor identity, Ward-identities of rigid symmetry and
a specific form of the abelian local gauge Ward-identity, which continues the
Gell-Mann Nishijima relation to higher orders. Special attention is directed to
the mass diagonalization of massless and massive neutral vectors and ghosts.
For obtaining off-shell infrared finite expressions it is required to take into
account higher order corrections into the functional symmetry operators. It
is shown, that the normalization conditions of the on-shell schemes are in
agreement with the most general symmetry transformations allowed by the

algebraic constraints.
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1. Introduction

The standard model of electroweak interaction has been tested in the last few years
with precision experiments of remarkable accuracy [[]. Theoretical predictions are based
on the consistent perturbative formulation of the standard model of electroweak interac-
tion as a renormalizable and unitary quantum field theory, which allows the derivation of
unambiguous results for physical scattering processes order by order in perturbation the-
ory. In order to match the level of accuracy given by experiments, it is also necessary to
take into account also higher order quantum corrections to the different processes consid-
ered. Conversely, present experiments enable the standard model to be tested beyond tree
approximation. Higher order corrections to the electroweak processes have been computed
and evaluated quite systematically by several groups. (For a review see [ and references
listed below.) The agreement between experimental results and theoretical predictions is
quite impressive and by now there is no evidence — either from theoretical arguments or

from experiments — for physics beyond the standard model.

The evaluation of higher order corrections in the standard model is quite an involved
task. First, one has to remove the divergencies which appear in the naive perturbative
expansion of Green functions in the course of renormalization and one has to establish the
defining symmetries of the theory. At the same time, the independent parameters of the
standard model have to be specified and fixed by normalization conditions in such a way
that the remaining undetermined constants, such as masses and the coupling strength,
can be taken as input parameters from experiment. Finally, there remains the explicit
evaluation of higher order loop diagrams. Nearly all calculations have been carried out in
the framework of dimensional regularization. There the one-loop order has been studied
quite systematically (see [P]) and the computations have reached a high field-theoretic
standard. However, there is no abstract approach which analyses the renormalization of
the electroweak standard model to higher orders. With the present article we fill this
gap, with special attention being paid to the symmetries, normalization conditions and
infrared-finiteness of off-shell Green functions. In particular, the analysis does not refer
to invariance properties of a scheme, but is based on properties of finite renormalized
perturbation theory. (For a review of algebraic renormalization see [B].) The purpose of
a systematic analysis is twofold. First, it is evident that such an analysis will support
explicit calculations by allowing symmetries to be established and possible breakings of
the symmetries to be characterised quite systematically. In particular, if one wants to
take into account higher order corrections in theoretical predictions, either by summing
up one loop induced higher order corrections or by explicit evaluation of some higher

order diagrams, it has to be ensured that the defining symmetries are not violated at



any stage of the calculations and that Green functions exist to higher orders, once they
are specified in 1-loop order. Higher order existence of Green functions can be destroyed
in the standard model due to off-shell infrared-divergencies, whenever a photon mass
counterterm is enforced by symmetries and by lower order normalization conditions. In
fact it appears that infrared finiteness and the establishment of symmetries cannot be
considered as separate from each other. Apart from these practical reasons the analysis
is also important in its own right. Since the standard model has been so successful by
now, we are convinced that electroweak interaction can only be embedded into a more
complete theory of fundamental interactions, once one understands their structure in its

quantized version as prescribed by the standard model.

From the algebraic point of view, the abstract approach to the quantized version of
the standard model is similar to the construction of the classical Lagrangian [, B, . If
one takes the charged currents of weak interactions as given in the lepton sector, it is seen
that the algebra is closed, when one includes the weak and electromagnetic currents into
the group structure. Coupling these currents to the gauge bosons of weak interactions
and to the photon, and requiring local SU(2) x U(1) gauge invariance, the algebra, and
at the same time the classical action, is uniquely determined and the transformation of
all further fields is restricted [ff]. Introducing a complex scalar doublet with one physical
Higgs field, one generates all masses by the mechanism of spontaneous symmetry breaking
and the final standard model Lagrangian is invariant under spontaneously broken SU(2) x
U(1) symmetry, which is a natural algebraic generalization of unbroken symmetry. The

implementation of symmetries is also the main ingredient of abstract renormalization.

At an early stage it was observed in the framework of dimensional regularization that
gauge theories are renormalizable [[]], in the sense that divergencies can be absorbed
into a redefinition of coupling constants, mass parameters and fields. If one uses the
renormalizable ‘t Hooft gauges, the divergence structure of a spontaneously broken theory

is seen to be no worse than that of unbroken theories [§, {].

The main advances in the systematic definition of renormalizable gauge theories oc-
curred, when it was observed that gauge theories, including the gauge fixing and Faddeev-
Popov part [[(], are invariant under nonlinear symmetry transformations, the Becchi-
Rouet-Stora (BRS) transformations [[1], [J]. It is then possible to derive and postulate
the Slavnov-Taylor identities, which are the functional version of BRS-symmetry, as ex-
pressing the defining symmetries of gauge theories in the quantized version. In particular,
the program of algebraic renormalization has been applied to the abelian Higgs-Kibble
model [[J and spontaneously broken gauge theories with semisimple gauge groups [[4].
With the help of the action principle in its quantized version [[[5, [[§], and algebraic consis-



tency it was shown that the Green functions are completely characterized by normalization
conditions on the mass and coupling constants and the Slavnov-Taylor identity. If the
Adler-Bardeen anomalies [[7, [[§, [9] are absent, the Slavnov-Taylor identity can be estab-
lished to all orders for off-shell Green functions. Then one is finally able to prove unitarity
of the physical S-matrix, i.e. compensation of unphysical fields in physical scattering pro-
cesses and gauge parameter independence of the physical S-matrix [[3, [4, B(]. Algebraic
renormalization yields finite Green functions by requiring invariance under symmetry
transformations instead of defining them by an invariant scheme. In gauge theories with-
out parity violation a specification by an invariant scheme is quite satisfactory. However,
if anomalies are not forbidden for reasons of symmetry, then the algebraic renormaliza-
tion becomes important, if one wants to formulate the theory consistently to all orders of

perturbation theory.

In the early papers only gauge theories with a semisimple gauge structure were con-
sidered. Later on the renormalization procedure was extended to non-semisimple groups
with several abelian factors [PI]. But the analysis, as it is carried out there, is not im-
mediately applicable to the standard model, due to the restriction to massive fields and
due to the fact that the Green functions are not specified for on-shell fields. However, we
shall use some technical components of this paper such as the form of the Slavnov-Taylor

identity and the use of the Callan-Symanzik operator for solving the cohomology.

In the remainder of this introduction we shall outline the procedure of renormalizing
the standard model, as it is presented in the paper. As the first step we have to specify
all the symmetry transformations which characterize the tree approximation and higher
order Green functions. It is important to note that the weak hypercharges are determined
by requiring electromagnetic current conservation according to the Gell-Mann Nishijima
formula. In the procedure of quantization electromagnetic gauge invariance is replaced
by BRS-symmetry and the Slavnov-Taylor identity. For deriving the analog of the Gell-
Mann Nishijima relation, we have to establish the local U(1) Ward identity in addition to
the Slavnov-Taylor identity. For specifying the abelian factor, however, it is necessary to
have invariance under rigid SU(2) x U(1) Ward identities. This constraint restricts order
by order the independent parameters of the gauge fixing functions, but rigid invariance
is immediately established on the matter and Yang-Mills parts of the action. Only if
one includes all these symmetry transformations, are the finite Green functions uniquely

specified as being those of weak and electromagnetic interactions.

The symmetry invariants are free parameters and have to be fixed by normalization
conditions. Here, the abstract analysis benefits from the fact, that different parameter-

izations have been considered for one-loop calculations and have been discussed quite



extensively in the past (for a review see [BZ]), since their definition also enters the the-
oretical predictions of higher orders. It has been pointed out that those schemes are
adequate, which allow the computation of different processes without switching to differ-
ent parameter sets [23]. On-shell schemes which specify the mass parameters as physical
masses on the 2-point functions [P4, 3, G, B7, B9, BY, B0, BI, B3 are certainly a safe
choice, because all S-matrix elements are computed without adjusting further parame-
ters when taking the LSZ-limit. Throughout this paper, we adopt an on-shell definition
for the masses and in particular require mass diagonalization for massive/massless parti-
cles on-shell. In the abstract approach, such on-shell conditions are crucial, not only for
physical particles but also for unphysical fields, when one finally wants to prove unitarity
of the physical S-matrix [[4, PQ]. As far as the residua are concerned, we remain quite
general in the construction, and do not specify special conditions. We finally see that
some of the normalization conditions of residua can be eliminated by requiring a simple
form of rigid Ward identities, but this is not essential at any stage of the procedure. The
critical point in the analysis is the observation that on-shell conditions indeed fix more
parameters than there are naive invariants. Requiring symmetries in their explicit tree
form, one is unable simultaneously to adjust the WW-mass and to diagonalize the neutral
mass matrix at the mass of the Z-boson and at p? = 0. These normalization conditions
are also deeply connected with off-shell infrared divergencies to higher orders. It has
been pointed out already in [B§] that complete on-shell schemes are compatible with the
Slavnov-Taylor identity, and there are scattered remarks in the literature that on-shell
schemes are in agreement with the symmetries if the transformations are themselves sub-
ject to renormalization (see e.g. [BJ]). But neither the Slavnov-Taylor identity nor rigid
or local Ward-identities have been given in an explicit form valid for the Green functions
of the standard model. The Slavnov-Taylor identity in its homogeneous form as given
in [P§] is not quite an adequate choice for the SU(2) x U(1)-symmetry of the standard
model, since one has to split off the abelian factor explicitly as done in [BI]. In terms of
on-shell fields, all symmetry transformations depend on the weak mixing angle in the tree
approximation, and it is seen, that due to off-shell infrared divergencies, the symmetry
operators have to be modified order by order in perturbation theory. For this reason we
start the analysis by characterizing the symmetry transformations by algebra and field
content, and find in this way all higher order deformations which are compatible with the
symmetries. These general symmetry operators finally allow us to construct unique Green

functions in the on-shell schemes, without introducing off-shell infrared divergencies.

For the present paper, we restrict ourselves to a diagonal quark mass matrix, because
we are mainly interested in the renormalization of the vector sector. Apart from this we

stay quite general and proceed as far as possible along the lines of concrete calculations. In



particular, we use the general R¢-gauges, although in a modified form with an auxiliary
field which couples to the gauge fixing functions. Particular attention is paid to the
solution of the classical approximation, which gives the local four-dimensional invariants
of symmetry transformations. In the higher order construction of finite Green functions
we use the BPHZL scheme [B4, BJ]. In this scheme, massless particles are treated quite
systematically by establishing those normalization conditions in the scheme which are
necessary for the computation of finite Green functions to all orders. These normalization
conditions are essentially the conditions for mass diagonalization of massless/massive field
at p? = 0 (i.e. for the Z-boson and photon and the respective Faddeev Popov fields) and

are established in the above-cited on-shell schemes by adjustment of counterterms.

The plan of this paper is as follows: In section 2, we give the classical action in
renormalizable gauges compatible with rigid symmetry and local U(1)-gauge symmetry.
We also present the symmetry transformations of the tree approximation in a functional
form. These are the Slavnov-Taylor identity, rigid Ward-identities and the local U(1)
Ward identity. In section 3, we outline the method of algebraic renormalization. In
section 4 we solve the algebra of symmetry operators and obtain the general consistent
symmetry operators of the standard model. Section 5 is devoted to solving the symmetries
for the local four-dimensional field polynomials. This analysis allows us to give the free
parameters of the model and also to list the invariant counterterms of higher orders.
In section 5.4 a complete treatment of the ghost equations is also included. In section
6, we derive the Callan-Symanzik equation of 1-loop order. By means of symmetric
differential operators, it is possible to characterize symmetric nonlocal contributions of
higher orders and in particular to determine the independent parameters of the theory in
a scheme-independent way. In section 7, we proceed to higher orders and prove that Green
functions can be constructed in agreement with the infrared normalization conditions to
all orders, if one takes into account the modifications of the symmetry operators to higher

orders as suggested by the tree approximation.



2. The tree approximation of the standard model

2.1. The gauge invariant part of the action

The standard model of electroweak interactions is a non-abelian gauge theory with the
non-semisimple gauge group SU(2) x U(1). The gauge structure is essentially determined
in the matter sector: It is seen, that the matter currents of weak interactions, the charged
current J& . and the neutral current Jh,, together with the electromagnetic current j#
form a closed representation with respect to SU(2) x U(1) [f]]. In order to embed these
currents into a gauge theory, one groups the fermions into left-handed doublets, which
transform under the fundamental representation of SU(2) x U(1), and right handed sin-
glets, which only transform with respect to the abelian subgroup. The decomposition of

the Dirac spinors into left and right handed fields is defined by the following projections:

fF=50—-%)f =30 +)f
fE= f3(147s) IR = f3(1 =) (2.1)

The fermions appear in families: Each family consists of a neutrino v;, a charged
lepton e; with electric charge (). = —1, and the up and down-type quarks u; and d; with
charge @, = % and Qg = —%. For simplicity we suppress the colour index of the quarks
throughout the paper. The lepton doublets Fy* and quark doublets F',i = 1,2,3, are

given by
oo (Y (N (N (4 22
li 62‘L el /J,L +L ’
FL_ ul _ ul ck th (2.3)
qi dzL dL SL bL ’
The singlets only comprise the charged fermions:
= R ak (2.4)

3 Z7Z7Z

The SU(2) and U(1) gauge transformations (o = +, —, 3):

T
Cal@)uFf = ical) 2 B al@)daff =
L . Yé R . R
e(2)0a 5 = —ieq(x)—- 5 L Fy ea(z)0uf;" = —iQy f; (2.5)



give rise to the matter currents of electroweak interactions

1 — 1 S
Ji = —3 ZFgfyuT_F(;LZ_ JE = —3 ZF5€7“T+F£
6i 62‘
1 =+ 1 — —
T = =5 D Ey, it =5 XV Sy By + 3 Qe fT - (26)
i i fi

with 0 = [, ¢q. If one identifies out of the neutral currents the electromagnetic current
Gl = Qi fi = Ji = J§ (2.7)
i,f

the weak hypercharge and the electric charge are related according to the Gell-Mann
Nishijima formula:

S+ Yi) = Q 2.

which means explicitly

1
Vi, =—-1 and Y, = 3 (2.9)

In (BF) and (.G) 7o, = +, —3, denote the generators of the charged fundamental
representation of SU(2). They are defined by

0 V2 0 0 1 0
T+:<0 O) T_:(\/EO) 7'3:<O _1) (2.10)

and satisfy the following commutation relations:
[Tei» T8) = 2i€apy T, (2.11)

The structure constants €,g, are imaginary and completely antisymmetric in all three
indices:

€4 3= —1 (2.12)
According to the Noether construction of gauge theories the matter action consists of the

kinetic terms and the currents coupled to a SU(2)-triplet of vector fields W#, o = +, —, 3,

and an abelian vector field W}’

Np _ L _
Craier = 3 [ ((FFOF) + FEQFL +ifFg1E (2.13)
i=1

= (WS + WES o + WHJ3) — glwa;A)

Np

> [(FEpFL + FLpEL + fFinfr)

1=1



The covariant derivatives are therefore given by:

o Yy
D'} = O'Ff —iga s FW) +ig—LFIW] 6 =1.q (2.14)

Drfft = ff +igiQp fWY

The gauge transformations of the vectors are uniquely determined from gauge invariance
of the matter action:

€a(2)0aWh = (faggiz@”+W$f77/€7/ga)ea(x) eg(z)0,WHE = 0

2.15
ea(T)0 WL = 0 es(z)o WL = g%@”q(x) (2.15)
The matrix jaﬁ is the charge conjugation matrix:
0100
P 1 00 0 [~+_:[_+:[33:I44:1 (2.16)
0010 I,s=0, else '
0 001

From (R.15) the Yang-Mills part which involves the kinetic terms of the vectors is deter-

mined

1 ~
FYM = _Z /(Ggylaa’Guua’ + FHVFMV) (217>
with
Ggu = 0"W5 - aVWéf + g2I~aa’€a’B'ngijj (218)
FRo— R MW (2.19)

The bosons of weak interactions as well as the charged fermions are massive. The
mass terms break chiral gauge invariance and have to be generated by the spontaneous
breaking of the gauge symmetry. In the standard model all the masses are generated by

introducing one complex scalar doublet ® and its complex conjugate ®:

¢ are charged, H and y neutral scalar fields. The doublet transforms under the fun-
damental representation and includes in its transformation a constant shift v into the

direction of the neutral component of the scalar doublet:

€a()0® = z'ea(:c)%‘(@—l—v)
€4(2)0® = —ie4(:)3)Y2V?/(<I>—|—V) (2.21)
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with

v:( 10 ) (2.22)
7V

The weak hypercharge is determined from (2-§)
Y =1 (2.23)

As a response to the transformation (R.21]), the gauge invariant parts of the action I'seqar
and I'y ., depend on the shift:

1 2
Cocatar = / ((D"2) D@ — S22 (@10 + v + alv)?) (2.24)
Np 5 L
Cyu = —Y, / %(meiFliL(q) +v)el
+ My FE(® + v)ul + mg, FE(® +¥)df + he.)  (2.25)

The Yukawa interaction contains via the shift all mass terms of the fermions my,. We
have chosen the couplings of the Yukawa interactions in such a form, that the mass terms
are parametrized by the mass of the respective fermions. For the purpose of this paper we
forbid mixing between different families and especially assume CP-invariance throughout

the paper.

The scalar part consists of the kinetic terms of the scalars and the scalar potential,
which includes the mass of the Higgs field m%. In order to have a proper particle inter-
pretation, we have arranged the terms such that the contributions linear in H(x) drop
out. Via the covariant derivative

L Te Yii
D,®=0,0— Z(ggEWMQ — ngWW,A)((I) +v) (2.26)

the masses of the gauge fields are generated by eating up the massless Goldstone bosons
¢4, ¢ and x:

1 g2v? v? 1 g?v?
5% 9252 WfWu4+§ngW4“WH4 (2.27)

Physical fields are constructed by diagonalizing the mass matrix with an orthogonal ma-

(2QWIW,— + WiW,3) +

trix:

0 0
0 0

0
1
0 cosBy —sinby
0

o O =

W = Opa(0y)VE  Oual(b) = (2.28)

o

sinfy,  cos by

The fields which are generated by the rotation are the physical on-shell fields V} =

(Wi, WE Zk A®). Throughout the paper roman indices a,b, ¢ are reserved to on-shell

11



indices a,b,c = +,—, Z, A, whereas Greek indices «, 3,y denote group indices of SU(2)
and U(1) «, 8,7 = +,—,3,4. In the tree approximation one calculates the following
relations between the ratio of the gauge parameters and the weak mixing angle 0y :
I — tan by (2.29)
g2
W1 are the charged bosons of weak interactions with mass Mg,, Z# is the neutral boson
with mass M%, A" the massless photon:
_ g3v* 2 _ g3v°
4 27 4cos? Oy

If one eliminates the parameters 6y, and v in favour of the masses My, and My, one

Mg, = (2.30)
arrives at the on-shell parameter set
Mw, Mz, mfz., mg (231)

which specifies the particles by their masses and electric charge. The weak mixing angle
is then defined by the mass ratio of the W- and Z-mass

cosby = —. (2.32)

If one chooses the on-shell set for parametrizing the free parameters of the standard model,
then one remains with one coupling constant, which in the QED-like parametrizations is

taken to be the coupling of the electromagnetic current to the photon:

e = go sin Oy (2.33)

The gauge invariant part of the classical action I'csw [[, B, B] is given by the sum of

the gauge invariant parts (2.13) (B.17) (B.24) and (.29):
1—WGSVV = FYM + Fscalar + Fmatter + FYuk (234>

It is completely specified by the gauge transformations, the masses of the interacting

particles, their electric charge and the electromagnetic coupling.

We want to summarize the gauge transformations of the on-shell fields within the QED-
like on-shell parameter set (P.31)) and (B-33)). In the spirit of the subsequent considerations

we express the gauge transformations thereby in a functional operator acting on I'ggp:

sin @ )
(—W+ - o Wa“ 5WH)FGSW = 0 (235)
(—W_ sin HW ) GSW — 0 (236)
(—W3 — Smjw 0" (cos Oy —— 570 — sin HW )FGSW =0 (2.37)
cos f
( Wy — . W@“(sm 9W57 + cos HW )FGSW =0 (2.38)

12



The functional operators of SU(2)-transformations are given by (o = +, —, 3)

4]

Wo =T (VOB OO e s

+Z(q) + V) 7@ %Z% 2%
Nr, —F Ta! 0 T
3 S (T i 5 )

(2.39)

The transformation of the on-shell vectors depends on the weak mixing angle:

€74 = —icosby
OLy(0w)251004c(Ow) = €y =4 €ay— = isinfy (2.40)

By = —i

The abelian Ward operator is given by

Wy = %((D ‘i‘V)Jr

-
T (Z_Rz_ - ¢55R R)) (2.41)

In the notation we understand summation over all fermion singlets and doublets. The
Ward operators satisfy the local SU(2) x U(1)-algebra:

[(Wa(@), ws(y)] = 8z —y)eas, LWy (2) (2.42)
[Wa(2), wa(y)] = 0

It is obvious that I'ggy is also invariant with respect to rigid transformations which
are obtained by taking the infinitesimal parameters €, as constants or, equivalently, by

integrating the local Ward operators (o = +, —, 3,4):
Walcsw =0 and W, = / W (2.43)

Rigid symmetries can be established for off-shell Green functions to all orders of pertur-
bation theory in a modified form and turn out together with the abelian Ward identity

to be important ingredients for defining the standard model in its quantized version.
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2.2. The gauge fixing and rigid transformations

The perturbative construction of Green functions and finally the S-matrix starts with
the specification of the free fields and their respective propagators. In the standard model
the scalars ¢4 and y are unphysical fields being absorbed into the longitudinal polarization
of the massive vectors W, and Z. Eliminating them by a gauge transformation, however,
leads to propagators with a bad ultraviolet behaviour, and renormalizability by power
counting is not evident anymore. For a systematic treatment of higher orders one better
uses the renormalizable gauges as the R¢-gauges. If one constructs the off-shell Green
functions in the renormalizable gauges, one is able to refer to power counting properties
of renormalized perturbation theory and, especially, to the quantum action principle. In
the end one has then to prove unitarity of the physical S-matrix, i.e. it has to be shown
that the unphysical fields, as the scalar component of the vectors and the Goldstone

bosons, do not appear in physical scattering processes.

The free field propagators are calculated from the bilinear parts of the gauge invariant

action I'ggw and the gauge fixing part I'y ¢
reh —r¢h 41, (2.44)

The gauge fixing in the R¢-gauges is given by:
r —/ Ypr - Lo g (2.45)
g-f = w +4— 2%, zt'z %4 AL'A .

with

Fy = 0WLFiMw(wos
FZ = 8MZ” - M2<2X (246)
FA = 8MA“

The free field propagators are seen to have a good UV-behaviour which guarantees renor-

malizability by power counting:
Goror — p 23 %) if p? - oo (2.47)

where d,,, is the mass dimension of the field ;. They also have good infrared behaviour,
i.e. they diverge for the massless particles not stronger than p~2 as for the photon field.
p~* infrared divergent terms are removed by introducing mass terms for the would-be

Goldstone fields into the gauge fixing functions.

Adding such a gauge fixing with arbitrary gauge parameters to the action one does
not keep any knowledge about the SU(2) x U(1) structure of the standard model in the

14



free field propagators, but treats the bilinear action as if it were composed of several U(1)-
factors. But as a consequence of the gauge construction F(beql%,v has definite transformation
properties under rigid unbroken SU(2) x U(1): 4-dimensional terms are invariants; the 3-
dimensional terms, which are the fermion mass terms and the mixed scalar-vector terms,
together with their variations transform as a vector under unbroken SU(2) x U(1). The
mass terms of the vectors are composed with their variations and second variations to a
second rank tensor. In order not to spoil these transformation properties by the gauge

fixing part, one has to choose:

§=&w=E8=8 and (== (2.48)

Instead of requiring the complicated transformation behaviour of the mass terms one
can introduce an external scalar field ® and its complex conjugate, which couples to the

masses and their variations (see also [34]):

‘f>=<1 o ) <i>*=<1 4 ) (2.49)
75 (H +ix) 75 (H —ix)
Under rigid transformations it transforms in the same way as the scalar doublet ®, but
includes a different shift parameterized by (v into the transformation (e, €4 = const.):
~ T
€0, = i€a7a(q)+CV)

~ Ye .
64(54q> = —’é€4 ;V((I)—l—CV) (250)

Algebraically this is the same procedure as one carries out if one introduces the scalar
doublet and the Higgs mechanism for generating the masses of the fermions and vectors,
but the external field is required to be non-propagating and does not have physical mean-
ing. The gauge fixing functions can be enlarged by the external field in such a way that
they transform as a vector under the adjoint representation:

T%(é +¢v)  (251)

T
— p_ g © i tTa _
Fy = Fo= 0,V —i— QW(@HV) S(®4v) — (@ +v)

The gauge fixing part is then invariant under the rigid transformations, if one includes

the transformations of the external fields:
1 .
1—Wg.f. = /_%-Falabfb 6ozéozrg.f, =0 (252)

V.,a =+, —, Z, A are the on-shell fields, and the respective representation matrices 7, are
obtained by acting with the orthogonal matrix O(y,) (B.28) on 73 and G1:

T.(G) = O;Fa(HW)Ta + O;Gl (2.53)
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Explicitly they read:

72(G) = cosbOyTs+ Gsinby 1
TA(G) = —sinfy 13+ Gcosbyl (2.54)

The abelian parameter G is not fixed by rigid invariance. Choosing it

. sin 9W
G ==t (2.55)

one obtains for vanishing external fields the original gauge fixing with the parameters
according to (2.:48). The masses of the would-be Goldstones are generated by the shift of
the external field. The transformation properties of the trilinear and the mass terms are

now governed by the transformation properties of the external field P.

Modifying the functional operators of rigid transformations (£-43) by the transforma-
tions of the external field according to (B.50)
W Wa + Lo [ (i(® i @ '77‘“& — +,—,3(2.56
o Wat Lo [ (i@ 4 OV o 2 (@4 (V) =4 3(250)
i LA
~( f—
wy — W4+2( +¢v) 5o 250

we write the invariance properties of I'gw 4 I'y. 5. in functional form:

Waolasw +Tgp) =0 (2.57)

Furthermore it is seen that the gauge transformation of the abelian subgroup is broken

linearly in propagating fields:

(

e

. 1) 1) 1 )
wy — 0"(sin QWW + cos QWW)) (Casw + Ty ) = —ED(sm Ow Fz + cos Oy Fa)
(2.58)

For this reason it is possible to extend and interpret (R.58) as a Ward identity for Green

functions.

cos Oy

This construction of the gauge fixing sector is essential if one wants to proceed to higher
orders perturbation theory. Especially it is seen that we need a local Ward identity of
the form (R.5§) for the Green functions in order to fix the weak hypercharge and electric

charge in a scheme independent way.

Finally we want to mention that choosing the parameter G according to (.59) is
arbitrary and not related to any symmetries. It turns out that this parameter as well as
an additional abelian gauge parameter are renormalized in higher orders of perturbation
theory.
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2.3. BRS-invariance and Faddeev-Popov ghosts

The linear R¢-gauges break also in their covariant form gauge invariance and especially
bring about that the unphysical fields, the scalar components of the vectors and the
would-be Goldstones, interact with the physical fields violating thereby unitarity of the
physical S-matrix. For this reason one has to introduce the Faddeev-Popov ghosts ¢,,a =
+,—, 4, A with ghost charge 1 and the respective antighosts ¢,,a = +,—, 2, A with
ghost charge -1. They are anticommuting scalars with negative norm and compensate
the unphysical degrees of freedom introduced by the gauge fixing, if one adds the ghost

action in such a way, that the complete action is invariant under BRS-transformations.

There a several approaches to introduce the Faddeev-Popov fields [I{] into the per-
turbative formulation of gauge theories. One way to proceed is to consider BRS-transfor-
mations in a first step as an alternative way to characterize the Lie algebra of the gauge
group. This approach is close to the algebraic analysis which we carry out in the higher
order construction, and therefore we outline the procedure in the following: Starting from
the gauge transformations of the fields as summarized in functional form in (B.39) and
(R.41)) one translates the infinitesimal parameters €, (z) into anticommuting parameters
co(z),a = 4+, —,3,4. Considering the gauge transformations on the on-shell fields (.39)
one is lead to carry out the orthogonal transformation O(6y,) (B.2§) on the ghosts as well

Coa = Oua(Ow)ca Co = (Cyr,c_,cz,Cn) (2.59)

In this procedure is quite some arbitrariness, which has to be exploited in higher order
perturbation theory for a proper definition of massless ghost propagators (see section
5.4). The BRS-transformations [[3] on the vector bosons V¥ = (W, W_,Z, A), the
scalar doublet ® and the fermion doublets and singlets read in the physical on-shell

parameterization:

e ~
Svua = auca + S.ilaa’ fa’chuch

IHHW
e T.(Gy)
b = ) .
> Zsin@W 2 (®+v)e
L _ . € Ta(Gé) L o
sl = Zsin9W 5 Fyica 0=1,q (2.60)
, sin 0 ,
sfit = —ieQp——"flley —ieQffica
cos By,

The matrices 7,,a = +, —, Z, A are given in (.54)) and satisfy the algebra

[Ta(G)> Tb(G)] = z.fabcjcc"rc’ (G) (261)
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with the structure constants

fi—z = —ticosby

u (2.62)
fir-a = isinfy

Jabe = Oga(QW)OgB(HW)EaBVOVC(HW) = {
The abelian parameter GG appearing in the BRS-transformations is related to the weak

hypercharge according to the Gell-Mann Nishijima relation, explicitly:

1 for the scalar (k = s)
Y = -1 for the lepton doublets (k =) (2.63)

1+ for the quark doublets (k = q)

Gr— vk sin Oy,
k= w
cos Oy

The algebra of the functional operators (P.43), which contains the complete informa-
tion about the group structure, is translated into the BRS-transformation of the ghosts
[ ~
sc, = ———— L0 faveCCe 2.64
25t Oy, Lo farnec (2.64)
The representation equations and also the Jacobi identities are now encoded in the nilpo-

tency of the BRS-transformations:

s2g0k =0 with ¢, =V,

@, Ff, 1 e, (2.65)

From the construction it is obvious that the gauge invariant part of the action (2.39) is
BRS-invariant:
SFGSW =0 (266)

The gauge fixing (2.57) breaks gauge invariance; having introduced the anticommuting

fields ¢, this breaking is absorbed into the transformation of the antighosts:

/ —%faim,sfa, st LysFy £ 0 (2.67)
Therefrom one obtains:
SCq = —lfa (2.68)
3
and
S(Cys + Corost) =0 with T pposy = — / Cul s Ty (2.69)

The ghost action contains kinetic terms for the Faddeev-Popov fields, which allows to

introduce them as dynamical fields into the theory.

The BRS-transformation of the anti-ghosts is not nilpotent. To remedy this situation

one reformulates the gauge fixing part of the action by introducing the auxiliary fields
Baaa: +7_7Z7A

1 ~ -
Lo = /§€Ba[ab3b+BaIabe (2.70)
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It can be transformed into the usual form of the R, gauges by eliminating the B,-fields

via their equations of motions:

or
0B,

7 * * 1
[p(§By + Fp) =0 = &z—ga (2.71)

Therefore the propagators of vectors and scalars are not changed, but in addition one has

mixed propagators between B,-fields and vectors and B,-fields and scalars. The ghost
action is likewise determined from (B.69), but the BRS-transformations turn out to be

nilpotent also on the antighosts:
s¢, = B, sB, =0 (2.72)

For the algebraic characterization it is useful to have nilpotency of BRS-transformations
throughout and we refer to this form of the gauge fixing in the algebraic proof of renor-
malizability in higher orders. Invariance under rigid transformation is maintained, if one

transforms the B,-fields according to the adjoint representation (e,, €, = const.)
€a00By = Belowéena(Ow)ea €048y =0 (2.73)

The tensor €y (0w ) is defined in eq. (R.40)

The gauge fixing functions F, depend on the external scalar doublet ® and we have
to assign to them also definite transformation properties under BRS-transformations.

Transforming ® into an external anticommuting scalar doublet q with ghost charge 1
s =q sq =10 (2.74)

does this job and allows to distinguish the propagating and external scalar fields alge-

braically.

Explicitly the ghost action is given by

Fghost = /<_Ca|:|iabcb - Eafabca(vécc) (275)

sin 9W

+ i2 Sin oy (@' (G (P 4 v) — (® +v)17,(G,)q)Ca
B 4812 ‘9W (((i) + CV)TTG(GS>TI7(GS>((I) —+ V)

(04 ) (GG + ()auer)

G, is related to the weak hypercharge of the scalar doublets according to (R.63). Via

the shift of the external and the quantum scalar fields the charged ghosts as well as
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the neutral Z-ghost become massive, whereas the ghost associated with the photon field

remains massless. The bilinear part of the ghost action
Fél;:(l))st = /(—Eaﬂfabcb — CM&V(E_;_C_ + 5_C+) - CM%EZcz) (276)
gives rise to free field propagators for the Faddeev Popov fields.

The ghost action is seen to be invariant under rigid transformations if one assigns the

following transformations under SU(2) x U(1) (e,, €y =const.)

G = bt .y
zgzécj - CelecEe b(,)a(Gw)ea Z?ZSZ - celerCe b(,)a(Hw)ea (2.77)
In particular Fg;f?st transforms covariantly in the same way as Fg"sl%,[,
2.4. The tree approximation: the Slavnov-Taylor identity
In the last sections we have derived the classical action of the standard model
Ia=Tasw +Tg s+ gnost (2.78)
in a way that is invariant under BRS-transformations
sl'y =0 (2.79)

Spontaneously broken rigid SU(2) x U(1)-symmetry has been established by introducing

an external scalar doublet @ into the gauge fixing part of the action.

In order to quantize the model in perturbation theory one has to construct the Green

functions of the interacting theory according to the Gell-Mann Low formula.

Gy (@1, s) = Ty, (31)... 01, (20)) (2.80)
Tl (1) ol ()T e 220

i1 in

_ g

(T ) i
where ¢, denotes the propagating fields of the standard model

VaM7Bavcavéa a:+7_7Z7A

Pr = ¢+, H,x (2.81)
vE e, ug, d; 1 =1.Np

[';¢ includes all the interactions and the field polynomials depending on the external fields

and is obtained by splitting off from the classical action the bilinear part:

[oy=T00 4T, (2.82)
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with

b — F(beql%y +Lgplo—o + F;l;fﬁ))st (2.83)
a=0

The index (o) stands for free fields.

The formal expansion of the exponential yields the Green functions of the interacting
theory in expressions of time ordered vacuum expectation values of free fields. These
expressions are decomposed into a sum of products of free field propagators and certain
vertex factors according to Wick’s theorem. The combinatorics and the vertex factors are
summarized graphically in the Feynman rules. The free field propagators are determined

(bil

from I'®") . The Feynman rules of the standard model are listed in the literature and are

given e.g. in [B7] according to the conventions we have adopted.

Due to the well-known ultraviolet divergencies the formal expansion of the Gell-Mann
Low formula is not meaningful in higher orders of perturbation theory and has to be
rendered meaningful in the course of renormalization. (This is the sense of R in eq. (R.80).)
In the lowest order, the tree approximation, the Green functions are well-defined and it
has to be shown, that the physical S-matrix, which is constructed from these Green
functions according to the LSZ reduction formula, is unitary in the lowest order. This
means, that one has to verify that unphysical particles do not contribute in physical
scattering processes, and that they are canceled among each other. This cancellation
mechanism is governed by the Slavnov-Taylor identity, which expresses consequences of
the classical BRS-symmetry for the off-shell Green functions. In order to derive the
Slavnov-Taylor identity in the tree approximation we introduce the generating functional

of Green functions:

Z(j4, 52 30> Jas 1, TT 5, 1) (2.84)
= <Te:cp{z’ [ de(L(ieVia + 32 By + Jucs + ) + ®1T + J1® + foy + 73 ;) }>

In (2.84) we understand summation over on-shell field indices a,b = +, —, Z, A and sum-
mation over all fermions f; = v;, e;, u;, d;. The source functions are commuting (j*, 72, .J)
and anticommuting (7, 7,7;) test functions. Electric and ¢m-charge is assigned in such
a way that the generating functional is neutral. The Green functions are obtained by

differentiation with respect to the respective source functions.

Although the Green functions are the basic objects of the theory, for the purpose of
renormalization one better refers to the building blocks composing them. These are the
connected Green functions and the one-particle-irreducible (1PI) Green functions. The

generating functional of connected Green functions

ZC(.]k) = Zc(jgv.jan]aajav Jv JTvnlvﬁZ> (285>
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is defined by

Z(ji) = e'%iw) (2.86)
and one can show that the differentiation with respect to the sources yields the connected
Green functions in the diagrammatic expansion. The generating functional of 1PI Green
functions is obtained from Z.(jix) by Legendre transformation. For this purpose one

introduces the classical fields

o, 4s) = ‘;Z—g; o(2,0) = 0 (2.87)

and defines the generating functional of 1PI Green functions I'(p¢') according to

Z. (jél,ja’jm J, JT 772'77_72‘) _ F(Vcl Bel el (I)cl (I)clT iClvfz'Cl) (288)

pas “a o CarCas
—0—/dx GV 4GP By + Juci! + &lgp) + 0T 4 JT0 4 fily, + ﬁiffl)

Here the sources j; are understood as solutions of (£.87)

gk = Jr(, 95 Je(2,0) =0 (2.89)

The 1PI Green functions are obtained by differentiating the generating functional with
respect to the classical fields ¢{/, and one can show, that they correspond to the 1PI

diagrams in the diagrammatic expansion according to the Feynman rules.

The Slavnov-Taylor identity of the tree approximation can be derived most simply on
the generating functional of 1PI Green functions, because its lowest order is seen to be
the classical action:

L(ei) = Pa(pi)] a-0 + O(h) (2.90)
-
Therefore we are able to write down the Ward identity of BRS-transformation as

Z/d 258! 5%1(( )) —0 (2.91)

which is a well defined expression in the tree approximation. The BRS-transformations
are non-linear symmetry transformation in propagating fields and it is seen that the non-
linear symmetry transformations become insertions into (connected) Green functions, if

one carries out the Legendre transformation. Roughly speaking one has to replace

s — [ser] - Ze(ji) (2.92)

where [spg]-Z(jk) is the generating functional of BRS-inserted connected Green functions.

The Green functions with insertions are defined according to

Gigpior, ipn (015 s Tn) = (T 2 50r(x) 2 iy (21)-00, () (2.93)

(T : sgo,(:) (7) : %(f) ((L‘l)”'gol(,:) (xn)eiFmt(soff))>
<T€iFmt(901(:))>

= R
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and are summarized in the functional of BRS-inserted (connected) Green functions ac-
cording to the above definitions. For setting up the Slavnov-Taylor identity for off-shell
Green functions one does not only have to consider the ordinary Green functions but
also the ones with BRS-insertions. For defining the BRS-inserted as well as the ordinary
Green functions consistently one enlarges the classical action by the external field part

and couples the non-linear BRS-transformations to external fields:

Lo(pr) — Taler, Tr) = Lalpr) + Cear.p(@r, Ti) (2.94)

Cevty. = /(p‘frsWM_ + ! sW, 4+ + p(cos OwsZ, — sinfysA,) (2.95)
+ oysc_ 4+ o_scy + o3(cosOyscy — sinOysca)

+ YTs® + (s@)'Y
NF . -

+ S (UISFE + OFsfR + he)
i=1

The external fields p# and o,,a = 4, —, 3, are anticommuting and commuting SU(2)-
triplets with ghost charge —1 and —2 respectively. The external field Y is a complex
anticommuting scalar doublet with ghost charge —1, wﬁ denotes external left-handed

spinor singlets with ghost charge —1

Vi =00 i v (2.96)

whereas \Ifg denotes external right-handed spinor doublets

R R
U= el wff= ( v ) vl = ( wg ) (2.97)
€; di

The Green functions with insertions (2.99) are defined via the external field part:

) .
Cupuspn 1, 0) = s (Tou (1) (1) (e .. _

| (2.98)

The generating functional of Green functions

Z(jk, Yi) = <Texp{i/dx(jk<pk + Leat.r (o, Tk))}>

includes ordinary and BRS-inserted Green functions, which are obtained by differentiation
with respect to the external fields Ty. g7 symbolically denotes the sum over the quantum
fields coupled to their sources as explicitly given in (B.84). Therefrom the connected Green
functions are obtained according to (P-8G) and the 1PI Green functions by a Legendre
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transformation of the propagating fields as given in (:87) and (E-8§), where the classical
fields depend on the sources and external fields:

2o, ) = T(# 1) + [ d il (2.99)

Differentiation with respect to external fields on I'(p§, Tj) reproduces BRS-insertions into

1PI Green functions. Especially one verifies

oL (g, T) _ 0Z:(4i, Ti)

(2.100)

With the help of the external field part one is now able to derive the Slavnov-Taylor
identity in a way, that the non-linear BRS-transformations are properly defined as inser-
tions into Green functions. Taking the external field as being invariant under classical
BRS-transformations

sTr =0 (2.101)

the enlarged classical action (.94) is BRS-invariant due to the nilpotency of BRS-trans-
formations.

sl“cl(@k, Tk) =0 (2102)

The lowest order of I'(p§, T},) is the classical action (cf. (90)) and the Ward identity
of BRS-transformations (2.91) can be rewritten into the Slavnov-Taylor (ST) identity of

1PI Green functions in the tree approximation:

. ol oy
STy = /((sm Ow0,cz + cos GWE?HCA)(sm Gwﬁ + cos Oy 5Au) (2.103)
5Fcl or cl . 5Fcl 5Fcl 5Fcl . 5Fcl
5 ~ (cos Oy —— 57, — sin Oy 5Au) + 5o, (COSH 5oy — sin Oy, 5CA)

5Fd ol o'y 0 N oLy 0Ty N oLy ol'y o6y oly oLy oLy
S oW, o) 0W,. | 80y 0c. | d0_ 0, | oY1 00 | 501 oY
N,

£ 6Fcl 1—‘cl(S 6Fcl Fcl(S
Py (el

;(5% Offt ~ SWEOFY
ol oy ol AT)

— + —= =0

T BT T

+ h.c.)

+B,

There we have dropped the index classical for the classical fields appearing in the gener-

ating functional of 1PI Green functions

Nonlinear BRS-transformations are now obtained by differentiating with respect to the
external fields. We have included the external fields ® into the definition of the generating
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functional in order to be able to derive Ward identities of rigid symmetry for the Green
functions. They produce by differentiation the mass insertions and their variations under

rigid symmetry of Goldstone fields.
The algebraic properties of BRS-transformations are transfered to nilpotency proper-
ties of the Slavnov-Taylor operator:
srS(I') = 0 for any functional I (2.105)
SrSp = 0 if S(F) =

The operator sr is the linearized version of the ST identity and is defined by

(2.106)

sp = /<(Sin OwOyucz + cosbwO,ca) (Sm HW% + cos b 5;51 )

5 5
+ Bo— +4— q'
5, T955 T e d
ST 6 oT & ))

* Z “k(ark Son | 0pn 0Ty

The sum is over all external and corresponding propagating fields which gave rise to
bilinear appearance of I' in the ST identity, u; denotes the respective coefficients as

cos By, sin By, and 1.

By Legendre transformation one is immediately able to give the ST identity for the

functional of connected Green functions Z. = Z.(ji, o, q, T}) in the tree approximation:

Ze. L,
S(Z,) = /((sin Ow 0Ly + cosOw0,ih) (sin HW(;—Z + cos Oy (;]A) (2.107)
0z 0z,
-1 . o c . c
+(cos Owjy — SmerA)m + (cos 0wz — smHWjA) 5os
0Z. . 04, 0Z, 07, 0Z. 0Z,

. “c 1
+j“+5“+j“‘5“+~7+5++j‘5 sty

r9Z:  owdZe | OZc i 0Z: g
+ + i

Z( Suk m 50k 51#5”77)
0Z. 0Z.  Z. . ) 0

~

<+ +
6jB Tsd ™ s

+Ja

The ST identity of the connected Green functions is linear in contrast to the one of the
1PI Green functions. It is the starting point for proving unitarity of the physical S-matrix
[[3, [4, O] . Although the proof of unitarity is beyond the scope of the paper we want
to indicate how the cancellation mechanism works: Eliminating the B,-fields and their

sources in (R.107) by

) 1 6 0 .
— / —, —, P 2.1
5jaB — — gaafa( ]gﬂéej’é 17 ) ( 08)
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) A I 6 ) T .
—° ((@—FCV)T%(E—FV)—(W+VT)%(®+CV))
(2.109)

it is seen that the ST identity indeed relates the Green functions of ghosts to the ones with

longitudinal vector propagators and would-be Goldstones at the external legs. (Due to
linear contributions the Green functions of external fields include 1-particle reducible ghost
propagators.) Applying the S-matrix operator the corresponding unphysical contributions

have to be shown to cancel in physical scattering processes.

Renormalization concerns the 1PI Green functions. Having these well-defined the
connected Green functions exist and are also well-defined and can be obtained to all
orders by the Legendre transformations (B.8§). For this reason we are able to restrict all

the further considerations to 1PI Green functions.

In the procedure of renormalization the ST identity is the defining symmetry of the
theory, because it yields unitarity of the physical S-matrix as indicated above. Due to
the abelian subgroup, however, the ST identity is not sufficient to fix uniquely the Green
functions of higher orders. In addition we have to take into account the Ward identities of
rigid SU(2) x U(1) invariance and especially the local U(1) Ward identity for being able to
fix the electric charges of the fermions. In the tree approximation the Ward identities of
rigid symmetry are immediately derived according to the construction of the gauge fixing

sector (cf. (P43), (B551), (B-73) and (B77)). For consistency we have to assign definite
transformation properties under rigid transformation to the external fields Yy in such a

way, that the external field part I'cyr r (B.94) is rigid invariant. It is obvious, that the
fields p, and o, transform under the adjoint representation, whereas Y and ¥ under the

fundamental representation of SU(2). We thus arrive at
Wala(er, Te, ®,6) =0 and  Wil'u(or, Ti, ®,d) = 0 (2.110)

where I';; is understood to be the lowest order of the generating functional of 1PI Green
functions.

1—‘cl :FGSW+Fg.f.+thost+rext.f (2111)
The Ward operators of rigid SU(2)-transformations include all the propagating and ex-

ternal fields we have introduced:

. )
Wi = L / <VbﬂO%(QW)éBWOW(QW)Iw/W + {co, Ba, G} (2.112)

+pggﬁw’i’y + {0a}

'y’@
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To! 3 57‘a A .
T2 557 50 > | (@ +v) +{Y, D+ (v, q}

7 5 Ta R

215lq

—l—z'(fb +v)

The abelian Ward operator comprises the doublets and right-handed fermions together

with the external fields coupled to their BRS-variations.

Wy = /(2(<I>+V) (ET—%%@HH{}@@HV,@ (2.113)
F A T S
+Z(62quw( 5T—5€_§5%<5€F5i +{\Iléi})
S S R
_ZQf( 5fR 5fini +{¢f1}))>

The Pauli matrices 7, are defined in (2.I0), the antisymmetric tensor €44, in (2.19). The
Ward operators of rigid symmetry satisfy the SU(2) x U(1) algebra:

Wa, Wsl = agy Ly Wy (2.114)
[WOUW4] =0

In connection with the abelian Ward identity of rigid symmetry there exists also a
local version (cf. (B.5§)), which reads in B,-gauges:
or. 1 .
5Al) = ~ cos Oy (sin Oy OBy + cos Oy OB,)
(2.115)
The local operator wy is defined by dropping the integration from the rigid operator:

wyl'y — écos Ow (sm 9W86 0s Oy 0

5Z

Wy = /w4 (2.116)

The ST identity (R.103), the Ward identities of rigid symmetry (R.110) and the local
abelian Ward identity (B.115) are the algebraic symmetries of the standard model in the
tree approximation. It has to be shown, that these symmetries can be continued to higher
orders and that they together with appropriate normalization conditions uniquely define

the Green functions of the standard model to all orders.
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3. The construction of higher orders: The algebraic method

In the procedure of renormalization one has to make meaningful the undefined expres-
sions, which are obtained in the formal expansion of the Gell-Mann Low formula according
to Wick’s theorem (cf. (B.80) and (R.93)). As we have already mentioned renormalization
concerns the 1PI Green functions summarized in the generating functional (2.99)

A

F(¢k7 T, (i), él) == F(Va, (I)7 fi7 Ca,s Eaa Pa; Y7 ¢i7 Oa, (I)v Q) (31)

It depends on the external fields and the “classical” fields defined by the Legendre trans-
formation (R.87). For simplification we have dropped the index ‘classical’. The 1PI Green

functions are divergent according to their degree of divergencies:

dr=4— > dg— > (d—4) (3.2)

ext.legs vertices
Here dg is the ultraviolet (UV) dimension of the fields appearing at the external (am-
putated) legs: They include propagating as well as external fields. d; denotes the UV-
dimension of the vertices. The UV-dimensions of the fields are listed in the appendix.
There are different schemes, which remove the divergencies consistently. For practical
calculations it is convenient to use dimensional regularization in connection with a pre-

scription for subtracting the D-dimensional poles in the limit to 4 dimensions [B§]. For

abstract renormalization one better refers to the momentum subtraction scheme in the
version of BPHZL [B4, B3, B9 -
For higher orders the Gell-Mann Low formula has to be modified taking in the inter-

action part not only the vertices of the tree approximation but also the counterterms of
higher orders. In the QED-like on-shell schemes the counterterms are power series in the

electromagnetic coupling e. All terms are collected in a I'cy:
Les =Dy +O(h) =T 4 17 (3.3)

The bilinear parts are defined in (R.83). At first I'.s; contains all field polynomials in
external and quantum fields which are compatible with the power counting analysis of
renormalizable quantum field theory, i.e. they have UV-dimension less than of equal to
4. The explicit form of I'.y; depends on the renormalization scheme one has used to
remove the divergencies. Therefore rather than relying on properties of an explicit I'cy
and a subtraction scheme, one deals in the construction of 1PI Green functions with finite
renormalized Green functions and their properties with respect to the symmetries of the

standard model. (For an introduction to algebraic renormalization see [J]
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In the last sections we have given the tree approximation and the symmetries of
the tree approximation, the Slavnov-Taylor identity (B-103), the Ward identities of rigid
symmetry (B.I10) and the local U(1)-Ward identity (B.117). Having readily defined the
lowest order, the Green functions of the 1-loop approximation are calculated with a spe-
cific renormalization scheme leading to a finite result I',.,. Different schemes differently
dispose of the local contributions of the next order, whereas the non-local contributions
are uniquely defined. Therefore after subtraction the Green functions are well-defined up
to local contributions. In order to determine these local contributions one has to adjust
those which break the symmetry, in a way that the symmetries of the lowest order are
restored in the 1-loop order. The remaining (symmetric) ones have to be fixed by normal-
ization conditions. Then one is able to proceed to higher orders by induction repeating

the above steps from order n to order n + 1.

The symmetries of the lowest order can be also violated by anomalies. Anomalies arise
from non-local contributions and cannot be removed by adjusting local contributions.

They have then explicitly to be proven to be absent to all orders of perturbation theory.

In the standard model restoration of symmetries and the setting of proper normal-
ization conditions are deeply connected with each other: It has to be shown that one
is able to impose normalization conditions on the 2-point functions in such a way that
the 2-point Green functions have one particle properties in the LSZ limit (apart from the
problem of unstable particles). Thereby special attention has to be paid to the massless
particles: In order not to introduce off-shell infrared divergent diagrams to the next order
the 2-point functions of massless particles as well as also the mixed 2-point functions of
massive and massless particles have to be required to vanish at p?> = 0 to all orders of

perturbation theory:

2

Lza(p? =0)=Taa(p*=0) = 0 (3.4)
FEACZ (p2 = O) = FEZCA (p2 = 0) = FEACA (p2 0) =0

These normalization conditions have to be proven to be in accordance with the symmetries
of the standard model and will be shown to lead to higher order corrections of the weak

mixing angle in the ST identity and the Ward identities.

The 1PI Green function of the standard model summarized in the generating functional

are defined in order n by

PED = DED 4+ T + T (3.5)
and have to be shown to have well defined normalization properties and to satisfy the
symmetries

<n <n
(s@) =0 (w.r)=" =0 (3.6)
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and a local U(1) Ward identity. The ST operator and the Ward operators are thereby
established via their algebraic characterization (£.109) and (B.114). In (B5) I and
r l(,fgak denote purely local field polynomials. They depend on propagating and external
fields introduced in the classical approximation and constitute a complete basis of field
polynomials with UV-dimension less than or equal 4. In a specific scheme the local
contributions are governed by the counterterms appearing in a I'c;. Discrete symmetries
are not affected by renormalization, we are therefore able to restrict the analysis to field
polynomials which are neutral with respect to electric and Faddeev-Popov charge and
are CP-even, due to the fact, that we did not introduce family mixing in the classical
approximation. The quantum numbers of the fields under the discrete symmetries are

listed in the appendix.

As indicated by the notation (B.J) local contributions are algebraically divided into two
classes: the invariant and non-invariant field polynomials. The invariant field polynomials
appearing in I';,, constitute together with I'; the general classical solution I'Y/", i.e. the
general field polynomials, which are solutions of the Slavnov-Taylor identity and are rigid

invariant

SI%™ = 0

cl

W (I9%") = 0

cl

" =Ta+ > Tin

n=1

(3.7)

The free parameters of I'Yy" are determined by the normalization conditions and the local

U(1) Ward identity order by order in perturbation theory.

The non-invariant field polynomials I'y,.... are used to remove the breakings of the
symmetries, which have been introduced by an implicit scheme dependent adjustment
of finite counterterms in the subtraction procedure. The abstract construction of I'y.cqz
is carried out with the algebraic method which is based on the action principle in its
quantized version valid for off-shell Green functions [I6, BY]. It is most easily formulated
on the general functional of the respective Green functions and relates variations with
respect to sources or classical fields, respectively, and external fields to insertions with a
well-defined UV and IR-degree. Especially the action principle states that the symmetries
of the tree approximation are broken at most by a integrated field polynomial in 1-loop

order and proceeds to higher orders by induction:

(SE)=" =0 (SO)ET = AR (38)
WD)E0 = 0 W)=Y = A |

The breakings have well-defined properties with respect to the discrete symmetries. For
example Ay,.s has ¢m-charge 1, is neutral with respect to electric charge and even under
CP, if the classical action is CP-invariant. Furthermore they have a well-defined ultra-

violet and infrared degree. Up to this point the analysis has been completely scheme
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independent just being founded on properties of renormalized perturbation theory, but in
classifying the breakings according to their UV- and IR-degree we assume that the renor-
malized Green functions I',., have been constructed within the BPHZL scheme. In the
BPHZL scheme the normalization conditions (B.4), which otherwise have to be established
by hand, are immediately implemented by the subtraction procedure, guaranteeing, that
nowhere infrared divergent contributions are introduced by the subtraction scheme. In-
frared divergent contributions are detected by a pure power counting analysis. Especially
counterterms of IR dimension less than 4 are forbidden in the BPHZL-scheme because
they would destroy the normalization conditions (B.4). Therefore we adopt the UV and
IR degrees of fields as given in the appendix. They are uniquely determined by the be-
haviour of the free-field propagators for p?> — oo and p* — 0, respectively. Then by an
analysis of the ST identity and the Ward operators it is derived that the breakings of the
symmetries have the following UV and IR degrees:

dimYV A, < 4 dim® A,,.s > 3
dim"V A, < 4 dim™ A, > 2

and it is seen, that all symmetries have to be carefully constructed concerning the infrared.

Apart from the IR and UV degree we do not refer to further properties of the BPHZL
scheme as the I'. s, but classify the breakings by the algebra of symmetry transformations,
the nilpotency of BRS-transformations and the algebra of W,. (For details see section 7.)
Especially we have to show that all the breakings of the ST identity are variations of the
linear ST operator (2.100) and that they can be absorbed into local contributions of I'ycar

without spoiling the normalization conditions especially (B.4):
SFclrbreak - _Abrs (39)

Via equs. (B.7) and (B.9) the local contributions are uniquely fixed.

The construction as outlined above is not only interesting from an abstract point of
view for having properly defined the standard model but it passes through all the steps,
which have been carried out in explicit calculations, too. Especially the construction of
the symmetries in 1-loop order including the rigid Ward identity is essential if one wants
to proceed to higher orders of perturbation theory. Dimensional regularization makes the
analysis of I'y..q. easier, because it is an invariant scheme for parity conserving gauge
theories, but also there it is well-known that the normalization conditions and especially
the infrared conditions have to be established by an explicit adjustment of naively non-
invariant counterterms, which lead to corrections of the weak mixing angle in the ST
identity and the Ward identities.
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According to the procedure we have outlined in this section we will proceed for con-

structing the 1PI Green functions of the standard model as follows:

1. We construct the most general ST operator and Ward operators of rigid symmetry,

which are in accordance with the algebraic characterization. (Section 4)

2. We impose normalization conditions according to the on-shell schemes which allow
to define proper 2-point functions in the LSZ-limit apart from the problem of unsta-
ble particles and derive the most general classical solution, which is in accordance

with the normalization conditions and the symmetries. (Section 5)

3. We classify the breakings according to the symmetries and show that they can be

absorbed into local contributions to the 1PI Green functions. (Section 7)

4. The algebraic characterization of the symmetry
transformations

4.1. The general ansatz and discrete symmetries

In section 2.4 we have derived the symmetries of the standard model for the 1PI-
Green functions in the tree approximation: the Slavnov-Taylor identity (£:103), the Ward
identities of rigid symmetries (B.I113) and the local U(1)-Ward identity (R.IT3). The
functional operators depend in lowest order explicitly on the weak mixing angle Oy,
which is in the on-shell schemes defined by the ratio of the W- and Z-mass [P

cosby = — (4.1)

It is obvious and can be seen also from explicit 1-loop calculations that the lowest order
gets higher order corrections. These higher order corrections depend on the normalization
conditions, one has chosen for fixing the 2-point Green functions. Since the standard
model includes massless particles, especially the photon and the corresponding ¢mr-ghosts,
it is even not possible to define the Green functions of higher orders by the symmetries
as given in lowest order. For this reason we construct in a first step towards quantization

the symmetry operators in a most general form and characterize them by their algebraic
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properties. We restrict the analysis to the generating functional of 1PI Green functions
as defined in (.99), which depends on the classical fields as well as on the external fields:

A

F = F(VI“BUJ(D’ fi’ca7éa7pa7y7 whaavq)vq) (42)
The vectors, ¢m-ghost and the B-fields have on-shell field indices a =+, —, 72, A

Ve = (Wi WE ZE AR ¢, = (cq,c_,cz,ca)

a

3 o (4.3)
B, = (B+>B—>BZaBA) Ca = (C-i-ac—aCZaCA)

Since the theory is spontaneously broken, it is more adequate to introduce the scalars as

a 4-vector with indices a = +, —, H, x

¢a = (¢+7¢—7H7X> an = ($+7$—7ﬁ7>2>

Yo = (Yo Yo, YuYy)  da = (44+.9-,98: 4 44
The external fields p, and o, are three component fields
Pa = (p+,p-,p3) Ou=(04,0_,03) (4.5)
The charged vectors and scalars are complex fields with
oL =9, (4.6)
whereas the neutral vectors and scalars are real fields
©r = Qg a=Z7,AH x,3. (4.7)
We group the fermions into a vector according to
R R R S U R RN ) .
£t = (el ufl,df) Ui = (W, vd)

1t =1, ..., Nrp denotes the family index. The quantum number of fields are summarized in

the appendix.

The algebraic properties of the functional operators acting on I' are the nilpotency of
the Slavnov-Taylor operator (P.109)

srS(I') = 0 for any functional I (4.9)
SrSp = 0 if S(F):O

and the algebra of rigid operators (2.114)

Wa: We] = éaﬁviw’wv’ (4.10)
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with a, 5,7 = +, —, 3,4 and €,3, denotes the structure constants of SU(2) x U(1), which

are taken as completely antisymmetric in all 3 indices

éaﬁ’y:{ Sl - (4.11)
[SNT IS 0

In addition to the algebra the Ward operators are specified by their transformation with

respect to complex conjugation:

Wl = w. wl = w,

4.12

which is assigned in agreement with the tree approximation.

Since the functional I" will be constructed as a simultaneous solution of rigid trans-
formations and the ST identity the respective functional operators have to satisfy the

consistency relation

WoS(I') —spW,I' =0 for any functional I (4.13)

Discrete and global unbroken symmetries, we want to impose on the functional I', can
be imposed to all orders and are not affected by renormalization. These symmetries are

electric and ¢m-charge neutrality:

Wen = —i [ do (W+%—W_%+B+% —B_%wm‘; e %
+Cr— — 6_4 +p+i - p_i + 0'+i — o—_i
0Cy 0c_ 0py op_ oo 0o_
o 5:;+ - ¢- 5:;_ Ty 55@ - 55&
+<5+5$+ - é—ég_ +q+52+ - q_éj_
Np B
‘;(Qe(e"aiei et g chbef
+Qu(ﬂi5% = 55 i + P, &Zu 5 % ——1y,)
+Qd(ciiéidi _ %di + wdi%di _ %&wdi)))
Win = /dx (ca(% - aa(% - pa% - 2%% - Y“é%z + q“éiqa (4.14)

Ne 0§ )
=X (g )
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Since fermions and quarks cannot be mixed and since we forbid explicitly family mixing

we have some further symmetries which correspond to lepton and quark family number

conservation:
W, = i/d:): (e£ - %e + w% _ %@b (4.15)
- R T
Wy, = i/dx (Jié% — %di + @Edi%di — %diwdi (4.16)
+u% — %u + @b% — %@D)

The functional I' is to all orders invariant under these global symmetries by construction:

Wenl = 0 W, = 0

(4.17)
Wyl = 0 w,I' = 0

In addition we have also colour SU(3)-invariance, which we do not consider explicitly. All
the functional operators when applied on I' are seen to be restricted with respect to these

global symmetries, especially

[WemaW-l—] = _ZW-‘,- [WemaW?)] = 0

4.18
[WemaW—] = +iW_ [WemaW4] = 0 ( )

and

Wi, Wa] =0 Wy, Wa] =0 (4.19)

The functional I' we consider in this paper is also invariant with respect to CP-trans-
formations. Therefrom it is derived that the rigid operators as well as the Slavnov-
Taylor operator have definite transformation properties with respect to CP. Explicitly it

is possible to characterize them by their transformation as given in the tree approximation:

w, Eoow wy B, (4.20)
CP, CP, :
w. — Wy Wy, — =W,
whereas the ST operator is CP-even.
We therefore make for the ST operator the ansatz:
: . or or
S = /<Z4(s1n ©30,c7 + cos ©30,c4) (sm GXE + cos @Xé—Au) (4.21)
r v or . ol or g 0T . g O
—l—ﬁz/’(cos O, @ — sin O, E) + Ez (cos @3E — sin @35)
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+51—‘ 5F+5F 5F+5F5_F+5F5T+5F[~5_F
Spl oW, —  6pt W, 4 dopdc.  do_odcy  6Y, “ S b
L, 60 T§ 60 T
+ — + = +h.c
;(&p]% offt - syROff )
oT 5r) »

+Bagab6 z + ¢ 50

It is neutral with respect to electric charge, commutes with the operators W,, and W,,
and arises ¢m charge by one unit. Defining its linear version sp as given in (B.I04) one
immediately checks the nilpotency properties ([.9). The three independent angles ©Y, ©Y
and ©f describe, how vectors and ghosts are rotated with respect to the abelian subgroup.
In the writing of (f.21]) we have already anticipated that we are able to absorb constants
in external fields at will. The coefficients 2z# as well as 27 could be reabsorbed into the
external fields p3 and o3, but we take them as arbitrary for a proper adjustment later
on. For similar reasons we also keep Z; in the ansatz. The matrix g, is an arbitrary
neutral matrix, it can be introduced into the ST identity without spoiling nilpotency and
rigid symmetry (see ([40)). Its explicit form will be considered, when we give the general
classical solution of the gauge-fixing ghost sector.

For the Ward operators of rigid symmetry we take the most general ansatz, which is
linear in fields:

J

5 .5 5 .
W, = Lo /d:c <VE}”&XC7@,ICC SVE + Bbabc a,lcc 5B + cbabm L — 5o + Ebagc,a,lcclE

) ) 4} = 0
Y, b /Icc b = bq /Icc’—
6¢c + Y be,a 5Y + ¢b be,a! 5¢c/ + 4y be,a 5qcl

+ Uca’]cc’ 6 + Uca’]cc’ 5
OQe P

) )
+pga5,y a’I’*/“/ + O-Baﬁ’y a/Ifyfy
0p~ doy

_l_ ¢bbfc7a/ iCC

5 10)
‘I'Z(fl’h,ff/ /5f—+5f/L f’fﬁf [Ba
1) 1)
+ RN ==+ — g hi} U Lo
v, cw

56 o
fR ffOl f/R 5f,~,R f/fgf Igw

5 5

wz L

+OERY o 5oL 51# f’fﬁqbfllﬁa)) (4.22)
f/

The coefficients are restricted by the prescription for complex conjugation (f.13) and by
electric charge conservation ([.1§).
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In the notation these properties are taken into account by having neutral index struc-
ture throughout and changing + and — by complex conjugation. Well-defined transfor-
mation properties under CP (.20) yields furthermore that dy., and ag, o as well as Rppra
and hyp o are imaginary. Similar restrictions are derived for the coefficients by o. Family

mixing as well as lepton quark mixing are forbidden according to ([.19).

In the following we will solve the algebra (f.I0) as well as the consistency equation
(EI13) in all generality. Since we construct the Green functions in perturbation theory,
it would be also sufficient to start from the tree approximation and consider its possible
perturbations. Such a treatment, however, would disguise the simple algebraic structure

of the final solution.

4.2. The vector-ghost sector

Evaluating the algebra of rigid operators (.10) for the vectors, ¢m-ghosts, the B-fields

and the external fields o, and p, yields the following representation equations for the

coefficients:
a? [dg — dg laf = —éamlwldf, o =V ¢4, Cay Ba
T7 T TF T oo _
aglag —agla, = —caplyyay, T = pa, Oa (4.23)

Here we have introduced a matrix notation: (d,),, = Gpc,o denotes 4 x 4 matrices and
(@a)g, = gy 3 % 3 matrices. Due to CP-invariance the non-trivial solutions of (f.23)

are uniquely related to the adjoint representation:

~

ay ~ Eq al ~eq (4.24)

with (£4) 5, = €sya defined by the structure constants of SU(2) x U(1) ({.11)) and (g4),, =
€gva Dy the structure constants of SU(2). From this special solution one obtains the

general solution by the following equivalence transformations:
(Ga)pe = U68EBra e
(aa)gfy = Ysp Epya (y_l)“/’“/ (4.25)

The matrices y and y have to be chosen in accordance with the discrete symmetries.
When we consider the general classical solution of the standard model it is seen that the

equivalence transformations are related to field redefinitions. Therefore we parameterize
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them in the following way:

Zw O 0 00
z
- ) 0 Zw 0 0 v
(y )aa = Zaa = . N Ypy = 2y = 0 2w O
0 0 ZzZgzcosly; —zZyusinfy 0 0
Z
0 0 ZzZzsinfz; Zycosfy 3
(4.26)

We have suppressed the field indices, but one has to keep in mind, that the algebra allows

independent field redefinitions for each field we consider.

In the tree approximation the representation matrices are given by

a0 — O (0w)é,0(0y) and a(of]) = €4 (4.27)

«

for all fields in question, i.e. one has in perturbation theory for the propagating fields
20 = O0O0w)aa(L+ 02%) 0 with  (02%) = O(h) (4.28)

The matrix O(fy ) is the orthogonal matrix, which transforms the SU(2) x U(1) gauge
fields into on-shell fields (R.2§). The matrix 2 is however not completely specified by the
representation matrices, indeed it is seen that equivalence transformations with diagonal

matrices Z;,, leave the adjoint representation invariant:

éa = éinvéaéi_ni Ea = Zinvgazi_ni (429>
if
Zz2 0 0
0 % 0 0 2 000
zZ
ZA/in’U = ° ~ Zinv = 0 22 0 (430)
0 0 2z O
~ 0 0 Z9
0 0 %

There are several possibilities to parameterize the remaining parameters. A symmetric

parameterization, which is well adapted to treat higher order corrections of the vectors,

is given by
2y cosBy Z4 sinfy
_ Zz _ 2 4.31
= zy cos O "z zw sin © ( )
1
cos© =
V1+tanfztan 6,
In this parameterization the general solution of ([.23) reads explicitly
0 0 0 0
4, — 0 | 0 —ir,  cos©® iry;'sin© Gy = &4 (4.32)
0 irzcos® 0 0
0 —irysin® 0 0
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0 0 iry'cos® —iry'sin®
0 0 0 0
a- = , a, =0 (4.33)
—irgzcos©® 0 0 0

rasin® 0 0 0

One has to determine three independent parameters for each field in the rigid Ward
identity. They are fixed by the normalization conditions imposed on the 2-point Green
functions. Vice versa it is seen that for the vectors we could also choose r4 = 1 and
rz = 1 replacing two normalization conditions by the Ward identities of rigid symmetry.

Such a choice corresponds to the minimal on-shell scheme [B1].

Finally the consistency equation between the Ward operators of rigid symmetry and
the ST operator (f:I3) relates the angles appearing in the ST operator to the parameters
of rigid Ward operators. In the parameterization ([.31]) one gets

14 1%
tan O = ¢ tan ©V tan O = £ tan ©V
Z A

2Prh = \/(7«%)2 cos2 OV + L sin? Qv (4.34)

1
)

and similar equations for the parameters of the ghosts and o-fields

cos? ©9 + sin? ©9 (4.35)

(r})” (r%)*

It has to be proven, that these relations can be consistently maintained to all orders of

9
tan ©F = — tan ©Y 2775 =
T
Z

perturbation theory. In the tree approximation they are obviously fulfilled. Furthermore
it is seen, that the normalization constants 2% and z” can be fixed by the Ward identity
of rigid symmetry. Requiring that the external fields transform to all orders just as in the
tree approximation

agw = EBva agw = EBvya (436)

the parameters z° and z” are uniquely determined.

In order to determine the transformation matrices of the B-fields a2, it has to be
observed, that the gauge fixing is linear in propagating fields. Differentiating the func-
tional of 1PI Green functions with respect to B, therefore yields a local expression to all
orders of perturbation theory, which allows to fix the normalization of the B-fields on the

longitudinal parts of the vectors:

or ~ ~ .
@ = gabBb + ]abﬁ‘uvub + Tbc,a(bb(bc + wca(r/)c + wca¢c (437>
Applying the Ward operators of rigid symmetry on this local expression it is seen, that

the transformation of the B,-fields is completely governed by the vectors:

(4.38)
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which reads for the parameters introduced above (f:37)

1 1
ri = T ry = 7 tan ©F = tan 0" (4.39)

One is able to establish rigid symmetry quite trivially on the B-dependent part of the
generating functional. Accordance with rigid symmetry directly restricts the independent

parameters appearing in (f-37). The explicit form is given in section 5.4.

Finally the consistency condition (-13) relates the matrix g, to the rigid transforma-

tions of anti-ghosts:

g . . . . y\—1T

a'gc,a = _glz;)’a'l‘){c’,agc’clT = —(gzv)gﬁgﬁya(gzv)yc (440)
From rigid invariance it is therefore allowed to introduce an arbitrary matrix into the
BRS-transformation of ghosts. From (f.4() it is obvious that such a general ansatz is
related to different field redefinitions of B-fields and anti-ghosts and, finally, vectors and

anti-ghosts.

4.3. The scalar sector

The algebra for the coefficients of the scalar fields has the same form as the one for

the vectors

LIby — b 10, = —fapylybl 5= ¢a,Va, Gasta (4.41)
with (ba)se = bbea. The solution, however, is distinguished from the one of the vector
representation equations due to a different transformation behaviour of scalars with re-
spect to CP: The general solution of the scalar representation equations ([41]) is the

fundamental representation with its equivalence class:

~

b~ 1, (4.42)
with
0 0 0 0 0 —i 0
;o _1foo 1 p_1 0 0 0
7200 =i 0 0 7210 0 0 1
01 0 0 0 0 —1 0
00 —i —1 0 —i 0
110 0 0 ) s1 i 0 0 0
fo== Gty = — 4.43
21 i 0 0 4 0 0 — (4.43)
10 0 0 00 1 0
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It involves in the abelian component an undetermined parameter for each field. The 4-
dimensional representation we have chosen here is equivalent to the complex 2-dimensional
representation, which is usually assigned to the scalars in the tree approximation and
which we have introduced in section 2. The general solution is obtained from the special
solution (f.43) by an equivalence transformation. Because the Ward operators have to
be CP-odd, the transformation matrices have to be real and diagonal. This means, that

mixing between Higgs- and the neutral would-be Goldstone is forbidden in a CP-invariant

theory:
(ba)oe = 200 (ta)pe 2e (4.44)
with
. 0 0 0
0 0 0
Zab = o (4.45)
0 0 zy O
0 0 0 z

We have again suppressed the scalar field indices. The dependence of the representation
matrices on these parameters is quite simple, it is seen that the representation matrices

only involve the ratios

ry = j—; r = j—; . (4.46)

As in the vector sector, rigid symmetry allows independent field redefinitions for each
scalar field. Likewise one can fix the field redefinitions of the charged and CP-odd com-
ponents by the Ward identity of the tree approximation:

ry=1+0dry r,=1+0r, with  dr, = O(h) (4.47)

Finally the consistency condition ([-T3) relates the transformation of the external fields
Y, to the transformation of the propagating fields ¢,, and the transformation of ¢, to the
transformation of ¢,:
bI})/c,oa = bz)c,a bgc,a = bfc,a (448>
which reads for the free parameters involved
Y G =aG¢
G =Y

T T

¢
a
¢
a

q
s T

Because we are free to dispose over the external fields at will, as long as we do not find
any restrictions in the procedure of quantization, we restrict the transformation of the

fields qBa to be the same as the one of the quantum fields.

b = b (4.49)

be,a be,a
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The representation equations of the shifts (U, = Upa, Vpa)

~ F d) ~ ¥ d) . ~ F ~
Uba]bb’ bb’cﬁ - UbB[bb’ bb’ca = —60{57]«/«/’06«/ (450)
are solved by
_ _ g1 _ 1.1 _ 1,1
vy =—v_g = Ur] Uy = 5Ty U vy = —3G%r v (4.51)
S s _ i1 S 1.1 S 1 -1 :
Uy =—0_4 = zCury Uy = 57y CU Uya = —§G¢rx Cv

All the other components vanish according to charge neutrality and CP-invariance. The

free parameters are the shift of the quantum field v and the shift of the external field Cv:

v = 2% cos Oy sin Oy, + O(h) (4.52)

4.4. The fermion sector

The algebra for representation matrices of fermions has the following form:
i pfi fipfi _ _ 2 7 fi
hg hfﬁ - hﬁ h,('i — _EQB'YIFY'YI h,y/
Wbl — bl bl = —éag, Ly 1 (4.53)
From the consistency equation with the Slavnov-Taylor operator it is seen, that the trans-

formation of external fields is governed by the transformation of propagating fields:
hii=nt  hf=hY (4.54)

The matrices (h{jj)ff,, f,f =v,e,u,d, are 4 x 4 matrices and (}E{;)ff,, f,f =e,u,d, are

3 x 3 matrices. CP-invariance implies, that they are imaginary.

Lepton and quark number conservation enables one to treat quarks and leptons sepa-
rately and, actually, one only has to consider 2-dimensional representation matrices. The
non-trivial solution of the algebra is represented by the Pauli-matrices completed by the
unit matrix and its equivalence representations. We know from the tree approximation,
that left-handed fermions transform according to doublets, whereas right-handed fields
transform trivially under SU(2). This transformation behaviour cannot be spoiled in

perturbation theory. Therefore we assign in accordance with the tree approximation
hii ~ z% W~ 0 with a=-+,—,3 (4.55)

0; = l;, ¢; is the index for quarks and leptons. The abelian component is not well-defined
by the algebra, but contains some free parameters. For the nontrivial solution one finds

always one undetermined parameter for left-handed leptons and quarks of each family
_ Glil
o (4.56)
0 G%1
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The singlet solution involves undetermined parameters for each right-handed fermion.

G000
hi=1 0 G0 (4.57)
0 0 iG%

Due to charge conservation and CP-invariance the equivalence transformations are carried
out by diagonal real matrices, which are related in the course of quantization to the field
redefinitions of right- and left-handed fields:

hZ _ izli%(zli)_l th — iZQiT—;(Zqi)_l (4.58)

L 20 a % 0
2 = 2 = 4.59
( 0 z% ) ( 0 2% ) ( )

The singlet representation is independent from field redefinitions. The charged compo-

with

nents of the doublet representation depend on the ratio of field redefinitions carried out
for left-handed up-and down type quarks and left-handed neutrinos and charged leptons,

respectively.
e d;
Z 3 1
r., = Tq, = (460)

! Vi ! AL

Having analysed the general structure of SU(2)xU (1) operators it is obvious, that rigid
symmetry does not restrict the number of independent field redefinitions. Therefore it is
allowed to impose independent normalization conditions for the propagating physical fields

as well as for the would-be Goldstones and ¢m-ghosts without spoiling rigid symmetry.

4.5. The algebraic characterization of an abelian local Ward operator

The algebraic analysis of the last sections has shown that the SU(2)-components of
the rigid Ward operators are uniquely fixed up to equivalence transformations, which are
related to field redefinitions of the different fields in question. The abelian component Wy,
however, involves several free parameters, which in higher orders appear as instabilities of
the abelian subgroup and have to be determined. If we assume now, that the instabilities
of the Ward operator are indeed the only breakings which appear in higher orders, then
one is able to fix some of the free parameters to all orders of perturbation theory. But
there are left the parameters which correspond to lepton and quark family conservation,
and it is obvious that they remain independent parameters of the abelian rigid Ward

operator.
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When one constructs the electroweak standard model from gauge invariance these
parameters are determined on the gauge transformation by the Gell-Mann Nishijima
relation, which ensures that the photon couples to the electromagnetic current. In the
course of renormalization the gauge symmetries are broken and the role of gauge symmetry
is taken over by BRS-symmetry and the Slavnov-Taylor identity. Via the nilpotency
properties it contains also the algebraic structure of the group in the external field part.
When solving the Slavnov-Taylor identity it is seen that one is lead to representation
equations for the BRS-transformations, which have the same form as the ones we have
solved for establishing rigid operators. It turns out, that the abelian component is also not
uniquely defined in the solution of the Slavnov-Taylor identity. In fact one finds the free
parameters which correspond to lepton and quark family conservation to be undetermined
as well. Leaving them as free parameters the photon will not couple properly to the
electromagnetic current but also on the currents associated with lepton and quark family
conservation. For this reason we have to use a local Ward identity in addition to the
Slavnov-Taylor identity for defining the gauge transformations of the abelian component
in an appropriate way. The local Ward identity of electromagnetic symmetry has non-
abelian components and does not exist in renormalizable gauges. Therefore we have to
use the abelian Ward operator for fixing the undetermined parameters continuing the

Gell-Mann Nishijima relation on a functional level to all orders of perturbation thery.

As we have already mentioned the Ward identities, which correspond to charge con-
servation and conservation of lepton and quark family number are not affected by renor-

malization. Therefore the identity
Np
(Wem + Z (glini + ng'qu'))F =0 (461)
i=1

is valid to all orders of perturbation theory with arbitrary parameters g;, and g,,. Adding
the general Ward operators W3 and W, in a way that for vectors and scalars the electro-

magnetic Ward operator arises and the shifts vanish

W = W5+ G8W4 (4.62)
one gets by using (f-6])) the following identity, when acting on the functional I':
W = / ( Z (G — G — GPYaF—2 4 i — G )aR-L
G Y R SdR
— 0
+i(GY — Gl — GPYeR-L 4 h.c.)>r (4.63)
delt

)

If one assumes, that these are the only breakings of the rigid Ward operators, which arise

in higher orders, then the coefficients appearing therein have to vanish to all orders of

44



perturbation theory, because they can be independently tested on non-vanishing vertices
of the classical action, namely on the scalar interaction, the fermion masses and the gauge
fixing:

GY = G¥ + G° G = @i G = Gl (4.64)
These relations just state that the charges of leptons and quarks of each family differ by
one unit, which is determined by the charge of the W, . The final abelian Ward operator

acting on I' takes the form:

Np
WAT = (Wem = Ws + 3 (Wi, + 95 W) )T (4.65)

i=1
with undetermined parameter g;, and g,. Here we have also chosen the overall normal-
ization appropriately, i.e. G = 1. The problem of deriving a local Ward identity in
connection with the abelian subgroup is therefore not well-posed, but has to be restated
by requiring to have a local Ward identity in connection with the electromagnetic current.

Defining the local Ward operator connected with electromagnetic current conservation by
wff = Wepn — W3 with Wiz — W, = /(Wg — Wem) (4.66)

it is seen that it is algebraically unique up to a total derivative acting on the differentiation

with respect to the abelian combination of vector fields. The operator

. 1,0 . 1,6
W = gw¥ — @857 sin®Y — 385_14 cos ©Y (4.67)

commutes with the Slavnov-Taylor operator and the Ward operators of rigid symmetry:
[WE W] =0 spwal = WES(I) =0 for any T (4.68)

The final version of the abelian Ward identity we have to prove to all orders of perturbation
theory takes the form

w — iﬁi sin®" — iﬁi cosOV | T = i|Z|B sin©®Y + i|Z|B cos©Y (4.69)

g ry 07 ry JA oy d rY A '

with 7Y%, 7Y% and ©V determined on the charged rigid SU(2) Ward identities (F:31). It
involves an overall normalization parameter, which depends on the parametrization one
has chosen and in higher orders on the normalization condition of the coupling. In the
QED-like on-shell schemes it is given by

e

G = O(h) (4.70)

cos Oy

The Ward identity (.69) has to be established in higher orders of perturbation theory,
in order to fix the undetermined parameters appearing in the action as a consequence of
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the instability of the abelian subgroup. These instabilities are connected with the fact,
that it is not possible to algebraically distinguish between gauging the electromagnetic
current and the currents associated with lepton and quark familiy conservation. If we
were not able to establish the abelian local Ward identity to all orders we had to impose
a normalization condition for one charged-fermion photon vertex of each family, but we
would loose thereby the control if the gauge symmetry is indeed the electromagnetic
symmetry and not the current associated with lepton and quark family conservation,

which one gauges in higher orders.

These observations have important consequences for the construction of the gauge
fixing and ghost sector: In order to identify the abelian Ward identity according to (f.64)
and ([.68) rigid SU(2) x U(1) Ward identities have to be established. The gauge fix-
ing sector has therefore to be constructed with the help of the external scalar fields as
introduced in section 2.2. In this procedure the number of independent gauge param-
eters is restricted. In order to avoid infrared divergent counterterms for the ¢m-ghosts
one is forced to introduce in higher orders an independent ghost angle, which appears in
the Slavnov-Taylor identity and the Ward identities of rigid symmetry via different field

redefinitions of vectors and antighosts as derived in ([.40).

5. The general local solution of the Slavnov-Taylor identity and
rigid symmetries

5.1. The normalization conditions

As we have outlined in section 2, the construction of higher orders proceeds by proving,
that it is possible to adjust local contributions in such a way, that the functional of
1PI Green functions is invariant under the ST identity and the Ward identities of rigid
symmetry. Local contributions are algebraically separated into two classes: invariants of
the symmetry and non-invariant contributions (cf. (8:)). The coefficients of the invariants
have to be fixed by appropriate normalization conditions and vice versa it has to be shown,
that the normalization conditions one wants to impose for a proper particle interpretation

only dispose of invariant coefficients.

We impose for all physical fields on-shell conditions as given in the literature (see
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e.g. [B]). For vectors and scalars they read on the 2-point functions

RelL_(p)|o_pz, = 0 Rel' ,(0°)| o nrz 6.1
F£A(P2)|p2:o =0 R€FHH(P2)|pz:m§{ =

The photon and the Z-boson are not distinguished by quantum numbers and mix from

1-loop order onwards. Therefore they have to be separated on-shell:

FEA(p2)|p2:O = O R‘ergA(p2)|p2:M% = 0 (52)

The Higgs and the neutral would-be Goldstone are distinguished by their transformation
properties under CP. For this reason the respective conditions for scalars are valid by
construction in a CP-invariant theory. The transversal part of the vector 2-point functions
is defined according to

(N N
ppf )be—ppf Tt (5.3)

FVGI»L‘/Z)V = _(n;u/ —

For the unstable particles the counterterms are fixed by the requirement that the real
part of the 2-point functions is vanishing. This prescription has to be reanalysed [[I{], if
one constructs the S-matrix and especially wants to prove gauge parameter independence
of physical quantities. For the construction of finite Green functions it is certainly a well-
defined normalization condition, which continues the tree approximation of the on-shell

scheme to higher orders in a proper form.

Because the residua are finally canceled when constructing the S-matrix, there is quite
some arbitrariness involved in the respective normalization conditions. In the complete
on-shell scheme the residua of all physical particles are fixed at the pole position. In
order to avoid on-shell infrared divergencies we modify the complete on-shell scheme by
introducing a normalization point x2 for each vector and impose for the transversal part

of the vectors:

Redp T _(0)|ompe, =1 Redpl7(0°)]ome =1 Redpelia(0)|ome =1 (5:4)

p*=k

In this form they allow to switch between different normalization conditions by adjusting
k2. As we have already mentioned two of these normalization conditions can be replaced
by the Ward identities of rigid symmetry, which corresponds to the minimal on-shell

scheme.

Finally one has to specify normalization conditions for the residua of the scalars,
which is carried out similarly as above. As it will be seen from the general solution of
the ST identity also the residua of unphysical Goldstone bosons are not fixed by the ST
identity, but could be fixed on the Ward identities of rigid symmetry. Because they are not
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considered in external legs in physical scattering processes, the divergencies appearing in
dimensional regularization are often subtracted according to the MS scheme. In order to
remain quite general in the construction we impose normalization conditions on arbitrary

normalization points p?:

Reapzr_,__(p » =1 Red ZFHH( » =1 Reo QFXX( )| 2 = =1 (5.5)

)|p =y )|p =py p? =Hx

The normalization conditions for fermions are listed in the literature quite generally

also for the case, that there is CP-violation via the CKM matrix [B§]. They simplify
considerably, if one assumes lepton and quark family conservation. Decomposing the

fermion 2-point functions according to
Trp = PT0°)5(1—5) +PUE (%) 5(1 +75) — my 1T (p°)
= p—my, + P55 0°)5(1 =) + PS5 (1 +95) — mpISE (R (5.6)
the on-shell conditions read
Re(T(0") = TF (0" Dlacz =0 Re(TE(P") =TF @)l =0 (5:7)

They impose pole conditions on the Dirac spinors and forbid parity violation for the on-
shell propagators. On-shell residua are endangered by infrared divergencies as it is the

case in QED with a massless photon. We therefore introduce off-shell conditions:

Redy: (°TF (%) + p’T £ (0°) ] oz = 1 (5.8)

Just by construction of vertex functions it is ensured that
'y =0 (5.9)
which forbids to introduce linear Higgs field terms into the local contributions of higher
order corrections.

For proving unitarity of the physical S-matrix we have also to impose normalization
conditions on the unphysical fields. The poles of propagators of the longitudinal parts of
the vectors, of the unphysical would-be Goldstones and the Faddeev-Popov ghosts are seen
to be related by the ST identity. The normalization conditions on the poles of unphysical

particles are most easily established on the Faddeev-Popov fields and read:
Rele, e (P°)ocpaz, =0 Relepe, (0)ocgunrz =0 Tepes(p?)]omg =0 (5.10)
Furthermore one has to require on-shell separation for neutral ghosts

R6FEZCA(p2)|p2:CZM% = 0 FEZcA(p2)|p2:0

(5.11)
ReFEAcz(p2)|p2:CZM% - O FEACZ(p2)|p2:O frd
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Finally we impose also normalization conditions on the residua of the ghost propagators:

R68P2F5+Cf (p2)|p2—/42 =1 Red ZFCZCZ( )|p2—n2 =1 Red ZFCACA( )|p2:n?4 =1 (512)

Solving the ST identity for the most general local action which is compatible with UV
dimension 4, the parameters, which are fixed order to order by normalization conditions,
have to be free parameters in terms of which all the other couplings are determined. The

local contributions which are fixed by the above normalization conditions are given by
g = [(-HVE — VIZL @ — Vi) + VMV
+ 10r 9. 25,0, — 2M7 H? (x)
+IZEFRLE AZE FROLE - M (FRFE + TR D)
— o Z% Ocy, — Ea./\/lgbcb> (5.13)

The matrices and parameters are chosen in accordance with charge neutrality and CP-
invariance, especially Z> is a diagonal matrix. In perturbation theory the parameters are

order by order determined by the above normalization conditions:

Zy = la+0Zg, Zf 1+6Zf (5.14)

Zh = Ia+02y Zp = 140Zf

and respective expressions for the Higgs mass and fermion masses
M3 = m3 + dmy My, =my, + dmy, (5.15)

The vector mass matrix is non-diagonal and can be decomposed into an orthogonal matrix

and a diagonal matrix:

0 M+_ 0 O M+_ - MT%V_'_(SMI%V
M, Myy = M2+ 0M2
Mmooty | M 0 Y 0 0y i M z+0Mz
0 0 My, 0 Msig = 0
0 0 0 Maa 0 = 0+90
(5.16)

M3,, M%,m3 and my, are the physical masses of the particles. The explicit form of
the local counterterms is of course dependent on the way one has constructed the finite
renormalized 1PI Green functions. The objects we are able to talk about in a scheme
independent way are the finite Green functions. Constructing them in accordance with the
symmetries, they are finally governed by the normalization conditions and are independent

of the scheme, one has used for subtracting the divergencies. Especially the conditions
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for separating massless and massive particle at p* = 0 (B4)

Lza(p® =0) =T 44(p?
FEACZ (p2 = O) = FEZCA (p2 = 0) = FEACA (p2

0) = 0 (5.17)
0) = 0

have to be established on the finite 2-point functions in order to be able to carry out in-
frared finite higher order calculations. In the BPHZL scheme, which treats massless par-
ticles quite systematically, these normalization conditions are implemented in the scheme.
One has therefore §0%P#4L = (). In dimensional regularization these normalization con-

ditions have to be carefully implemented by adjusting e.g. J64™.

5.2. The symmetry transformations and the general action

For finding the invariant counterterms, which are added order by order in perturbation

theory to the nonlocal contributions, we have to solve the ST identity and the Ward

gen

o » which is compatible

identities of rigid symmetry for the most general local action I
with renormalizability by power counting (cf. (B-H) and (B1)).

SIg") =0 WaIg") =0 (5.18)

For solving these equations one could proceed in a perturbative expansion, but as for
the Ward operators of rigid symmetry such a treatment disguises the simple algebraic

structure of the final solution, hence we proceed differently.

For the ST operator and the Ward operators we take the general operators as they are
determined by consistency and by the SU(2) x U(1)-algebra in section 3 from the general
ansatz (f.21)) and ([.29). The ST operator is written in the following form:

1 or 1 or
— g g I _ _ -
S(I) —/((Qzaucz + T4A8“CA)(TZ Sln@éZ“ + - cos @5Au) (5.19)
5T /1 o0 1 . 60y o0 1 ,, 60 , of
+%(a COS@@ — ESIH@E) E—det g (T4AE —T42E)

PR S . SR S SR S B
St oW, _ " 8p" 0W,s | b0y dc_ | do_bcy | 6Y, " Sou

N,

£, 6T 6T 6L 6T

+ — —— + —
Z((swg offt syl otk

i=1
or or )

+ h.c.)

Ba v _15Aa —-— e
+ (T )aagb55b+q6¢a

The Ward operators involve the representation matrices of the fundamental and adjoint
representation with their equivalence classes (cf. ({.24),({.42) and (4.57)). Because the
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abelian Ward operator is related to the nonabelian neutral Ward operator Wj and to
the operators of global unbroken symmetries W,,, and W,,, W,, according to equ. (£.63),
we only have to consider the non-abelian Ward operators for establishing rigid symmetry
(. =+,—,3).

- T )
— VAT =~ V\-1T 1a v
Wa = Tt [ o (VIO 052 T + Bl it 0 e 5m(5.20)
) . )
+cp (71!1){55570:’ (Tg);clT[cc’ — + Eb((sg)b_ﬁlgﬁvo/ 59«,0100' —
5C / 600’
; 15 ) . .
+ (rbsgbb + 5Hbv)tbc,a’/rcs cc’ 5¢c + )/;)Tb tbc’a/’f’cslcclé—}/c/
A s . 1~ 0 - 1 0
+ (r5¢b + CvéHb)tbc,a’rc 1Icc’ + qbrbstbc,a’rf 1106/5
+ pge I 0 + € I 0
B By, OBEBy,a/ byy'
v Ly 5 ol Y 50.’\/,
+Z Z (FL 04 ZTO‘ i)_ 5_ _ g T6i,é7—_a/(,r,5i)—lF5L
i=1d=l,q 5F5€ 5F6[; 2 '
BB (5 —1”_0/ 5 0 0 o sn1lTo suR
+ Wit (r®) 5 r 5\11_5 5\Ilg(r ) 5 r \If(;i)

There we have parameterized the equivalence classes of rigid transformations by rV, r°

) Tg
and 7!, r% taking into account, that we are able to determine field redefiniton matrices

up to invariant matrices. According to ([.31)) and (f:33) we define the matrix r¥" by

10 0 0
01 0 0
- | (5.21)
0 0 rzcos® —rysin®
0 0 rzsin® 1714 cos0

The equivalent transformations for scalars and fermions are chosen as in (f.4) and (£-60):

P50 0 0
1
e rd = 0 (5.22)
0 0 10 0 r,
0 0 08

Furthermore the vector transformations in the ST operator (f.19) are parametrized in
agreement with the relations gained from the consistency between the general Ward op-
erators and the ST operator (cf. (.34) and ([£.3)). The transformation matrix of ghosts
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is defined by

1 0 0 0
01 0 0

rd, = (5.23)
00 ri, ri,

00 r{, r,
Here we have disposed over the invariant abelian parameter by taking the linear BRS-
transformation of vector fields into the transformation matrix. The parameters in the
nonlinear transformations of the neutral ghosts are then chosen in accordance with nilpo-
tency and the consistency relation. Finally we have splitted the matrix g,, which governs
the BRS-transformations of antighosts into the rigid transformation matrices of B-fields

and antighosts:

Jab = (1) 23098 (5.24)
The rigid transformations of antighosts are determined from the consistency condition as
related to 0Gap.

gen

With these operators we have to act on I'; ",

which consists of all local field polynomials
compatible with UV-dimension 4. (See the appendix for quantum numbers.) For finding
the invariant counterterms we do not use a specific scheme for treating massless particles.
If the parameters of the bilinear action (p.I3)) are indeed free parameters, it is ensured, that
we are able to establish all normalization conditions, especially the ones for separating
massless and massive particles at p> = 0. Further restrictions on T'/" are neutrality
with respect to electric and Faddeev-Popov charge ([.14)) and lepton and quark family
conservation (f.13)

Wern L9 =0 w,rs" =0

Wy D%" = 0 W,T%" = 0

cl cl

(5.25)

According to lepton and quark family conservation one is able to restrict the analysis to
CP-invariant field polynomials. From formal unitarity it is required, that local contribu-
tions are hermitean:

o = poent (5.26)

c c

The general ansatz for I'Y" is quite lengthy. For the purpose of the present paper we
explicitly give only the most general external field part. When solving (p.1§) it is seen
that the solution is traced back to representation equations for the general couplings of
the external field part. Finally it has to be shown that these couplings as well as the ST
identity and the Ward operators of rigid symmetry are uniquely determined as functions
of those parameters of which one disposes by the normalization conditions (p-I3). Vice
versa the bilinear part of the action cannot possibly be restricted by the ST identity and
rigid symmetry, because otherwise unitarity and particle interpretation of the field theory
is endangered.
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We start the presentation of the general classical solution in the vector, scalar and
fermion part of the action. Having established there the ST identity, rigid invariance
follows as a consequence with well determined coefficients of rigid transformations for
vectors, scalars and fermions. The gauge fixing sector can then be established in accor-
dance with rigid invariance and allows to compute the ghost sector and at the same time
the transformation parameters of ghosts and antighosts. The procedure for adjusting
symmetric local contributions as outlined here in the abstract approach has to be done

exactly the same way in practice when calculating order by order in perturbation theory.

5.3. The vector-scalar and fermion part of the action

In this section we present the general solution of the ST identity in the vector, scalar
and fermion part of the action, which can be solved in combination with the external field
part self-consistently. The bilinear part of the most general local action T'Y/" is given in
(b-13). Because the parameters appearing therein are fixed by normalization conditions,
they should not be determined in the course of the calculations. For this reason we
redefine the vector and scalar fields in such a way, that the bilinear part takes a simple

form:
o _ Viy/so oR _ z R
vua - Zabvua fz - Zfifi

$e = 2ida fr =zt

In a first step we have to show that these parameters are uniquely determined from the

(5.27)

parameters appearing in the bilinear part of the action I'{;", we fix by the normalization
conditions. Due to CP-invariance all field redefinitions can be chosen real. Fermion
und scalar field redefinitions are determined on the kinetic parts up to a sign, which is

irrelevant in perturbation theory and can finally be adjusted in the tree approximation:

0 22 0 0
2 R _ 32
e B 4 = A (5.28)
0 0 2 0 7k = 2
0 0 0 2

Because photon and Z-boson are not distinguished by any quantum numbers, the vector
redefinition matrix nondiagonal in the neutral sector. We parameterize this matrix as in
(E20):

zw 0 0

0 2w 0 0

. (5.29)
0 0 zzcosbz; —zusinfy

vV _
Rab =

0 0 =zzsinfz; 2z4cosby
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On the kinetic parts z), is determined up to an orthogonal matrix:

2y = 2 Tz = (00)2Y )0 L (0(0)2),, (5.30)

aa’

This remaining orthogonal matrix can be fixed on the vector mass matrix. Requiring M9,

to be diagonal

0 Mg* 0 0
Mg? 0 0 0

0 0 Mg* 0

0 0 0 Mg?

o= (2 ) Maw (2" )y, with Mg, = (5.31)

finally determines 2Y, uniquely up to signs. Transforming likewise the masses of the

fermions and the Higgs into bare masses:
m§, = 2ﬁlzﬁlei my® = Mz 2 (5.32)

the bilinear part of the action is transformed into the standard form expressed in terms of
bare quantities, which depend by definition on the arbitrary field redefinitions 2%, 27, 2,

and Zy,.
M = [ (RO = 0VIZYO Vi~ O Vi) VMYV
+ 1000 25,0,00 — M7 H? ()
HIZR ISR+ iZE FEORE = My (R SE+ FRED))
= [(HOV VI a0V, — 0V VMY

+ 30" 920,y — miTH? (x)

TP A FI i (TS 4 R0 (539

These redefinitions are carried out throughout in I'Y;" by redefining also all the arbitrary

couplings appearing therein as we did it for the masses. At the same time we have to

transform the original fields into bare fields in the ST identity and the Ward identities of

rigid symmetry. The arbitrary field redefinitions appearing thereby are absorbed into a
redefinition of parameters and external fields:

me = Zﬁflpua w%R = Zﬁlwﬁ

o __ s—1 oL _ -1, L

Yo = % Y wfi = ch 7bei

a

(5.34)

The bare parameters are defined via the representation matrices of rigid invariance:
(TOV)_léa(T‘OV) — zV(T‘V)_ éaTV(ZV)_l
(TOS)_ltAa(T‘OS) — zS(T‘S)_lfaT‘S(ZS)_I

(r%) "y (ro%) = zf(r‘si)_lTar‘si (20)7! (5.35)



We are now ready to apply the ST operator on I'Y;". The computation is quite lengthy,
therefore we only quote the final result and the crucial equations. Most important for the

solution is the external field part of the general action:

en 1
Fgmt fo— / (_ﬁaafa,bccbcc
_'_pfu:u( /o!z]b&“Cb + d; chE)OHCC) + YZIO( ab, C¢ch + Uabcb)

+Z DN aCa — TPV g1 o Ca

+ w;/LfORhf factl .ﬁORw;fh;%f/7aca)> (536)

For simplicity we have suppressed the interaction polynomials of external scalars (ﬁa.

These polynomials are considered in the context of the gauge fixing and ghost sector.

The arbitrary coupling matrices are restricted by the global symmetries (5.27), com-
plex conjugation (5.2§) and CP-invariance. We have already carried out the transforma-
tion into bare fields for vectors, scalars and fermions and the respective external fields

and have transformed at the same time the original couplings into primed couplings (see
(B:37).

Via the ST identity the couplings of the vector, scalar and fermion part of the general
action are determined as functions of the coupling matrices appearing in the external field

part and of the parameters of the ST identity. Explicitly they depend on the following

combinations:
~0 _ oV =1/ g—1 oV V—-1zg9—-1
aa,bc - (T )aaaabc’zcc’ - ZW(T )aaaabcl’zb’b Zee!
! ~g—1 1
Zb7c = tab c’zg = Zaa’ta'b’ ’Zl;s;b 1Zg
o _ . z9-1_ _S 59—1
Voe = Uac’ Rete = Raa/Va' ' Zere
o1 _ ~g—1 ~g—1
ffle — ff’c cc —Zfo/ hff’c cc
he,. = 391 = 2,55 R, 55) (5.37)
ffle — ff’c e T RfFf ff’c c'c :

z9 denotes a ghost transformation matrix which arises from the linear part of vector
transformations and the matrix 7°": Vector transformations consist of the linear part ap-
pearing in the ST identity 7§, and the linear part of the nonlinear vector transformations,
agy = 2wy, @ = +, =, 3:

Z = Z ). lfa ol + (1Y)t s (5.38)

a,al =

+,—,3

Evaluating the ST identity one finds, that the couplings defined in (5.37) have to
satisfy the following equations:
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e On the part containing the 4-dimensional vector polynomials a

o

ove 18 determined to

be completely antisymmetric and is seen to be the solution of the Jacobi identity:

A0 ____r0 __ r0
Qape = ~Qpge = Apeq (539>

~0 T 20 ~0 T soO ~0 T noO _
aabc_[aa/ab/a/c/ + aacc’Iaa’ab’a’b _'_ aac’blaa’ab’a’c — O

On the scalar-vector part, which contains the bare mass matrix as defined in (p.31),

the matrix v?, is determined in terms of the bare masses:

~ P2 = Mg
Mgb = Ia/b/'l}g/a'l}g/b — ('U;Z)2 = M§2 (540)

(U;A>2 =0
Therefrom it follows that the mass of the photon has to vanish and is not an inde-

pendent parameter of the theory:

M$? =0 (5.41)

o

ab.c have to be antisymmetric in the scalar indices

The matrices t

Zb,c - - (l;a,c (542)
and satisfy the following representation equations:
t(b)a7bllaaltglc7cl - tga,c’laa/tg’c,b’ = _a’(b)’c’a’la/atgc,a (543)
and
tl?a,b’laa’vgfc’ — tl?a,c'laa’vgfb' = _dglcla/ a/avga (544)
In the fermion part of the action we find on the bare mass terms
Tra=hfra (5.45)

for all massive fermions f = e, u,d. Because the kinetic terms of bare fields are

normalized, one has furthermore

. . f = v u
Yo =—h% 5.46
11+ Iy o= e d (5.46)
In addition one gets the following representation equations for each family:
;%f’,b ?”%f”,c - ?‘3&'/’6 ;%f”,b == _dgcallaa/ h?‘lf//’a (547)

7 oi o1 7 01 o1 ~0 T 1ot
frpthp e = ey = _abca'lalahff"va
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It is straightforward to solve these equations: Due to (5:39) a3, are qualified as

abc

structure constants of SU(2) x U(1) and are related to the structure constants €,4, by:
g = 95€aprOaaliy ) Opp(0) Ore (Oy) (5.48)

0%, and g9 are at this stage two arbitrary parameters, which parameterize the two remain-
ing parameters of the coupling matrix a2,.. Therefore the representation equations (p-43)
and (p.44) are equivalent to equs. (f.41]) and (f.50) and their solutions can be read off
from the solutions ([L51) and ({.44):

tgc,a = ggfbc,aOaa(egﬂ Vpy = Vpo Oaa (0 (5.49)

Here we have already used that antisymmetry (p.43) singles out from the equivalence class
the antisymmetric solution. Most important are the solutions of the shift equations, which
relate the remaining undetermined parameters to the masses of Z-boson and W-boson.
Inserting the relations (F40) into (f51)) determines G, 69, and v°:

i sin 6,

o M o 2 o o
cos ¢ :MV; G? = cosb7 v :g—SMZCOSQW (5.50)

(The signs of cos 0, and v° are chosen in accordance with the tree approximation.) Only

the nonabelian coupling g9 remains undetermined.

In the same way the representation equations of the fermion matrices (5.47) are equiv-

alent to equs. ([.53) we have solved in equs. ({.53), (f.50) and ([.57). The relation (5.44)

singles out the antisymmetric solution:
ho o oT_‘f‘ ho 6 s 0'— 551
o= i 2= gy (5.51)
. ) : 1
he% = ig9(cos 93[,% + sin 9%,6‘625)
1
hed = ig3(—sin egvg + cos 05, G )

is the solution of the doublet representation and

1G9 0 0
hg = igSsin 6y, 0 «G" 0
0 0 iG%
iG 0 0
h% = igScosf%y | 0 iGu 0 (5.52)
0 0 G4

is the solution of the singlet representation. There we have introduced a matrix notation

as in section 3.4 (§; = l;, ¢;). Although it is not relevant for perturbation theory, we want
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to mention, that on the mass terms doublet and singlet representations are distinguished.
The ST identity is only solved, if we assign to one chirality the doublet representation
and to the second the singlet representation. Inserting furthermore the relation (f.49),

which relates the algebraically undetermined parameters of the abelian subgroup, yields
immediately the relations (f.64). With (p.50) they read

1 1 1
S(-tanOf + G =G C(tan®f +GM) =GN S(tan©f, + GY) = G (5.53)

As expected we remain with one undetermined parameter for each lepton and quark

family. Parameterizing G% by the electric charge, Q. = —1,Qq = —%, and an remainder

9s; 5
GY% = —tan}, (2Qq + 1 +2g,) G = —tanf}, (2Q. + 1+ 2g;,) (5.54)

it is seen that the free parameters correspond to coupling the Noether currents of lepton

and quark family conservation to the photon.

Finally the angle ©°, which appears as a free parameter in the ST identity is deter-

mined as function of the bare vector mass ratio by inverting the relation between a2, and
dlabc, o = +’ ) 3
~O - O o onl 1
ay, = —igycosly = —cosO°ay, —; (5.55)
rz A+
1
dap— = igysiny, = ——sin©%y, _ —— (5.56)
TA “H+
le.
o Ti o
tan ©° = —= tandy, (5.57)
Iz

On the ST identity it is not possible to fix 79" and 79", but they are determined by using

rigid symmetry.

Having solved the above equations the action of vectors, scalars and fermions and the

external field part is determined from the ST identity
STsw +Tits) =0 (5.58)

without having specified the ghost redefinition matrices and without using rigid or local
gauge symmetry. Ingredients are only nilpotency of the ST identity, the bare form of
the bilinear action, which states especially that there are massive vector bosons, and the
global symmetries as charge neutrality and lepton and quark family number conservation.
Explicitly we find as solution of the ST identity in the vector, fermion and scalar sector

the following general action expressed in terms of bare fields:

F%’ESW(V;? ¢Z> fz’o) = FYM(VQO) + Fscalar( Z’ ‘/ao) + FYuk( 27 fz’o) + Fmatter(v;o> fz’o) (559)
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with

1 i
Ty = = / G laor G (5.60)
1 m02 MO
Puwtar = [ (D491 D,0% — g7 (27182 + 4= 1L prey?

Np _ L L
Fmatter = Z /(E?LZDE?L + F(ZOiLiDF(;iL + inRiniOR)
=1
Np B go
Pyw = =Y [(mpfese+—22

+ mg, Fgl®uf® 4+ mg Fol@°d?™ + hic.))

o 1oL §0 ,,0R

For notational convenience we have rewritten the 4-vector of scalars ¢? into the complex
scalar doublet ®° and ®°. The structure of the individual ST-invariant terms is the same
as in the tree approximation. Therefore it is seen that the information on the SU(2)xU(1)
algebra is completely transfered to the ST identity. Because the bare form of the action
has been fixed, the covariant derivatives are immediately computed as functions of My,
and M7. The weak mixing angle in its bare form 6y, is defined by the bare vector mass
ratio Me

cos by, = Mmg/ (5.61)
and is not an independent parameter of the theory (cf. (5.50)). From the above construc-

tion it is obvious, that the broken theory is considered and characterized in its own right

and one never refers to the underlying symmetric theory.

GI = OualB3)(OV — V)t 8T Op (0 Ose B WV (5.62)

o o . of T o 0 o o o \/i 0
D, = 9,0 —ng(?Oaa(é’W)—tan9W04a(9W))VW(® + 2 <M§V>)
wrol o g0 T_Oé o oL Géi o op oL _
DUERE = (0" —ig(55 Oual i )Vi" + - Oual O3V FZF - 6 =1g

1

DR = (0" + ig§§(tan Oy + G(Si))fiROm(@ﬁv)Vf” £ = e, d;
1

DA = (9 gy (— tan By + GO PROwB )V o=,

The external field part depends on the ghost redefinition matrices a.%, and r4,. In accor-

dance with rigid symmetry (p.23)) we introduce the following notation
af, = 2y Lagrd, (5.63)

These parameters will be finally fixed in the ghost sector on the bilinear parts of the

ghosts:

o
gen 2g g2 A g g
Fegct.f. _/<_ZW50-a5aﬁfyrﬁbcbrfyccc
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000 2 (Tag0"r8ych + 9580, Opn(05 )V 14

1
+g2(YOT( 22Wr9 — 2tan9Wr4a))ca(<I>

(MW>) +h.c.) (5.64)

+ Z( Z \IIOR 92 _aéeraa + G5 _T4a>caFOZ~L
=1 0=l,q

1
+ w0L1922(tan 0%, + G')edfrd c,
- 1
+ wgfiggﬁ(tan 0%, + GYdoPrd cq
7oL 01 0 q;
+ 1y, 1922( tan 05, + G4 udfr],c, + h.c.)

The general form of the ST-invariant action is obtained by transforming the bare field
into the original fields according to (p-27). The parameters of the bilinear action remain
arbitrary as we did not to have to dispose on them when solving the ST identity. Only
the bare mass of the photon is determined as zero from the ST identity and is not an

independent parameter of the theory.

Besides the ghost redefinition matrix r2, (p-3§) there remain undetermined the non-
abelian coupling g3 and the fermion couplings G% and G%. In order to embed the structure
of quantum electrodynamics into the standard model they have to be fixed on the local
abelian Ward identity as given in ([.66) and ([.67), remaining with one free parameter
g9, which can be finally adjusted to the fine structure constant in the Thompson limit.

For this reason the Ward identities of rigid invariance have to be established.

The solution of the ST identity I'tsgy, in the vector, scalar and fermion sector as
given above is immediately seen to be invariant under rigid symmetry. Applying the
Ward operators W,, (B:20) on I'’y,, determines uniquely the matrices of equivalence
transformations:

V' =0005,) =1 %=1 (5.65)

For the parameter v°, which appears as a free parameter in the Ward operators, one gets

2MG
00— OW (5.66)
93
Inverting the relations (p.33) finally yields 5,7V r% as functions of masses and field
redefinitions:
A
'z = —— cos(byy + 92)\/1 + tan(0, + 0z) tan(6, + 04)
w
ra = ZZ—A sin(65, + 9A)\/1 + cot(6% + 0z) cot (B + 0a)
w
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tan© = \/tan(ﬁﬁv +6z) tan(65, + 64) (5.67)

and

1
rf = —zf T, = z Tg = (5.68)

2y 2, Zu
The shift parameter v as defined in (f.51)) is determined on the general classical action to
_ 2y

952H

v

(5.69)

gen

The Ward identities of rigid symmetry hold then without further restrictions on I'fgy,

and 777 .

One is now ready to apply the local Ward operator w? ([£67). Requiring the Ward
identity ({.69) to be valid on the I'&igy, + T}

1 1) . 1 ) en en

(glwf — @85—2 sin©®" — 385_/1 cos @V> (TEsw +T%i) =0 (5.70)

determines G% and G% as functions of the electric charge of the charged leptons (Q. = —1)

and down-type quarks (Qq = —%):
G = —tany, (2Qq + 1) G = —tan69,(2Q. + 1) (5.71)

The overall normalization constant g; is determined on the general classical action as
function of the nonabelian coupling g9, the wave function renormalization and the bare

masses:

tan(6f, +604)

tan(6f, +0z) (5:72)

g1 = Zw g5 tan H%J

After having applied the local Ward identity there remains only one coupling g9, which
is not fixed on the mass terms and by symmetries. In a QED-like parametrization this
coupling is determined by the fine structure constant, which measures the interaction

strength of the photon to the electromagnetic current in the Thompson limit:

u(p)Leen, (p P, 0)u(p)|omp,z = ieti(p)yuu(p) (5.73)

In the tree approximation this relation yields

B=——+0(h) (5.74)

sin QW

Respectively one can parameterize the bare coupling ¢g$ by the electromagnetic bare cou-
pling e and the bare mass ratio of W- and Z-boson
6O

g5 = Ty with  with e’ =e+de (5.75)
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Transforming the bare fields of the general action back to original fields and expanding
the free parameters in perturbation theory determines the symmetric local contributions
r EZ?, (B.3), which are in agreement with the ST identity, rigid symmetry and the local Ward
identity, as specified by algebra and nilpotency. Since some combinations of parameters
(b-67) explicitly enter as parameters the symmetry operators, also the explicit form of the

ST identity and the Ward identities is modified in higher orders of perturbation theory.

In concrete calculation it is wideley used that dimensional regularization is an invariant
scheme if parity is conserved. Under such circumstances only the symmetric counterterms
appearing in the general ST-invariant action would appear as counterterms in the I'cfy,
which governs the calculation of Green functions in the Gell-Mann Low formula. The
Feynman rules of the vector, scalar and fermion part derived from such a symmetric
I'crs are listed for example in [B7 and have exploited in constructing ST-invariant 1-loop
Green functions in the physical sector. Furthermore, if one had an invariant scheme, the
parameters of the ST identity and the Ward identity would be related to the respective
counterterms in renormalized perturbation theory as derived in (p.67), (b.68) and (5.79).
Of course a necessary prerequisite of exploiting such relations is the complete construction
of the ST identity, the rigid symmetries and the local abelian gauge Ward identity order
by order in perturbation theory for all Green functions involved, especially also for the
ones of the ghost sector. In the next sections we outline the construction of the gauge
fixing and ghost sector in the classical approximation and in higher orders, taking care in

preserving the Ward identities of rigid and local gauge invariance.

5.4. The gauge fixing and ghost sector

Classically the ghost sector has been completely determined as BRS-variation of the
gauge fixing function (cf. (R.69)). The respective relation is immediately derived for the
generating functional of 1PI Green functions by differentiating the ST identity (p-I9) with
respect to the B-fields:

ST\ .. oT
o ( . B) = (5.76)
or

In the linear gauges, moreover is local ([.37), because there are no vertices which

) E
could constitute loop diagrams with external B-legs. Then eq. (5.76) yields the linear

ghost equations, which have to be established to all orders of perturbation theory.

In the tree approximation we have constructed the gauge fixing sector to be invariant
under Ward identities of rigid symmetry by introducing the external scalar fields an (see
(B51) — (B.57)). As the abelian fermion couplings are not well determined from the ST
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identity, Ward identities of rigid symmetries have to be maintained for the generating
functional of Green functions. For this reason we have to choose the gauge fixing sector
as being invariant under rigid transformations as specified in the vector and scalar part
of the action. To the external scalars we assign the transformation behaviour of the
propagating scalars and derive for the most general rigid invariant gauge-fixing sector the

following expression:
1 . 1. .
e = / (§gBa(rV);;1a5(rV)ggTBb + 5€Ba(r)ad (1) " By + Balw0" Vi (5.77)

+ 9&( Z Bo(rY) o (ri & + 00 b (15 e + Sp7Cv)

+,—,3

+ GBa(r)at (15 66 + Smyv) e a(r be + 01elv)))

The matrix 7 is the three parameter matrix, which parameterizes the rigid transforma-
tions of vectors (5.21) and 7} are the three parameters of the scalar rigid transformations
(b-279), v denotes the shift parameter of the scalar field as it appears as parameter in the
Ward operators. These parameters are determined by the normalization conditions on
the vector and scalar 2-point functions and one cannot dispose of them in the gauge fixing
sector anymore. I'® as given in (5-77) holds for the B-dependent part of the generating
functional of 1PI Green functions in linear gauges to all orders. The free parameters of

the gauge fixing sector are
ga ga Ca G> e (578)

Finally a further free parameter is the overall normalization of the external scalar field
nga, which can be used to fix the parameter g¢ at will. In QED-like parameterizations it

is convenient to adjust
e

9¢ = sin Oy (5.79)

(B.710) yields the linear ghost equations, which are valid in this form to all orders (see [f]
for details) (o = +, —, 3):

o0 O i . g .
a”m + gf(s—ygrbflb’btbc,a(rc be + 0pcCV)
A R )
+(7"bs¢b + 5Hbv)tbc,a7’cs% = _5gab5T
Cp
g g 5 0T S7 7 S 2
O(rizcz + risca) + gﬁGWTb/Ib’btbcA(rc be + 0pcCV)
b
A R )
H(ry b + S0 b arS e = “dgugs  (530)

Using rigid symmetery the ghost equations are immediately integrated yielding that the
generating functional of 1PI Green functions depends on specific combinations between
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the external fields p# and Y, and antighosts, whereas the remaining contributions are
local. Splitting off also the local B-dependent part the generating functional of 1PI

Green functions can be decomposed in the following way:

I‘(‘/aﬂ’ Bm Ca, ¢a> Q;aa Oq, pga }/;1? Eaa fia 77sz)

=TV}, Car bar b Oas P Y, fin001,) + T2 (Ba, VI, G, Ga)

_Ea((sg)z;llrgbljcb - gféa( Z (557);0%{170,@ + (5g);4léfbc74) (¢b + 5Hbv)(jc (5'81)
o3

with
Pl = ph+0"Ca(07)pn
Y] = Yo—eugelw (X (69)aatven + G09)ud tea) (de + 0meCv)  (5.82)
s

For simplification we have absorbed the irrelevant scalar redefinitions, i.e. 7 = 1. All
non-local contributions are contained in the part I'. The proof that all breakings of the
ST identity can be absorbed by adjusting local contributions, can be finally restricted to
this functional (see section 7). The solution of the ghost equations is quite trivial in a
massless symmetric gauge. This is not the case for the standard model where the ghosts
are massive. There one not only has to solve the ghost equation, but also one has to
show, that the on-shell normalization conditions for the ghost 2-point functions and in

particular the infrared conditions
Leyey (p2 = 0) =T cq (p2 = O) =Lzyea (p2 = O) =0 (5'83>

can be fulfilled by adjusting the parameters é , ¢ and the BRS-transformation matrix 6gas

5.4.1. THE CLASSICAL APPROXIMATION

First we solve the ghost equations in the classical approximation, taking into account
that we impose normalization conditions on the ghost 2-point functions as specified in
(b10), (p-I7) and (p-I2). The bilinear part of the ghost action is therefore fixed (see
(F-13)) and all parameters have to be determined as functions of Z9 and MY, and of
the free parameters of the vector and scalar part of the action. We proceed therefore
as in the vector sector and define on the bilinear part bare ghosts by the following field
redefinitions

=20 =2z (5.84)
Inserting these bare fields in the bilinear part of the ghost action and requiring the bare

action to have a standard form determines 29 and 29 up to a diagonal matrix:

gen _ = g9 = g9
Fbil,ghost - _/(CaZabDCb _'_CaMabcb)
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= [@E)T 2 Dt + CE)alT My ())heh)
Lo [@lane + M) (5.85)

Explicitly one gets a relation between the field redefinitions of ghosts and antighosts on

the kinetic part:

Loy (2o = (2) 0 Zity (5.86)
The remaining undetermined matrix can be used to fix the ghost mass matrix as being
diagonal:
0 Cor M2 0 0
o Mg 0 0 0
Moy = | M , (5.87)
0 0 CoM% 0
0 0 0 M;ﬁ
and
M = (29) e Mo (Z9) 2y () (5.88)

We have parameterized the W and Z-ghost mass by the masses of the W- and Z-boson and
independent parameters (j}, and (5. In contrast to the vector mass matrix the ghost mass
matrix is not required to be symmetric in the neutral components. Indeed considering

the 1-loop diagrams it is seen, that the 2-point function I'z,., and T’ get different loop

Cacy
corrections, because interactions of scalars and ghosts are unsymmetric in Z-ghosts and
A-ghosts in the tree approximation (cf. (B.79)). For diagonalizing an arbitrary matrix
the equivalence transformation has to be carried out by an invertible matrix. Therefore
diagonalization of the ghost mass matrix determines the wave functions renormalization
of anti-ghosts z% up to a diagonal matrix. Taking for the BRS-transformation matrix

0Jap the ansatz

10 0 0
01 0 0
00ab = ) (5.89)
0 cosyz —sinyg

0 0 sinyz cosvya

it is possible to diagonalize the ghost matrix by adjusting the arbitrary angles v, and
Y4, and at the same time the three undetermined parameters of the diagonal matrix are
fixed. We want to mention that in massless nonabelian gauge theories the antighost field
redefinitions are not determined on the bilinear part of the action and can therefore be
completely fixed by the ST identity.

In the classical approximation the external field vertices 6I'%" /op” and 6T'%" /oY, are
local field polynomials. They have been determined in the last section as functions of

vector field redefinitions 2, of scalar field redefinitions 22 and of the matrix r?, and 2
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(B-63). One can either take the explicit form of ')}, or better one goes back to the bare
form of the action as given in (f.64). For proceeding with the bare form, we have also to
transform the scalars and vectors in the gauge fixing part to bare fields. The parameters,
which appear by carrying out this transformation, are absorbed into a redefinition of B-
fields, into the overall redefinition of the external scalar fields and into a redefinition of the
arbitrary parameters into a bare form. One has to note that in the classical approximation
the matrices r), and r? are determined as functions of field redefinitions and bare masses

(cf. (b-67) and (p.63)), especially one has in the classical approximation

— o an(69,+60z
(r)aa Oatr (0%) (2 )on = 2w s + ZW( M%QA& - 1)5a45b4 (5.90)
(r)aa (F)as = 2H0w (5.91)

acx

The bare form of the gauge fixing is then given by
1 - 1. -
Yy = /(—foBg[ang + —§°(sin 09, By + cos 05, B4)? + B, 0"V, (5.92)

+96( X2 BIOLL 836 + Dt Vne (e + L)

s

+ G°BLOL(09,) (85 + 00 )tpea (62 + 5HC§O'UO)))

with the bare fields

Bi=(V)aTB, 4 =1, (5.93)
ZH
and bare parameters
£ =z (5.94)
. tan (69, + 07) tan(0y, + 0z) .
o _ o (tanlOw +07) o tanlOy +0z7)
g ZW(tan(egV +04) )¢+ W ean(@, T 04)°
~ 2w A~
= 5
“H

GO tan(@ﬁv + HZ) G
tan(6fy, + 04)

One has finally to transform the ghost fields and B-fields in the ST identity and in the
external field part (B.64)) to bare fields, absorbing the field redefinition parameters into a
redefinition of the by now undetermined parameters 7, and 27, (b-63) and ~yz,v4. The

bare transformation matrix d¢g.s, which depends on the bare angles 74 and 79 as defined

in (B.89), is computed via

Oralb3)532 = (V) 063) () ") 09 () (5.95)
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This equation determines also those three parameters of the antighost field redefinition

matrix (29),, which are not specified on the bilinear ghost part of the action.

Having transformed the general bilinear ghost action into its standard form the ghost
equations are solved quite simply. On the kinetic parts the matrix a29 is related to the

angles of antighost transformations:

209 — 1
og _ o og _ : o
rY, = sin~v% ry% = cos~Y '
4z = Yz 4A = Yz

The parameter é ° of the gauge fixing part is determined from the mass ratio of W-boson
and W-ghost:

g
95

Inserting this result yields on the neutral part the following equations:

2(" = (5.97)

<WM5V2 cos(7 — 0y) = cos Oy cos 15Ce M2
2sin(v4 — %) = cos b smfyAMo2
_GO G M7 cos(vg — Oyy) = cos by sinz (oM
GOCWJWO2 sin(v4 — 6y) = cosd, COS’)/AMO2 (5.98)

They determine the BRS-transformations of antighosts, i.e. v%,79%, and the abelian pa-
rameter of the gauge fixing part G° as functions of the vector boson mass ratio and the
ghost mass ratio. The mass of the photon ghost is seen to be not a free parameter of the
model but has to vanish (cos 6, = My, /M3 ):

Gy My cosvg cos 0y
CgMz? cos(vg — by)

2 =0 (5.99)

G° = — tan v} tan~9 = tan oy,

The whole point in this calculation is the adjustment of the abelian coupling G via
the mass of the Z-ghost. For arbitrary G indeed one has to introduce the angle vz into
the BRS-transformations of ghosts, as otherwise one is not able to keep the normalization
condition

r ~=0 (5.100)

CACZ |, o_

p*=0
which is crucial for infrared finite computations for off-shell Green functions. In the tree
approximation, of course it is possible to fix the ghost mass ratio equal to the vector mass

ratio by the normalization condition:

R6F5+07 (p2)|p2:CM2 0 R@Fczcz( )|p2=CM% =0 (5101)
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Then the expressions (5.99) simplify to the ansatz we have taken in the classical approx-
imation:

My
cosyy = 3, + O(h) (5.102)

and the BRS-transformation of antighosts is diagonal. For higher orders, however, the
normalization conditions (p.101)) together with the infrared condition (5.100) does not
imply a diagonal transformation matrix for antighosts. Conversely requiring (5.101]) and
a diagonal ghost transformation one has to introduce then counterterms c4cz in order
to fulfil the ST identity. These counterterms produce in the next order off-shell infrared
divergencies. That the ghost mass ratio and the parameter G are indeed independent
parameters of the standard model, is already indicated by the computations we have
carried out in the classical approximation: Starting with the general bilinear ghost action
it is seen, that there is no parameter left, which could adjust the bare ghost mass ratio
to the bare vector mass ratio. Likewise when we transformed the gauge fixing part to
the bare form, we had to treat the parameter G as an independent parameter of the
theory. The Callan-Symanzik equation, we derive in the section 4, unambiguously allows
to determine the independent parameters of the model. There it is finally proven, that
the ghost mass ratio is a further independent parameter of the theory. The coupling G
and 7z are then determined order by order by normalization conditions, which fix the
mass of the Z-ghost and diagonalize the neutral ghost mass matrix at p*> = 0. Taking

therefore the ghost mass ratio as arbitrary also in the tree approximation as specified in
(p-I0) we find

. 1 — S cog? Oy
_ ¢z
G = tanfy Cw < (1 cos? Oyy)

- CZMZ — My, O(h) (5.103)

Cw My /M2 — M3,

This independent parameter does not only enter the gauge fixing part but also enters the

+O(h)

ST identity and the ghost interactions, and has, wherever it appears, to be differently
treated from the vector mass ratio, even if we fix the ghost mass ratio to be the same as
the vector mass ratio by the normalization conditions (5.101)). The ghost interactions in

the classical approximation are immediately read off from (p.87):

Do (02, YY) + Toioa(Ca) = TLE ¢ (0. Y2") — 22(095,) ™ (09%) s Dc

_gfég( Z (69%)a tbC,a — tan 0z(64° )a4 tbc74) (6 + Omp2 W)Qc (5.104)
s
with
o0 = 4 066 (5.105)
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Yi? = Y = el (X (00°)idiyen — tan 03(00°) st e ) (02 + 002700

+,—,3

The interactions of the external fields with propagating fields are summarized in '/},
(p-64). It is not modified by solving the ghost equations, but for bare ghosts the arbitrary

parameters therein are now specified to be related to 6¢°:

0 0 0
0 0

1

_ (5.106)
0 cosfg —sindy,
0

5?]217 =

o O O =

sin 0z cos 0,

For having simple notations we have introduced the ghost angle 62 in analogy to the weak
mixing angle 0§, which both are defined in the on-shell scheme by the vector mass and

the ghost mass ratio, respectively:

M¢
cos 0y, = W
W Mg
M02
1_ w
o M Moz
cos 0y = Giv Miy Z (5.107)
G COMO e Mo2
2%z 1 — S
zZ"Z

Respective expressions are defined for the physical on-shell masses. It is quite instructive
to consider the ghost transformation matrix in the context of the classical field trans-
formations: When we introduced the ghosts in the classical approach by changing the
infinitesimal parameters of gauge transformations €,(z) to anticommuting parameters ¢,
(B.59), we have already mentioned that there is an arbitrariness in defining them. This
arbitrariness has now been exploited to construct a diagonal ghost mass matrix by the
transformation

€a — Ca = 0GapCh (5.108)

Finally it remains to solve the ST identity for the interactions, which depend on the
external scalar field we have suppressed up to now. Quite generally the dependence of
the generating functional of 1PI Green functions on the external scalars is governed by
the following equation, one derives from the ST identity:

5 (5—F> N (5.109)
04a 5
Solving it in the classical approximation it turns out that one further parameter appears,

due to a field redefinition of the propagating scalars into propagating and external scalars.

)~ () 10
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is compatible with the ST identity and rigid symmetry if we redefine the external field
part by

Y;lolgabc((ﬁg + UoébH)CZ — Yaolgabc((ﬁg — LL’OQEZ + ’UO(S{,H)CZ — x"Y;ffabqg (5111)

As long as we do not want to interpret QASQ as a background field, the normalization of x
is irrelevant, because finally Green functions are considered at QASQ = 0. One can fix z by

the following normalization condition,
Ol py (»*)

For the purpose of this paper we choose x = 0, but nevertheless one gets nonlocal higher

— 2 (5.112)

pP=p?

order contributions between propagating and external scalars.

5.4.2. THE SOLUTION OF THE GHOST EQUATIONS IN HIGHER ORDERS

The purpose of this section is to prove, that the ghost equations can be indeed estab-
lished to all orders in accordance with the normalization conditions on the ghost 2-point
functions (p.10), (p-I1)) and (p.I9). If one is able to implement the ghost normalization
conditions by adjusting the free parameters in the external field part, the gauge fixing
and the ST identity, then in the construction of higher orders one has only to consider
the non-local functional I"™ as defined in (F-81)).

First we give the ghost equations in momentum space and test them with respect to

the mass normalization conditions. Introducing

Lo, (0, —p) = =ip"T e, (p%) = —ip" + O(R) (5.113)
the ghost equation of the charged ghost tested at p* = (y M3, reads:
CwMZRel,, . (CwMZ) + il MyRely, . (CwMZ) =0 (5.114)
The SU(2)-components of the ghost equation are tested at p* = (zM% and p* = 0:
Re(CrMAT pye, (CoM3) — (M Ty, (C2M3)) = 0 (5.115)
Re(CrMT e, (C2M3) — (M Ty, ((2M3)) = —sinyaRels,c, ((2M3)

—(MyTy,e,(0) = cosyzls,c,(0)
(MwTy,e,(0) = 0
The same test is carried out on the abelian component of the ghost equations:
(oM, + GCMwRely, ., ((M3)) = 0 (5.116)
CoMard, + GCMwRely, ., (CzM3) = cosyaRels,e, (C2M3)
G{MyTy,.,(0) = sinyzle,c,(0)
GCMwTy,e,(0) = 0
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In order to evaluate these equations one has to take into account that the vertex
functions T, (p?) and Ty, (p?) are not independent from each other but are related
by the ST identity. We assume now, that we had already established the ST identity
and the Ward identities of rigid symmetry to order n — 1 for all Green functions and
to order n for all tests with respect to vectors and scalars. Having also applied the
normalization conditions on the 2-point functions and the one for fixing the nonabelian
coupling the external field part is determined up to local contributions of order n. These
local contributions are read off from the classical approximation (p.64). If the vertex
functions T, ., (p?) and Ty, (p?) solve the ST identity then also the vertex functions
I . (p*) and I'y, . (p*) solve the ST identity and they are related by

PaCh

" (p?) = T (p?) + a)

PaCh PaCh
DY, (0%) = TV (%) + iMwal’)
F@jﬁa (p?) = Fgfx)%( ) + Mz(cos Oal”) + sin Hwafg))ca (5.117)

and a@r = a"™ due to CP-invariance. Inserting in the ghost equations and taking ad-
vantage of the quantum action principle, which restricts the breakings of order n to local

expressions, it is seen that the ghost equations can be fulfilled, if we adjust the arbitrary
(n)

ab

formation parameters of the vectors r{

the parameters of the gauge fixing part C and G and the linear trans-
g(n)

a -

parameters a
In fact it is the same calculation as in the

classical approximation. In particular the diagonalization of the ghost mass matrix at

p? =0 (B:83) implies

I'z,e, (0
'y, ,(0)=0 and Ty, (0) = cos 72572() (5.118)
CMw
and
G = —tanyy (5.119)

Inserting the last relation into the solution of the ghost equation (B.81)) we find, that the
condition
Loy, (0 =0)=0 (5.120)

is now fulfilled by construction, whereas
Pepea(0® =0) =Teue,(p° =0) =0 (5.121)
has to be established by requiring
Pyes (0 = 0) = 0 (5.122)

We want to mention, that in the BPHZL-scheme this condition is implemented due to the

infrared degrees of c4 and Y,. Otherwise this condition has to be introduced in addition
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to the usual ones in order to be able to protect internal ghost loops from off-shell infrared

divergencies.

Explicitly it is seen that the normalization conditions at p? = 0 fix the counterterms

cosOwaly + sinfyris”
cos HWaéz) + sinfyrdQ (5.123)

On-shell conditions for the charged ghosts and Z-ghost and the separation of massive and
massless ghosts at p> = (zM% determine finally the parameters é .Yz, YA Whereas asz, asa

and ay are fixed by the normalization conditions on the residua of ghosts.

The construction of higher orders can be therefore indeed restricted to I'™ as defined
in (p.81), but we have to take into account, that we are not able to dispose of the coun-
terterms Y, cz and Y, cy4, because these counterterms have to be adjusted for establishing
the ghost equations without introducing infrared divergencies. Thanks to the fact, that
the antighost transformations can be modified by introducing the angles vz and 74, the
coefficients appearing in the ST identity r{, and r{, are at our disposal for absorbing
local breakings of the ST identity into corrections of the ST operator, even if the ghost

2-point functions are constructed with on-shell conditions.

5.5. Summary of the classical approximation

Because the approach we have chosen here for determining the invariant local counter-

terms is somewhat unconventional, we want to summarize the results of the last sections.

The general invariant action has been determined by requiring invariance with respect

to the ST identity and with respect to rigid SU(2)-symmetry,

ST =0 W,I%" =0 (5.124)

cl

The analysis is unconventional in so far as we did not prescribe the symmetry operators
explicitly as e.g. in the tree form, but we specified them by field content and algebraic
properties, i.e. nilpotency of the ST operator, algebra of rigid operators and the consis-
tency relation. This is the only form appropriate for the treatment of the standard model,
because the parameters of the tree approximation get higher order corrections as indi-
cated by the classical approximation, if one separates the massless and massive particles
at p> = 0. This result can be read off from the explicit expressions for the vector 2-point
functions, which have been calculated in the on-shell scheme in the literature (see e.g. [B7]
for a complete list). Actually, in the abstract approach one notices that one has to modify

the symmetry operators of the tree approximation, only if one classifies the higher order
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breakings of the ST identity according to their infrared and ultraviolet degree, as we do it
in section 5. Indeed it will be seen there, that we have already solved the infrared part of

the problem by solving the classical approximation with the general symmetry operators.

A further important point in the treatment is the observation, that the ST identity
does not uniquely determine all parameters of the standard model. For gauging the
electromagnetic current rather than the currents of lepton and quark number conservation
the Gell-Mann Nishijima relation has to be extended for off-shell Green functions to higher
orders. For doing this one has to derive a U(1) Ward identity and specify therein the free

parameters as the ones of electromagnetic current conservation:

w&

= Wem — W3 (5.125)
The general invariant action as solution (f.124)) can be decomposed as in the tree

approximation into

DO =Taw + T8t p + Dot + Tt (5.126)

cl ghost

Apart from the mass of the photon and the photon ghosts, the parameters of the bilinear
action, i.e. masses, residua and nondiagonal mass matrix elements, are free parameters of
the theory, and one can dispose of them by the normalization conditions we have specified
in section 4.1. Masslessness of the photon and the photon ghost has to be proven to be
in agreement with the ST identity in higher orders. If we furthermore use the local U(1)-
Ward identity for determining the lepton and quark family couplings, then we remain with
one free parameter, the nonabelian coupling, which can be chosen to the electromagnetic

fine structure constant in the Thompson limit by the normalization condition on the
electron-photon vertex (5.73).

The general action can be written in the bare form by eliminating the non-diagonal
mass matrix elements of the general bilinear part and the arbitrary residua into a field
redefinition, which transforms the original fields to bare fields. The general expression
is obtained by undoing this transformations. Expressed in bare fields the general action
depends on the bare vector boson masses, the bare ghost masses, the bare fermion masses

and the bare Higgs mass and the the nonabelian coupling g9 or likewise e°.

Mg = M} + Mg, m% = m¥ + om3 (5.127)
Mg = Mz + M3 m$ = mj +omj, '
o M2 = ME, + 6Cw M SM

CGMP = (zMZ 4 0Cz Mz + (z0M7

We want to point out that ¢z and d6(y are independent higher order corrections even if
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we choose (i = (7 in the tree approximation. In a QED-like parameterization one has

My

go = e————xr
JMZ =3,

I'%&y has been given in (b.59), where we have to replace the couplings of lepton
and quark currents according to (B.71)) in order ot fulfil the abelian Ward identity of
electromagnetic and weak current conservation. Taking for the gauge fixing function the

+ 092 (5.129)

most general ansatz, which is compatible with rigid symmetry and is linear in propagating
fields (cf. (B.77) and (F-99)), the ghost equations relate T'%;"
according to (B.104). Using the notations for the ghost angle and weak mixing angle as
introduced in (p-106) and (p-107) the external field part as function of the bare vector
masses and bare ghost masses is given by

to the external field part

Ieat. . _/< S 0aEapr005,Cp005.Co (5.130)
00 (0" Lap05,C5 + Eapy O (05 ) Vi 695.c2)

vcCe
—l—(YOT (z’g2( 0o, — ; tan 67,044,) (P + LQ_ (MW>)CZ — xélo) + h.c.)

GO
+Z(Z \IIORZg2 59211 59411) o OL

i=1 d=l,q

+ > U zg22 (tan 0 + G°)) fPR665,c°
f=e,d

1
+¢ul 2922( tanegV_l—qu) OR594a a+hc)>

Here we have again rewritten the scalars into complex doublets.

The ST operator and the Ward operators depend in the bare form also on the vector
mass ratio and ghost mass ratio:

en . o o o . 6 5
STy, ):/((smHGchZ + COSHW(‘?HCA)(SlnGWéZ + cos ®W5AZ) (5.131)
oro , O , 0 61“96" 1 , 0 , 0
+— 5o ( ewéZ 8111(9W5A ) 508 cos (07, —07) (COS@W(SC — sin 0¢ 5 )

ST § 5rgf" 5 5rgf" I A v i S
SpT OWe_ T op™ SWe T 09 6> G0% oL | oY g,
Ne o sTI 5 oI §
+ _c 4 =&

Z-; Sk OfPR T syeR o fo

+ h.c.)
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10 0 0
01 0 0 ) 4]
+B° — + 4 )rg;’":o
0 0 cos(Bg—46%) 0 0Cp S
0 0 sin(6—69,) 1

ab

The Ward operators of rigid symmetry are determined to (o = +, —, 3)

Wa = lw [ da <VI;>“ObTB (050 )20 OO Lo V‘SOM +{B%) (5.132)

o/ Sr0 ~o\—1T T 0 —o(5sr0\—1~ ~0 T
+Cb(5g )gﬁgﬁya’(ég )WCITICC’W +Cb(5g )bﬁlgﬁ’ya'(ég )’ycIcc’

o Jo Foa My, o
+{Y;)7¢b+g2 ggvaqa}

o 5 J
+p556va’l'w 500 +Uﬁ‘€ﬁw o 55°,

3¢,

)
b J 2 tca’Icc
+ (¢ + Om ) b 560

5 (5 T~
+ — 2 ok
;ézlq( 2 5F SFgE 5F507,'L 2 "
—— Ty 5 0 Ty
W )
YRS SWGR  0Wgt 2 %)

Comparing the ST identity and the Ward operators of rigid symmetries expressed in terms
of bare fields, with the ones of the tree approximation, it is seen that they differ due to
the appearance of the ghost angle, which signals — apart from field redefinitions — different

corrections of the vector mass ratio and the ghost mass ratio in higher orders.

The local U(1) Ward identity
) 4]
<92 tan 05, w — 8ﬁ sin 0y, — 0@ cos 9{',V>Fgf" = sin 6y, 0B + cos by, 0B  (5.133)
has been derived in the matter part of the action. It is broken only by gauge fixing the
longitudinal parts of the abelian vector field combination. It is valid in the ghost part of

the action as it is, if we take care to maintain rigid symmetry.

Transforming the bare fields to original fields yields the general form of the action
and the general form of the ST identity and Ward identities. It allows order by order to
determine the invariant local contributions by expanding the parameters in perturbation
theory. There it has to be noted that some of the parameters appear explicitly in the
symmetry operators. According to our conventions (cf. (p:2])p-29 and (p.23)) these
parameters are

V .V AV .S
Ty A, © Ty Tl Tgs Ty V7 VA (5.134)

As long as they are not needed for removing infrared divergent contributions, they could

be fixed in the symmetry transformations as it is e.g. for 7% and ry,,r;,. Furthermore
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one has explicit dependence on the shift of the Higgs field v and the shift of the external
Higgs CA v in the Ward operators of rigid symmetry. These parameters are fixed by on-shell

conditions on the mass of the W-boson and on the mass of charged ghosts,
My, Gw Mw (5.135)

The remaining parameters which are only specified on the general classical action are the

field redefinitions
tan (6%, + 64)

W fan (65 + 04)

the nonabelian coupling, which is fixed to the fine structure constant in QED-like schemes,

28 ZH, 2y 2y 2f, and 20 (5.136)

and the remaining masses of the standard model:
e’ and My, my,(zMy,m$, (5.137)

These parameters, in any case, have to be fixed by normalization conditions on the finite

1PI Green functions.

The Callan-Symanzik equation, we derive in the next section, enables one to calcu-
late the asymptotic logarithmic corrections to the invariants. There it is seen, that the
invariants, which are connected with the parameters (b.13G) and (5.137) get independent

logarithmic corrections to the next order.

6. The Callan-Symanzik equation

The Callan-Symanzik (CS) equation describes the response of the Green functions to

the scaling of all momenta by an infinitesimal factor. The dilatational operator

WP — Z /(d%jtx@x)gok(x) 0

d
all fields dopr ()

= dim"" oy (6.1)

P

acts on the 1PI-Green functions in the same way as the differentiation with respect to all

the mass parameters of the theory:
WPT = —md,, ' with (6.2)

Np
m@m = MW(?MW + MZaMz + mHamH + szfiamfi + Z '%aana

i=1 f Ka

kq are the normalization points, which we have introduced to fix the residua of fields. In
concrete calculations one will introduce only one x for fixing all the infrared divergent

residua of charged particles off-shell.
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The CS equation 1] is of utmost interest in the abstract approach as well as for con-
crete calculations. In the abstract approach the S-functions and anomalous dimensions,
which describe the breaking of dilatations by anomalies in higher orders, allow to deter-
mine the independent parameters of the theory in a scheme independent way. When we
solved the ST identity and the Ward identities of rigid symmetries for the local contribu-
tions, we gave a list of free parameters, which were not fixed by the symmetries and can be
adjusted by normalization conditions. The CS equation singles out from these parameters
the ones which get independent logarithmic corrections in the asymptotic region, where
all momenta are much larger than the masses of the theory. To be specific we consider as
an example the ghost mass ratio: It can, of course, be fixed by a normalization condition
to the vector boson mass ratio. However, from the CS equation it is immediately derived,
that the vertices, which depend on the ghost mass ratio, get different logarithmic cor-
rections in higher orders from the ones, which depend on the vector mass ratio. Similar
statements are true for other mass ratios, one would like to relate to the vector boson
mass ratio in lowest order, as it is required for example in the context of noncommutative
geometry [E]. With the help of the CS equation it is at least in massless theories possible
to find relations between independent parameters, which are compatible with renormaliz-
ability, using the principle of reduction of couplings [, i4]. It is, however, not obvious,
how reduction has to be applied to spontaneously broken theories, due to the fact that
the S-functions do not only depend on the perturbative expansion parameters but also
on the mass ratios. This property has also the consequence, that the S-functions of the
CS equation depend on mass logarithms from 2-loop order onwards and that they differ

from the ones of the symmetric theory [[fJ].

For the purpose of the present paper concerning the renormalization of the standard
model, the CS equation, especially the dilatational operator, is also of special interest,
because it allows to simplify the algebraic cohomology as carried out in the next section
considerably. One can derive that all algebraic anomalies of the ST identity and the Ward
identities are restricted to 4-dimensional field polynomials, 3-dimensional breakings are
immediately seen to be variations of terms with quantum numbers of the action ). In
this context we also want to mention that the CS equation plays an important role if
one wants to prove the nonrenormalization theorems for the Adler-Bardeen anomaly as

it appears in the ST identity (see [[If] and references therein).

For concrete calculations the most important outcome of the CS equation is the de-
termination of higher orders leading logarithms. If there are large asymptotic logarithms
in 1-loop order, the CS equation allows consistently to determine those large leading
logarithms of higher orders, which are induced by the 1-loop logarithms of the lowest

order.
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In this section we construct the symmetric operators of the CS equation, which define
the [-functions and anomalous dimensions of 1-loop order. It is important to note, that
we are able to classify the dilatational anomalies also if we have not proved that the
ST identity and Ward identities of rigid symmetries are established in 1-loop. The only
ingredients are the symmetries of lowest order and the linear gauge fixing. The soft
breakings, however, can be only consistently classified when we have established rigid
symmetry of 1-loop order. Then the classification works as we present here in the tree

approximation.

6.1. The soft breaking of dilatations

In the standard model dilatations are already broken in the tree approximation by all
terms with mass dimensions less than 4, especially by the mass terms of the fields. Due to
the spontaneous symmetry breaking all the masses of the physical fields are generated by
the shift of the Higgs field. According to the construction of the gauge fixing sector using
rigid symmetry the ghost masses and the masses of would-be-Goldstones are generated
by the shift of the external Higgs (cf. (E5])),(E-53) and (EZ79)). In the tree approximation
one reads off the breakings of dilatations by applying m0,, on the classical action. For
proceeding to higher orders it is unavoidable to characterize also the soft breakings by
their symmetries. For this reason we do the same in the tree approximation and solve
thereby also the problem of constructing the soft breakings of higher orders, if the ST

identity and rigid symmetry are established. We have in the tree approximation

where A,, is an integrated field polynomial with mass dimension less than 4, CP-even
and neutral with respect to electric and ¢m charge. Commuting the operator md,, with

the ST operator it is seen that A,, is sp_-invariant.

spmOp " — mo,S(I') =0 = sr,A,, =0 (6.4)
The dilatational operator does not commute with the Ward identities of rigid symmety:
) 20
{Wa,mam} = {Wa,/v(ﬁ —+ C(S—[:[)} (65)
This implies
0 20
aAm = a/ 77 — 1—‘c .
W W U(5H+C(5H) ; (6.6)

Noting that the differentiation with respect to the Higgs and the external Higgs is a
BRS-variation quite generally (p-109)

or or or
Yy =— = —= .
srYy SH and Sp < 5@1{) ST (6.7)

78



the polynomial A, can be decomposed into

- 5Fcl “ 5Fcl
B = /(“ T T, )+ B (68)
and
SFClAim} =0 WaAinv =0 (69)

Inspecting all 2- and 3-dimensional field polynomial it is seen that there is only one rigid

and sr_,- invariant polynomial:
Aiy = / (26,6 + X2+ H? + 20H) (6.10)

This invariant field polynomial we couple to an external scalar field ¢, with UV dimension

2 and IR-dimension 2 and add it to the classical action
Ty — Ty + /@0(2¢+¢_ 24 H? 4 20H) . (6.11)
The enlarged classical action is ST-invariant and rigid invariant if we assign:
SPo =10 daPo =0 (6.12)

Finally we are able to write 4A,, as a field operator acting on the classical action:
MOy, T = /v AL LR 6.13
( ") (613)
and v is determined in the QED-like parameterization to
My .
v = 2—=sin Oy cos Oy + O(h) cos by = — (6.14)
e

The soft breaking of dilatations, and in particular the breaking of the tree approximation,
is therefore completely characterized by its properties under the symmetry transforma-
tions and one can proceed in higher orders as in the tree approximation, if the ST identity
and rigid symmetries are established. We want to mention, that also at this stage rigid
symmetry plays an important role for classifying the soft breakings of dilatations. If one
breaks rigid symmetry in the gauge fixing and ghost sector it is not possible to derive an

unambiguous expression for the soft breakings in higher orders.

Because we have rewritten the dilatational breaking of lowest order into a sum of field
differentiations we are able to proceed immediately to the next order. When one applies

the symmetric operator

sym

wb EWD—/U(——Féi—l—m—%{ 5) (6.15)



on the functional of 1PI Green functions, all breakings of 1-loop order are now known
to be local due to the action principle. But in the construction of the ST identity and
rigid Ward identities we have also to consider Green functions which include the invariant
external field ¢,. For the invariant counterterms as derived in the last sections the only

linear dependence on ¢, enters via the interaction with the 2-dimensional scalar invariant

(F-11)), which reads for the bare scalar fields ¢° = ¢2 + 2°¢° (cf. (B110)):
e — / $2(209.0° + X2 + H?? + 20°H°) (6.16)

The field renormalization of the external scalar field ¢, can be fixed by setting the coef-

ficient of the field differentiation with respect to ¢, in the CS equation.

6.2. The dilatational anomalies — hard breakings

In higher orders the dilatations are not only broken by the soft mass terms but also
by hard terms, the dilatational anomalies. The importance of the CS equation is founded
in the fact, that these anomalies can be absorbed into differential operators, which are

connected with the anomalous dimensions and S-functions.

The dilatational anomalies of one-loop order are normalization point independent,
but the differential operators introduced depend on the special parameterization and
the specific form of the breaking mechanism. They are essentially characterized by the
symmetries of the tree approximation. Because we want finally to use the CS operator
for classifying the breakings of the ST identity we only assume that the ST identity
is established in lowest order and so for the rigid symmetries. However, for deriving
the CS equation we cannot completely stick to the tree approximation as given in the
section 2, but we have to treat the ghost mass ratio as an independent parameter. The
ST identity and Ward identities of the tree approximation have then the form as given in
(B.131)) and (B.133), replacing all fields and parameters by ordinary fields and parameters.
Therefore the symmetry operators depend in the tree approximation on the vector mass

ratio, i.e. cos By, and ghost mass ration, i.e. cos g (B.107).
Using the action principle in its quantized version one derives that all symmetries of

the tree approximation are broken in 1-loop order by integrated field polynomials

(s) = =al  (war)= =ap (6.17)

brs

(w2, 1) = a®

sym

These field polynomials are restricted according to the UV-degree and IR-degree of the
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classical operators:

dim"V AN < 4 dim™ AN > 3
dim”V AL < 4 dim™ AL > 2 (6.18)
dimYY A%) < 4 dimIRA%) >

We want to mention already here that breakings with infrared dimension 2 are alarming,
because they do in general not exist as integrated insertions in higher orders. They
potentially contain mass insertions for massless particles, which are seen to be infrared
divergent off-shell. In particular, absence of mass insertions for massless particles, i.e.
AMA, and €acya, has to be verified in the CS equation by a test with respect to the

respective normalization conditions to all orders.

Because the functional of 1PI Green functions is invariant under the global charge
symmetries (f.14) and (f.15) and CP-transformations, all breakings have a well-defined
transformation behaviour under these symmetries: Ay, is CP-even, has ¢m charge 1 and
is neutral with respect to electric charge, whereas A, is CP-odd, neutral with respect to
¢m charge and has electric charge £1 for a = +, — and is neutral for « = 3. The im-
portant point is that A,, in fact has the same quantum numbers as the general classical
action: It is neutral with respect to electric and ¢m-charge and CP-even. Up to linear
field polynomials the most general basis for the integrated insertion A,, is equivalent to
the general renormalizable action, from which one has constructed the general invariant
solution in section 5. For this reason we are able to make use of the symmetric dilata-
tional operator, when we consider the algebraic cohomology problem, for classifying the
breakings of the ST identity.

For proceeding we take advantage from the property that the operator ngm (6-19)
commutes with the ST operator and the Ward operators of rigid symmetry. Therefrom

one derives the following consistency relations:

WP AL =, AL D A g AW (6.19)

sym sym—brs

We decompose now the local insertions A,, A,, and Ay, , according to their transformation
under WP

sym

4

AL = S AL with WD AR = (k- 4)AL (6.20)
k=1

It is proven immediately that this decomposition is unique, because it is nothing else but

classifying field polynomials according to their mass dimension and taking the Higgs, the

external Higgs and the neutral scalar ¢, in a shifted version

my

H+v, H+{v, $,+ |

(6.21)
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The consistency relations split up into equations for any of the Afjp and give different
informations as long as we did not establish the ST operator and rigid symmetry in 1-
loop order. The 4-dimensional breakings A% are seen to be sp_-symmetric and rigid

symmetric
0=-W,A}L 0= —sp A} (6.22)

These equations are used to construct the hard anomalies of the CS equation, which

are related to [-functions and anomalous dimensions. The further equations for lower

dimensional field polynomials state that the breakings A:® and A3 can be immedi-
ately written as sp_, and W, variations, respectively, of integrated field polynomials with

quantum numbers of the action.

For constructing the hard breakings of the CS equation we have therefore the task
to find all independent field polynomials satisfying the above constraints and to express
them in form of symmetric differential operators. The first problem has been already
solved in the last section, because A,, has the same quantum numbers as the general
renormalizable action. We have only to fix the parameters, which appear explicitly in the
symmetry operators (p.134) to their tree values and have to expand the remaining ones
(6.136) and (.137) to the next order, singling out the polynomials which contain only
lower dimensional field polynomials.

ST%™) (0w, b)) = S(Ca+ S T0)) (0w, 6c)

n=1

- (S(Fcl) + 81y i FEZ?;)(HW, 0c) =0 (6.23)

n=1

For finding the invariant operators corresponding to the invariant field polynomials we
construct in the usual way symmetric operators, which commute with the lowest order
rigid Ward operators and the lowest order ST operator and this all done we identify the
operators with invariant field polynomials. It is well-known that the invariant field polyno-
mials are separated into two classes: The first one contains all invariant field polynomials,
which are sr-variations. These invariants are generated by acting with symmetric field
differentiation operators on the classical action and are connected with field redefinitions
and anomalous dimensions. The second class comprises the invariants which are gener-
ated by differentiation with respect to independent parameters of the theory. These field

polynomials are sp_-invariants without being variations.

First we give a list of all symmetric field differentiation operators. Because the vectors,
B-fields and ghosts are rotated from the SU(2) and U(1)-fields to mass eigenstates by the

matrix Ou, (0w ) and dgap, the field differentiation operators are not purely leg counting
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operators, but mix massless and massive neutral fields. In the vector ghost sector we find

the following invariant field differentiation operators

) ) ) ) 0
Ny = /(Va— — paﬁ + W(sm Occz + cos by ca)(sin 9W5— + cos 9G50A>)

Vv, cy
Ny = /((sm9 Z + cos by A)(sin 6 L + cos 6 0 )
. v v Vsz V5A
—1—7605(9;_%) (sinOgcz + cos by ca)(sin Oy — 5o + cosfg 5CA))
J J
Ny = /(B 5t C“aca) (6.24)
N = /((smGWBZ + cos@WBA)(sm@Wi + cos Oy —— 0 )
dBy dB4
) J
—I-W(sm Owz + cosOgca)(sin HGE + cos 9W5 A))
) ) . ) )
N, = /(C.;,.E + C-5 + m(cos Occz — sinbyca)(cos HWE — sin 905%)
e g0 i)
o+ 0o R 003

The symmetric field differentiation operators in the fermion sector have to commute also
with the operators of lepton and quark family conservation. They are also not leg-counting
operators for massive fermions, but involve the 5. It is convenient to split these operators

into the ones for left-handed and right handed fields, which are both invariant operators:

5 = 0 3 5
L _ L __ R L R —
N = (F‘”aﬁ T 5\1/R‘I'5i) =1ty (6.25)

N;f - /(fR(;fR W(WL 5fRfR (ML@DL) fi=ei,di,ui

The invariant scalar field differentiation operators comprise the ones of the propagating
scalars and of external scalars. They are symmetric with respect to the rigid operators,

if one includes the shift of the Higgs and external Higgs in the transformation.

Ns+v/5iH — /(@(%aﬂé%—né%) (6.26)
Ng‘i‘é’U = /(éaééA—i_év/d—Hqua;a)

When acting on I';; the invariant differentiation operators summarized in (p.24)), (f.29)

and (p-20) are in one to one correspondence with the field redefinition parameters listed
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NgTy +— =z
(NV — NB) Fcl — 2w LS r ZH
N N an Bl v
(M = Np) Ty t;n(gv"ﬁgj) . (6.27)
o NE Ty +— 2z,
N. T, +— Z9_ " ~
Nfi 'y, «— Z;

The operators N 5, Np and NV, ¢ correspond to field redefinitions of B-fields and external
scalars, which are, however, fixed in the gauge fixing part to the ones of vectors, propagat-
ing scalars and coupling redefinitions (cf. (5-93)). Taking them as independent operators
in the CS equation their coefficients are determined quite simply by a test on the local

gauge fixing polynomial.

The invariant field polynomial, which corresponds to the field redefinition of the pro-
pagating into the external scalar, i.e. to the parameter z° (5:.I10), is generated by the
mixed field differentiation operator:

~ . 0 ~ 0 . o
R — — 6.28
NS+CU/5H /(¢ 5¢a+<”/5H) (6:28)
It is symmetric with respect to rigid symmetry but not with respect to the ST operator.

The sp_,-invariant insertion is then given by
. 5 5
(N5+CU/5—H)Fcz+/anab% (6.29)

Now we turn to the non-variations among invariant field polynomials. From the general
classical symmetric solution they are read off by expanding the independent parameters
(B.137) in perturbation theory. Equivalently they are generated by differentiating the
classical action with respect to the independent parameters: These are the coupling e,
which is the perturbative expansion parameter, and furthermore the mass ratios, ]J\\/[/[W, for
the weak interactions, 77 for the scalar interaction and for the Yukawa interactions.
At this stage it is unavmdable to treat 6 i.e. the ghost mass ratio as an independent
parameter, because its differentiation corresponds to an independent insertion in the gauge
fixing and ghost sector. Similarly it turns out that also the differentiation with respect to
the both gauge parameters, £ and é , has to be included. The differentiation with respect
to parameters, which do not appear in the ST identity and the rigid Ward operators of

the tree approximation immediately correspond to respective invariant field polynomials:
mHamHa mfiamfia 5057 gaé (630)

The differentiation with respect to the coupling e is not a rigid invariant, but has to be

symmetrized by including the shift: the operator

ed, — e0,v /(5(;4[

) =e0, + MZ sin Oy, cosHW/ C ) (6.31)
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is sp - and rigid symmetric. Without using the local U(1)-Ward identity there would
be seemingly invariant field polynomials corresponding to the lepton and quark family
coupling Gs,. They are however singled out by deriving quite in analogy to (6.19) and
(B-29), that the field polynomials A? are U(1)-gauge invariant. This result finally relates
also the -functions of the coupling e and the mass ratio Aﬂi,—sz to the anomalous dimensions

(see (B-39))-

In order to find the sp_-invariants of the mass ratios AA{[—VZV and CCV;—%;V it is not sufficient
to expand the mass ratios only in the general symmetric classical action, but one has to
take into account, that such a mass expansion concerns also the ST operator and Ward
operators of rigid symmetry. This subtlety comes in, because these mass ratios take a
twofold role: They appear in the field transformation matrices, which are introduced for
constructing mass eigenstates (cf. (.2§) and (5.106)) , and they take at the same time
the role of the abelian gauge coupling and the abelian coupling G, respectively (cf. (2:29)

and (p-103)). Expanding the bare mass ratios in perturbation theory
cos 07, = cos(Oy + d0w) cos 07, = cos(Og + 06¢) (6.32)
one finds from the general symmetric solution:
Sty Ly (90w, 00G) + (69)" (D) (86w, 66) = 0 + O(h?) (6.33)

with
S(T) =(8© +5SWYT) + O(h?) (6.34)

Corresponding to these expressions differentiation with respect to 8y, as well as 6 are not
(1)

sr,,-invariant operators, because their action on I';; produces only I';,;,. In addition one
has to enlarge them both with mixed massless — massive field differentiation operators for

being sr_-invariant operators:

Doy

5 5 5 5

4l g0 g % g O
‘%W+/( 5z %57 TP45B, Z(SBA)
1

) ) o
"—m/CA(E + Sll’l(ew — 9@)@)

Lo /(EZ +sin(0w — 0g)ea ) 0

" cos(Ow—0g 5514

. ) . Y
09G = 89G — Wl_ec)/CZ(a + SIH(QW — 9@)@)
0

+ e ) /(Siﬂ(ew —0g)cz + EA)E (6.36)

(6.35)

The operator 596, is a symmetric operator with respect to rigid symmetry, whereas 59W

has to be enlarged by the contributions from the shift, because it acts on v already in the
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lowest order. The operator

59W — &ng/(i —I—C ) = 59 — gMzCOSQQw/ ) (6.37)

0H
is then also rigid symmetric.

Acting with the symmetric operators (.24), (6.23), (6-26), (6.30), (6.31)), (6.3G) and
(B-37) on the classical action one produces together with the polynomial (B.29) a complete
basis for the hard breakings of the symmetric dilatational operator (p-17) in 1-loop order.

Therefore it is possible to give the dilatational anomalies in the form of a CS equation,
i.e. as a linear combination of differential operators. Writing all the soft breakings pro-
duced by symmetrization with respect to the shift on the r.h.s we get the CS equation of

the standard model in 1-loop order:

Np
( mam + /86686 - ﬁMWaGW + ﬁmHmHamH + Z Z ﬁmfimfiamfi (638)
=1 f

— WwNy — Np + 280 + 2585 + sin O cos HGE;(;G) — YN,
— Ay (Ny — 48NE +2(€ + é)ag) — vsNs — YsNg — FsNs
Np

— > (v NE v NG, + 1 NE + NS+ NG ) TED

i=1

Po=0

ST 6T 6T mg,(sr)

_ ol
- /((1+56686_BMW89W) ((5H+C )+U(’VS+VS)5H+CU75 H_'_T(S@O

+ /&S@zjaby;) + Aig

On the right hand side we have also collected all local lower dimensional 1-loop breakings,
which are not classified by the lowest order symmetries, into AS3. When finally the ST
identity and Ward identities are established, we are able to prove that AS? is vanishing.
The CS equation takes then essentially this form to all orders, in particular the number of
independent operators we have introduced is exhausted by the list giving above. It is only
the explicit form of higher order operators, which is changed due to the symmetrization

with respect to the general Ward operators and the generalized ST identity.

Calculating the commutator of the CS operator and the local U(1)-Ward operator

yields the abelian relation between the S-functions and anomalous dimensions.

sin QW

562

q 6.39
p—— Bty + W +Av (6.39)

In the CS equation we have already inserted the result, which comes out from the test
on the local B-dependent part of the action (5.74) and (B.81)). In addition one derives
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for the anomalous dimension of the external scalars Jg in the QED-like parameterization

(BT

cos By
& = 0, _|_ - _ _|_ — 640
Vs =B S0 Buy + v — s (6.40)
whereas 7g is an independent anomalous dimension and can be determined on the mixed
external — propagating scalar 2-point functions. This function is only important, when

one wants to interpret QASQ as a background field.

We want to give here the results for the g-functions and anomalous dimensions of
the vector-scalar sector. A complete list of the S-functions can be found in [{7]. The
[B-functions of the electromagnetic coupling and the vector mass ratio are determined to

2

- __° _ 64
e = o g (42— §r)
2
N € 64 .2
B = TSI Tand e ((43 = 8Np) — (42 = & Np)sin® O ). (6.41)

The remarkable point is, that the S-function of the electromagnetic coupling is indeed
QED-like in the sense, that it does not involve mass ratios, as does By, . In contrast
to QED it involves the nonabelian contributions of the charged vectors. This has as a
consequence that the sign of J. is negative, if one considers the standard model without
fermions or includes only one family. The anomalous dimensions of vectors in general

gauges compatible with rigid symmetry are given by

e2 66—25 1

= =N 6.42
VT msin® Oy (B +30) (6.42)
e? 66 — 25 1 —3 + 8sin? Oy
Vv o= —|(— N 6.43
W 472 ( 24sin? Oy 24 cos? Oy + 9sin? Oy cos? Oy F)’ (6.43)

The CS-functions (6.41]) and (B.49) are seen to fulfil the abelian relation (f.39).

Because the anomalous dimension 7y is nonvanishing, the coefficient of the ghost mass
differentiation Jp,, is also nonvanishing and the ghost angle has therefore to be treated as
an independent parameter. This proves finally that the ghost mass ratio gets independent
higher order corrections. A choice compatible with renormalizability is to set all ghost
masses equal, i.e. g = 0. Such a choice, however, is connected with nondiagonal vector-
scalar propagators and not adequate for concrete calculations. Similarly it is seen that

also the abelian gauge parameter é is an independent parameter of the theory.

Before we turn to the higher order breakings of the ST identity and Ward identities we
want to consider the off-shell infrared problem as it appears in the CS equation. Because

A,, has infrared dimension 2, it has to be proven explicitly that the insertions

/ A A" Gaen, H (6.44)
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do not appear on the r.h.s. The proof is carried out best by using the Zimmermann
algebraic identities, which relate insertions of infrared dimension 2 to insertions with
infrared dimension 3. (The technique has been presented and applied for deriving the
CS equation in the spontaneously broken Higgs-Yukawa model [id] and works here in the
same way.) Then the r.h.s. contains all the 2-dimensional field polynomials explicitly and
one is able to test the CS equation with respect to these field polynomials at p? = 0. Due
to the existence of the field mixing operators appearing e.g. in NV, and in the operator
59W the L.h.s. will only vanish, if the mixed 2-point functions of massless and massive
fields vanish at p? = 0:

FZA = O FEZCA p2:0 = IL - O (645)

p2=0 CACz 22=0 =

Otherwise, nonintegrable infrared divergencies appear to the next order and make it

impossible to derive the CS equation of higher orders.

7. Higher orders

7.1. The quantum numbers of higher orders breakings

We complete now the analysis of the renormalization of the standard model by proving,
that the ST identity (p.I9), Ward identities of rigid symmetry (p.20) and local U(1)-
symmetry (f.69) can be established in the general form as given in section 5.2 to all
orders and lead to unique expressions for finite renormalized Green functions. The basic
ingredient of this proof is the action principle in its quantized version, as it is valid in
presence of massless particles in the framework of the BPHZL scheme [BH, BY|. If the
symmetries are established to a definite order n in perturbation theory, the breakings of
the next order are restricted to be local field polynomials with definite ultraviolet and

infrared degree:

(SEY=" =0 _ (SO = AR 1)
Wa(D)=""0 =0 Wa (D)= = A ‘
with
dim”V A" < 4 dim™ A" > 3 (72)
dim"V A < 4 dim™ A > 2 '

The ultraviolet degree of the breakings is deduced from a pure power counting analysis

of renormalizable quantum field theory, but the infrared degree is assigned due to the
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BPHZL scheme. The BPHZL scheme implements those normalization conditions in the
scheme, which have to be fulfilled for being able to carry out infrared finite computa-
tions for off-shell Green functions in presence of massless particles. Having the Green
functions constructed in a different scheme as dimensional regularization these normal-
ization conditions have to be established finally by adjusting local counterterms. The
conditions, which ensure infrared finitiness for off-shell Green functions are read off form
the BPHZL-scheme:

quAu(p2:O) =0 FAuAu(pzz()) =0
FYXCA (p2 = 0) =0 FEZCA (p2 = O) =0 (7'3)
FEACZ (p2 = 0) =0 FEACA (p2 = 0) =0

The breakings are furthermore restricted by the global symmetries, i.e. by electromagnetic

charge conservation (f14)

n Wen AL = FiAl)
WemA = 0 W Aﬁ;) . * (7.4)
em—3 -

by Faddeev-Popov charge conservation

Wi A = Al Wer A = 0

brs brs

and by conservation of lepton and quark family number (f.15))

W, AW = 0 W, A = 0

brs

The algebraic restrictions on the breakings derived from nilpotency of the ST operator
(E.9), algebra of Ward operators ([.10) and the consistency equation (f.13) read:

scaA) = 0+ 0" (7.5)
WaA(BN) - WBAfxn) = 5aﬁv[~W’AE:’L) + O(hnH) (7.6)
st AL = WaARL = 04 O™ (7.7)

The symmetry operators involved are the ones of the tree approximation, because higher
order contributions are not effective when acting in perturbation theory on a polynomial

of order A".

In the higher order analysis one has to find all the breakings compatible with quan-
tum numbers and symmetries, and one has to prove, that they can be absorbed into a
redefinition of the ST operator, the Ward operators of rigid symmetry and by adjust-
ing finite counterterms, without destroying the on-shell normalization conditions on the
2-point functions. This computation is well-defined and can be carried out straightfor-

wardly. However, there are a lot of terms which have to be considered in the standard
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model, even if CP-invariance is assumed. The analysis is simplified enormously, when
we take advantage of the fact, that the breakings are also classified under the symmetric
dilatational operator Ws’zm (6.17), and when we finally use the knowledge about local
symmetry invariants. These local invariants have been completely characterized, when
we solved the ST identiy and Ward identities in the classical approximation in generality

without using a perturbative expansion and explicit form of the operators.

We proceed now as follows: First we consider the breakings of the ST identity and

classify them in variations and non-variations, the anomalies (section 7.2):

A = sp, D) 4 () pgrom (7.8)

brs cl™ gen

Here Fg’e‘,)@ is a general local field polynomial with quantum numbers of the classical action
and UV dimension less than four. One is not able to exclude at this stage field poly-
nomials of infrared dimension three. It is well-known, that there are anomalies in the
standard model, which are given in the next section. The anomalies have to be shown
to vanish — in the 1-loop order by inspection of diagrams, in higher orders by apply-
ing the non-renormalization theorems. These theorems state, that the anomalies of the
ST identity vanish in higher orders, if they vanish in lowest order ([Af] and references
therein). Application of the non-renormalization theorems to the standard model will
be considered elsewhere and we take its validity as granted for the purpose of the pa-
per. The variations we absorb as far as possible into finite counterterms to the action.
In particular, breakings of IR dimension three cannot be absorbed into counterterms for
reasons of infrared definiteness, although they are variations. Then we establish Ward
identities of rigid symmetry and are finally able to define a unique ST identity (section
7.3). In this analysis we do not have to consider tests with respect to B-field and with
respect to antighosts, because this part has been already constructed in agreement with
the symmetries by solving the ghost equation (see section 5.4). In particular we can carry
out the variable transformation p, — pl, and Y, — Y/ as given in (b.81]) and establish the
symmetries on I (p/,Y/), as usually done (cf. e.g [B]). When we have established both,
the rigid Ward identities and the ST identity, the abelian local Ward identity is identified.
Its breakings are known to be total divergencies. The variations can be absorbed into a
redefinition of the lepton and quark couplings of the abelian subgroup and the anomalous
currents vanish, if the anomalies in the ST identity vanish. At the very end one has one
single unspecified parameter, which is not fixed on the 2-point functions. This parameter
can be finally adjusted to be the electromagnetic fine structure constant in the Thompson
limit (B.73), as it is done in the QED-like on shell schemes (see for a review P2 and

references therein).
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7.2. The cohomolgy and the Adler-Bardeen anomaly

In the first step we concentrate completely in finding the non-variations of the break-
ings under the ST identity, the Adler-Bardeen anomalies [, [[§, [[9]. In the construction
of the Callan-Symanzik equation we have shown that anomalies of the ST identity can
appear only in the 4-dimensional field polynomials (f.I9). This analysis is valid to all
orders, once the CS equation is established to all orders (section 7.4).

W5 Ap™ = 0 (7.9)

sym—brs

all lower dimensional polynomials have been already seen to be variations. The consistency
equation with the rigid transformation operators furthermore tells that only rigid invariant
field polynomials can contribute to the anomaly:

W Ao — () (7.10)

brs

Therefore the algebraic problem can be indeed formulated in symmetric variables o =
+,—,3,4:
Ca = 00abCh H = H+vwo
Vo = Onalfw)V H = H+(v

and the analysis is the same as one has to carry out in the symmetric theory. Here we

(7.11)

see in the abstract approach that ultraviolet divergencies of the spontaneously broken

theories are not worse than the ones of the symmetric theory [, §].

Since we have split off the transformation of the abelian component in the ST identity,
the external field part is essentially treated as in a SU(2) gauge theory. Therefore we
remain finally with polynomials depending on vectors, scalars and fermions and arrive at

the well-known Wess-Zumino consistency condition [F1]:
Wapﬁ - WgPa = é?agfyipwlppyl (712)

where w,, are the gauge transformations of the tree approximation given in (£:39) and P,
is a 4-dimensional polynomial depending only on the propagating fields of the standard

model:
o = [ caOL (O ) Pal(Vas 60, £, £7) (7.13)

The solution of the consistency equation has been analyzed quite generally in [RI] and
can be evaluated in the standard model without further complications. Having CP-
invariance there are even no abelian contributions, which escape the algebraic treatment

of consistency, because those terms are CP odd. We end up with the following explicit
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expression for the anomalies (a = +, —, Z, A are physical field indices, O(fy) is defined

in (E29);
5 = 11 [ i Ona(8)cud (Ou(0w) Vi 0 Osclbur V) (7.14)
~ 1
12 [ OsaOw)ad (VY DV = Zuealbur )V VEVY)

with
éabc = 5a570aa(‘9W)Oﬁb(‘9W)O“{C(9W) (715>

The form of the anomaly is unique up to the addition of BRS-variations. The general
classical action contains two rigid invariant field polynomials in vectors which are odd

under parity transformations:
PEW) = [ s OualOw)VE (Vi Tl VE + ko VEVIVIVE)  (7.16)

We have used the sr_-variations of these field polynomials to bring the anomaly in the

form given above, where it only depends on the abelian ghost combination.

In 1-loop order the coefficients of the anomaly vanish. One has to note that the purely
abelian part vanishes due to electromagnetic current conservation and therefore depends
crucially on establishment of a local Ward identity in connection with electromagnetic

current conservation.

In the following, we assume that the non-renormalization theorems on the Adler-
Bardeen is valid, if we are able to prove a local abelian Ward identity and establish the
Callan-Symanzik equation order by order in perturbation theory. These two equations are

the necessary prerequisite for proving the non-renormalization theorems in higher orders

[Ed.

7.3. The establishment of symmetries

We start the consideration in 1-loop order and take for the lowest order the usual
standard model Lagrangian as given in section 2. If one calculates the finite Green
functions " with the Feynman rules of the tree approximation in a specific scheme

to 1-loop order, the ST identity is in general broken by the local field polynomial A,:
(Srren)(gl) = AbTS (7.17)

Because the coefficient of the anomaly vanishes in 1-loop order, the breaking can be

rewritten as a variation of integrated field polynomials:

Apys = sp,, T (7.18)

cl™ gen
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and
dimV T <4 dim™#r% >3 (7.19)

gen — gen

In the BPHZL scheme it is obvious that we do not have to introduce counterterms with
respect to a photon mass term, because the variation of the photon mass term has infrared

dimension 2.

- / AFA, = / 201 s A, + .. (7.20)

But all further field polynomials appear in principle in I’ E]le)n In order to be able to
establish the on-shell conditions and conditions on the residua of all propagating fields,
we have to show that we have not to dispose of those field polynomials which are fixed by
the normalization conditions. These field polynomials are listed in (f:I3)). Due to the fact
that we have eliminated the antighost contributions by using the ghost equations (p.81),
the normalization conditions specified on the ghost 2-point functions, are now translated
into normalization conditions on the external field part. Explicitly we are not able to
dispose of the terms Y, ¢z and Y, cy4 for establishing on-shell conditions without introducing
infrared divergencies (cf. egs. (b.115), (b.116) and also ([.4)). The terms p,a?,0c, are

kept arbitrary and are finally adjusted on the residua of ghost propagators. Therefore

we find the following list of field polynomials, which are not available for adjusting finite

counterterm contributions
M = (RO - VOV - DLV EVEM Vi
+ 30" $aZi 0y — sMEH ()
+iZ g fROff +izy flofl — My (FFfF+ 1R D)

+ phal,0,cp + Yxmf(bcb> (7.21)

These terms can be eliminated if they are in one to one correspondence with sr -
invariants. From the detailed considerations of the classical approximation it is seen,
that there are left three polynomials, namely [Z*A,, [Y,cz and [Y,ca which do not

correspond to sp_-invariants. Therefore we are able to write

/ 2 / /
Aprs = sp D)ot +wisr, / MZZPA, + b Mysr, / Yz + uyMysr, / Y

o o

= Sl"clrbreak + U1Sr,, /(A,u@ — Z“m)rcl

+ussr,, /(sin Owcy + cos 9WcA)(sin HW% + cos 9W%)Fd
z A

0 )
+ussr,, /(cos Owey —sinbyca) (sin ng + cos HWK)FCI (7.22)
z A
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There we have rewritten the field polynomials with infrared dimension 3 into field op-
erators acting on the classical action, and have the remaining terms shifted into I'p.cq-
[yrear consists of all integrated CP-even field polynomials except the ones listed in ([7.21)),
i.e. it has especially infrared dimension 4. Applying the consistency equation between the
Ward operators of rigid symmetry and the ST identity ([-J) we find that the breakings
of the Ward operators take the following form:

ren (Sl) o nv 5 6
(War ) = Aa + Warbreak + u1Wa /(A'um — Z’um)rd (723)
. ) ) 0
+usW, /(cos Owcy — sin HWcA)(sm HWE + cos Oy, 5cA)FCl

A comprises all field polynomials, which are sp_-invariants.
sr, A = () (7.24)

Considering the list of all possible breakings compatible with the algebra of rigid symmetry
and discrete and global symmetries it is seen, that A7 itself can be written as a sp, and

W,-variation. Explicitly we find the following list of contributions:

(ZURNk o+ / W —Fd) (7.25)

and N}, comprises the following field operators

) ) 0 ) ) )
NZA = /(Z—+A—+CZ +CAE—p35—p3—O'3r‘_3)

07 0A dcy (7.26)

No = / <(sin9WZ+cos b A) ( cos by 552 sin Oy ) = py0(sin e + cos yca)
+ (sin ez + cos bes ) (cos QW% ~ sinfw 5(‘;))
Neeo = [ ((costivez = sintvea) (coss = sind =) -5 )
Nz, = [(sinbwes + cos HWCA)(COS 9W£ — sin Oy 5(‘;)
Noy = /¢+ﬁ -5 _Yﬂsfq _Y_éff_
Ny = /(X%_Yx X)

o
0Y,
— 0 ) o 4]
/V’ei /(6Z 562‘L + 56561 € (WJR 5¢R ez‘)

— 0 )
Na, = /(diLﬁ_‘—Wl ¢d25¢R 5¢R¢d)

For absorbing these polynomials into the Ward operators (B.2()) we have finally to note

that the expansion of the coefficients to 1-loop order can be also rewritten into a field
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differentiation acting on I'y;. Denoting with W) the Ward operator of the tree approxi-
mation (.I13) then we write

W = W, + oWl 1+ O(h?) (7.27)
with
owir, = wo / (57’22 0 +5rAAi +59V(zi a4l ) (7.28)
a e @ 67 5A 6A Tz

) ) )
+ o, (cos Owcy — sin GWCA) (cos ng — sin Oy 5CA)

+ ord, (cos Owcz — sin QWCA) (sm 9W5— + cos Oy — 0 )

Cz oca
+ orf (sin Owcy + cos GWCA) (cos Hwi — sin Oy — 0 )
° dcy dca

5
+OrSN, + oSN, + Z (00N, + 8 Niy) + b0 H>

Therefrom it is seen that the scalar and fermion contributions are immediately absorbed
into a redefinition of the tree Ward operators compatible with the algebra. For the ghosts
and vectors only parts of the invariants are absorbed, but a straigthforward calculation
shows that all the remaining contributions can be shifted into a r break, Which again in-

cludes only interaction terms. Therefore we remain with
ren (=1) (1) ~
(WF ) - _6WOC Fd + Wa(rbreak + Fbreak) (729)

If one goes back with these expressions to the ST identity we have now for reasons of
consistency to split off therein the corresponding contributions 6S™, because otherwise

the consistency relations are not valid to the next order.

S(Fren)(<l 55( l + Srcl(rbreak + f‘break) (730)
where
) ) ) )
1 — _ Vg~ _
55T, = sp, /(MZZ(;Z oA+ 00V (7= A(SZ) (7.31)
+ ord (cos Owcy — sin QWCA) (cos HW— — sin Oy — 0 )
33 5cZ dca
+ or, (cos Owcy — sin HWCA) (sm HW— + cos Oy 50,4)
. )
+ ory, (sm Owcz + cos QWCA) (sm HW— + cos Oy — ))Fd
dca

Defining the generating functional of Green functions of the standard model by

I'= Fcl + I — Fbreak - f‘break + O(h2) (732)
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and the Ward operators and ST operator to 1-loop order by
Wa =W oWl ST) =8O) +6SP(D) (7.33)

we have proceeded to absorb all breakings into counterterms of the action and a redefini-

tion of the symmetry operators compatible with the algebra.
SM)=0+0(*) W, =0+0(R) (7.34)

The field polynomials, on which the normalization conditions on the 2-point functions
are established, are not touched in the construction. It is worth to note that at higher
orders as it was in the classical approximation the ST identity is only completely spec-
ified, if we construct simultanouesly the Ward identities of rigid symmetry. By now we
have suppressed those contributions which depend on the external field (;Aﬁa. They do not
contribute to anomalies and the absorption of their breakings proceeds as in [p(], where

we have carried out the same analysis in the abelian Higgs model.

Since we have only determined the normalization conditions on the 2-point functions in
the above construction, the finite Green functions are not unique by now. First we have
to fix the remaining coupling constant by a normalization condition on an interaction
vertex as given e.g in (B.73). From the construction of the general classical invariant

action it is seen, that furthermore the abelian couplings of fermions are not specified.

gen

The contributions which remain arbitrary can be read off from the fermionic part 'y, e,

(b-60) and the external field part ') ; (p.64)) of the general invariant classical action.
They are obtained in their explicit form by expanding G, to 1-loop order and setting all
other coefficients to their tree value. We denote with I's; the corresponding sr ,-invariant
field polynomials.

N
r=r+> Y &1 (7.35)
i=16=l,q

and I" and I satisfy both the ST identity and rigid Ward identities in the same form.

For fixing these undetermined parameters one has to use the local U(1) Ward identity
(£.69). Having constructed I' in accordance with ST identity and rigid symmetry, it is
obvious that the abelian Ward identity is only broken by total divergencies in 1-loop
order. Consistency ([L.6§) furthermore restricts the breakings to be again sr_-invariants

and rigid invariants. One has

¢ w9_o(Ltanel oL i)
<COS¢9WW 8(TZ s1n@5Z+TA COS@aA) r (7.36)

1 1
= D(— sin®Bz + — cos @BA)
Tz TA
+6910,77 """ + 095,0,5% + 1i0, I 4 O(h?)
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The breakings are given by
ot j:f“tte" = w¥ly o* jfj =ws, Ly (7.37)

w;, denotes the non-integrated version of the operators of lepton and quark familiy con-

servation (f.15). The anomalous contribution is determined to
DI = 11 [ S (On(Ou) Vi O )V (7.39)
. 1
12 [ e (VIO VE = Sl Ow) Vi VVY)

The coefficients of the anomalous currents in the Ward identity are related to the ones
of the ST identity. (This can be seen by establishing the abelian Ward identity as a
sp,,-variation of a ghost equation.) In particular, they vanish in 1-loop order, and they
vanish to all orders, if the non-renormalization theorems are valid in the standard model.
Vanishing of the purely abelian current anomaly to all orders can be proved only by means
of the local abelian Ward identity [[Iq].

The absorption of non-anomalous currents proceeds as in the classical approximation
(cf. (5-70) — (5-73)): The lepton and quark family currents are absorbed by fixing the by

now undetermined constants ng) in ([:33) and the matter current 95™*" is absorbed

into the overall normalization of the Ward identity.

The finite renormalized Green functions are constructed in 1-loop order uniquely:
They satisfy the ST identity, the Ward identities of rigid symmetry and the local abelian
Ward identity. The 2-point functions of physical fields and of Faddeev-Popov ghosts have
one particle properties, and especially the mass matrices of massiv massless particles are
diagonalized at p* = 0. This property ensures that the Green functions of the next order

exist in renormalized perturbation theory.

7.4. Induction to all orders

Having constructed the Green functions of 1-loop order in accordance with the sym-
metries and in accordance with off-shell infrared existence ([(-J), the action principle can
be applied to the renormalized Green functions of the next order in the same way, as it
applied, when we proceeded from lowest order to 1-loop ([[.17) and ([[.1§). For this reason
we are able to carry out the proof to all orders by induction ([7I]). Assuming that the
ST identity (5.19), the Ward identities of rigid symmetry (5.20) and the local U(1) Ward
identity ([L.69) are established for the Green functions to order n — 1, then one can make
the induction step to order n. The important point is the fact that the UV dimension
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and IR dimension of the breakings is not changed, because the counterterms, we had to
add for establishing the symmetries, are compatible with UV and IR dimension 4. In
particular, the I'c¢f, which governs the perturbative expansion of Green functions in the
BPHZL scheme, is a 4-4 insertion (see [B] for details).

Because the one-loop breakings have been absorbed in accordance with the algebraic

properties and the consistency equation

srS(I') = 0 forany T (7.39)
spsp = 0 if ST)=0
Wo,S(IT) —spW,I' = 0 forany T
Wa Ws| = eass Ly Wy

the breakings of order n are algebraically characterized by ([). Therefore we are able
to proceed from order n — 1 to order n in the same way as from lowest order to 1-loop
order, since we did not use explicit expressions of 1-loop order, but only algebraic and

power counting properties.

The only ingredient of 1-loop order has been the characterization of the anomaly can-
didates by the CS equation ([.9). In order to close the arguments we have finally to
derive the Callan-Symanzik to order n — 1. The CS equation of 1-loop is given in (6.3§).
Since the symmetries are established to order n the the unsymmetric soft field polynomial
AZS3 vanishes. The construction of the higher order CS equation proceeds for the hard
breakings as given in section 6.2, especially there are the same number of independent
parameters and sp_-invariants. All differentiations with respect to couplings and mass
parameters act on the parameters, which appear in higher orders as corrections in the
ST identity and the Ward identities of rigid symmetry. As it is for the differentiation
with respect to My (B-39) in 1-loop order, they have all supplemented by field opera-
tors in order to commute with the ST operator and Ward operators of rigid symmetry.
The explicit expressions can be read off from eqgs. ([.2§8) and ([.3() and will be given in
detail elsewhere. We denote with dy, A\ = e, my, my,, 0w, 0 the rigid and sp_, symmet-
ric operators of higher orders. (The weak mixing angle and the ghost angle are given
by the on-shell definition (5.107)). Also the higher order field differentiation operators
(6-24), (p-29) and (p-2§), which correspond to the anomalous dimensions, are modified
in an obvious way. The soft breakings of the CS equation are constructed as in the tree
approximation, because they are completely characterized by their algebraic properties.

The CS equation is then finally given by

Np B
(MO + Beede = Brty oy + Bun bt Oy + D23 Bong, g0y (7.40)
i=1 f
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Infrared existence of the CS equation can be proved as in 1-loop order, since the conditions
for off-shell infrared existence ([[.3)) have been maintained in the construction of symmetry

operators.

With the establishment of the CS equation the construction of standard model Green
functions to all orders is completed. The ST identity and Ward identities of rigid sym-

metry
ST)y=0 W, =0 (7.41)

the local abelian Ward identity

1 1) 1 0 1 1
Q _ o _— R e — O = g -
<91W 8(7‘2 sin @62 + o cos @6A)>F (TZ sin © By + o cos @BA) (7.42)

with
w¥ = we,, — W3 (7.43)

define uniquely the Green functions of the standard model of electroweak interactions to

all orders of perturbation theory in the on-shell scheme.
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8. Conclusions and outlook

In this article we have constructed the finite renormalized Green functions of the
standard model of electroweak interactions to all orders of perturbation theory. Special
attention has been paid to the construction of 2-point functions in the on-shell scheme.
Only if the Green functions have one-particle properties in the LSZ-limit (apart from the
problem of unstable particles), can one proceed to construct the S-matrix and finally prove
unitarity of the physical S-matrix. These properties are the main requirements for being
able to interpret a quantum field theory as a physical theory of fundamental interactions.
Since the standard model contains massless particles, mass diagonalization of massless and
massive fields is connected with off-shell infrared existence of finite renormalized Green

functions.

The analysis has been carried out using the method of algebraic renormalization, which
until now was applied mainly to theories with semisimple gauge groups. In order to apply
the method to the standard model with the non-semisimple SU(2) x U(1) group we had
to generalize the method of algebraic renormalization at some points. In particular, we
had to obtain the symmetry operators by means of their algebraic properties instead of
postulating them in an explicit form a priori. The parameters, which appear in the gen-
eral solution of the algebra, correspond to field redefinitions of individual fields and, in
particular, to non-diagonal field redefinitions of neutral massive/massless fields. The ad-
justment of the latter parameters is essential for diagonalizing the mass matrix of neutral
vectors at p? = 0. Due to the non-semisimple group structure, the abelian component of
the action contains additional free parameters, which are not specified by the Slavnov-
Taylor identity. These are interpreted as the couplings of the currents of lepton and quark
family conservation. Classically, these currents are conserved in the standard model, if
one neglects mixing of quarks due to the CKM matrix. In the general case there are
classically the conserved currents of fermion family number conservation and of baryon
number conservation. These currents are not gauged, but are not distinguished from the
electromagnetic current in the theoretical prescription, since they have the same quan-
tum numbers. In order to characterize the interactions prescribed by the standard model
as the ones of weak and electromagnetic interaction, the electromagnetic and the lepton
and quark number currents have to be identified and fixed by a Ward identity. Because
the electromagnetic Ward identity of current conservation cannot be derived for off-shell
Green functions, we have to use a specific form of the abelian local Ward identity. This
identity is the functional generalization of the Gell-Mann Nishijima relation. We want
to point out that in the general case, with quark family mixing, the local Ward identity

becomes even more important for correct adjustment of the electromagnetic current.
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An abelian Ward identity cannot be derived a priori, but has to be characterized in
the group structure as being abelian. For this reason, we have to require invariance under
the nonabelian rigid symmetries. The construction of Green functions in agreement with
rigid symmetry restricts the gauge fixing sector and the number of independent parameters
appearing therein. In order to be able to diagonalize the mass matrix of neutral ghosts
at p> = 0, one has to introduce an additional ghost angle into the BRS-transformations
of antighosts. In the on-shell scheme, this angle is related to the ghost mass ratio in a
way similar to that in which the vector mass ratio is related to the weak mixing angle.
From the Callan-Symanzik equation, one can see that the ghost mass ratio indeed has to
be introduced as an independent parameter of the theory, since it has independent higher

order corrections.

The most remarkable consequence of the higher order construction is the observation,
that the standard model provides exactly the right number of parameters to bring the
propagators to a form in which they have one-particle properties in the LSZ-limit. As
we have pointed out, one has to adjust all of these parameters and one has to take into
account all deformations allowed by the algebra. If we had not succeeded with the analysis
as prescribed in the paper, then we would have had to prove that one-particle properties
are the consequence of a symmetry. Such a procedure has to be carried out finally in
the unphysical sector proving mass degeneracy for all unphysical fields by means of the
Slavnov-Taylor identity [[4, BQ]. From this point of view the vector and the unphysical
sector will be analysed carefully, when the renormalization is extended to CP-violating

interactions.

Having constructed the symmetry operators, we can apply them immediately to ex-
plicit one-loop and higher loop calculations. The parameters appearing therein are mainly
determined on 2-point functions, which are listed for one-loop order in the literature. One
is then able to prove, if finite Green functions satisfy the Slavnov-Taylor identity. In di-
mensional regularization one has to pay most attention to such breakings, which are
absorbed into parity violating counterterms of the effective action. Due to parity non-
conservation, it is not evident that the finite Green functions satisfy the Slavnov-Taylor

identity, if poles are subtracted by means of d-dimensional symmetric counterterms.

A first insight into higher order non-local contributions can be gained by considering
the Callan-Symanzik equation. The Callan-Symanzik equation of the standard model of
electroweak interaction has a completely different form from that of the corresponding
symmetric theory. It contains mixed field operators between massless/massive neutral
fields and, in particular, S-functions with respect to the independent mass parameters

of the theory. It is, however, not a matter of taste, whether one wants to derive the
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Callan-Symanzik equation in terms of physical fields or symmetric fields, since it does not
even exist, if one does not include the mass diagonalization conditions of massless/massive
particles at p? = 0 in the construction. For this reason, the considerations which concern
the renormalization group analysis of the unbroken SU(2) x U(1)-theory are not applicable
to the standard model. It was one of the main intentions of the present work, to make the
differences between unbroken and broken theories apparent. In particular, what one has
to consider in the spontaneously broken case, are the large mass logarithms, which are
induced from the lowest order -functions to higher orders. These large-mass logarithms
are specific for the model in its spontaneously broken form and have been analysed in a
much simpler broken theory in [[]]. The corresponding systematic investigation is now

also feasible in the electroweak standard model.

Acknowledgements 1 want to thank K. Sibold for initial common work, many help-
ful discussions and a critical reading of the manuscript. I am grateful to G. Weiglein,

B.A. Kniehl and A. Denner for comments on explicit one-loop renormalization.

102



A The quantum numbers of fields

In this appendix we list the quantum numbers of fields. We give the electromagnetic
charge Qerm, the Faddeev-Popov charge (4, and the properties under charge conjugation
C and parity transformation P. Parity transformation to massive fermions is assigned in
accordance with parity conservation in electromagnetic interactions. The infrared (dim’)

and ultraviolet (dim"") dimensions of fields is adjusted in agreement with the BPHZL-

scheme [B4, Bj].

dimPY | dim'? | Qem | Qor C P(xt — x,)
el % 2 -1 0 —iyZef 7Pek
elt % 2 -1 0 —iry2el ek
ul % 2 —i—% 0 —iry2ul AOutt
uft % 2 —i—% 0 —iry?u ~yOuk
dr % 9 _ % 0 iy?dls ~OdR
JR E 9 110 —in2dR OdE
vk % % 0 0 | CP: —in?yl~

3 [ 2 (a1 ot it
s 2 a1 | e U
el 3 2 | +3 ] 1 —* VU
el 3 2 | +3 ] 1 —i VU
d| 3 2 | -3 | 1 —* 1’%a
il 3 2 |-z |1 —i e Vv
rlos 3 0 | 1 |CP:—in?y %

Table 1: Quantum numbers of the fermion fields
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Table 2: Quantum numbers of boson fields
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