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In Quantum Field Theory, scattering amplitudes are computed from propagators which, for inter-
nal lines, are built upon spin/polarization-sum relationships. In turn, these are normally constructed
upon plane-wave solutions of the free field equations. A question that may now arise is whether
such spin/polarization-sums can be generalized. In the past, there has been a first attempt at gen-
eralizing spin sums for fermionic fields in terms of the Michel-Wightman identities. In this paper,
we aim to find the most general spin sums for fermionic fields within the range of QFT.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum Field Theory is the most important tool we have to compute scattering processes in particle physics. The
actual calculations of scattering amplitudes are based on perturbative expansions that reduce the interaction of the
scattered particles to combinations of freely-propagating particles and point-like processes in which all information
about the interaction is encoded. These freely-propagating particles can be further distinguished according to whether
they are the observable particles coming/going from/to infinity or the virtual particles that appear as internal lines
between vertices. Virtual particles describing internal lines are themselves represented by propagators, written in
terms of spin-sum and polarization-sum relationships. Therefore these spin sums and polarization sums are the
fundamental quantities from which propagators can be evaluated, and scattering amplitudes can be computed.

As is normal in QFT, spin sums and polarization sums are commonly calculated from fields that are taken in the
form of plane-wave solutions for the free field equations. Nevertheless, one may wonder what would happen when
more general solutions are considered. A first extension was made by Michel and Wightman who found the spin
sums of fermion fields in cases in which the spin axial-vector of the spinor was not to be averaged out [1]. The
Michel-Wightman spin sums display a corresponding enlarged structure. In the present work, our goal is to continue
such an enlargement up to include spin sums for fermions in the most general case allowed in standard QFT.

II. RECALLING THE FUNDAMENTALS: PARTICLE SCATTERING

We begin our presentation by specifying that all our results are found within the formalism of standard Quantum
Field Theory, and that all generalizations are only about the content of the spin sums. As for the QFT notations, we
follow those of reference [2]. This means that, in particular, spinors are promoted to operators, themselves verifying
anti-commutation relationships, as usually done in QFT. Notice that all results about locality and causality, and in
particular the fact that the anti-commutators vanish for space-like separation, are consequently ensured by the very
construction of the theory (for more details we direct the reader to [2| chapter 3).

Additionally, all scattering amplitudes are considered to occur, to a very good approximation, only between point-
like particles, with no internal dynamics nor extension. For asymptotic states given by an initial |¢); and a final 1)
the amplitude of the initial state to scatter off to the final state is given by

Spi=y(Y|U¥)i (1)
where
“+o0
U=exp (—z’ Hintdt> (2)
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in which Hj, is the Hamiltonian of the interaction. Since U is an exponential, we know its perturbative series and
therefore we can write explicitly all terms in powers of the Hamiltonian of interaction (see [2] chapter 4).
For Quantum Electrodynamics, the Hamiltonian is given by

mmzlyawu@Mf 3)

in which v* is an element of the Clifford algebra needed to define the spinor v with charge e and A, is the electro-
dynamic field. Thus in QED the elementary process has Feynman diagram

so that every internal line is obtained as a hinge between two external legs having equal momenta. In this case, the
two hinged lines constitute either a polarization sum or a spin sum that can be evaluated, for plane waves, to be

1

a;t(p)au (p) = pﬁ(_gul/) (4)

and

w(p)a(p) = ——— (p+ml) (5)

p*—m?

respectively (readers interested in details can find the review of Feynman rules for QED in [2] chapters 4 and 5).
Here we give just a few of the simplest examples. The first is given by the electron-positron scattering

a(k) v(k)
au(p —p')
al/(p - p,)

u(p) o(p')

whose invariant matrix element is

M=3v(p)(iexy*)u(p)au(p—p)a, (p—p')u(k)(iey"”)v (k') (6)

with a,(p—p")a, (p—p’) to be evaluated with (4). Therefore the electron-positron scattering is given by



and its invariant matrix element is

M=v(p")(iexy")u(p) (pf_g;,")ﬂ(k)(iev”)v(k’) (7)

with u(p) plane-wave spinor corresponding to an electron and v(p’) plane-wave spinor corresponding to a positron
(the reader may check with [2] page 131). Alternatively, the complementary case is the electron-photon scattering

W(INSJ\}
au (k)

L ulp+ k)

a, (k)

so that the invariant matrix element is
M=7a(p")a, (k") (iex* )u(p + k)a(p + k) (iev”)a, (k)u(p) (8)

in which u(p + k)u(p + k) is calculated with (5). Hence the electron-photon scattering is given by

whose invariant matrix element is

p+E+ml

M=) 6er") e

(iev”)aw (k)u(p) 9)



where a,, is the polarization vector of the photon (again see [2] page 158). In the same way one might re-construct all
higher-order combinations, including loop diagrams of radiative corrections (see again [2] chapters 5 and 6).

This perhaps trivial summary of Feynman rules serves the purpose of highlighting how the scattering amplitudes can
be computed in terms of internal lines hinged by using polarization-sum and spin-sum relationships. The polarization
and spin sums themselves are evaluated on specific solutions of the field equations. Thus the construction that leads
to the computation of the matrix elements is based on expressions (1-2), which are general, and (3), which is specific
of a given interaction, but for that interaction it is still general. However, expressions (4-5) are valid only for plane
waves. Consequently, to consider solutions that are more general than plane waves, the spin sums must be more
general than (4-5). The rest of the construction given by (1-2, 3) is the same as that of standard QED.

Now, to enlarge the spin sums from the usual (4-5), we may notice that a first step has already been undertaken
in [1] by Michel and Wightman, when they dropped the assumption of averaging out the spin axial-vector, obtaining
the more general Michel-Wightman identities. In the following section, we will find a further extension of the spin
sums for fermion fields that will generalize the Michel-Wightman spin sums up to their most general case.

To do that, we need a tool that is known in literature as the polar decomposition.

III. THE POLAR FORM

The polar decomposition of spinor fields is essentially the technique for which in a spinor each complex component
can be written in polar form, that is as a product of a module times a phase, while maintaining the manifest covariance
of the formulation. After writing spinors in polar form, it is possible to easily compute the spin-sum relationships [3].

To begin, we introduce the Clifford matrices v¢ verifying the Clifford algebra {v?,~*} = 2In? in which 7 is
the Minkowski matrix. Then we also have o = [y, 4°]/4 satisfying 2i04, = capeqmo® in terms of the completely
antisymmetric pseudo-tensor €454 and implicitly defining the 7 matrix (this is usually denoted as % but we prefer
to use a notation with no index). Given a spinor ¢ and its adjoint 1) =1+" we can build the spinorial bi-linears as

£ =2 S =)~ map O =iy (10)
M =2ipobe) U =9y D=1 (11)

which are all real tensors and such that they verify
YP=1@I+1U,v"+ éMaba“b — %Eaba“bﬂ'f 1Sy m—LOm (12)

called Fierz identities. We can now give a very general result about how spinors can be re-expressed. This result
is about the classification of spinor fields, which can be very generally split in two major classes: one is given by
those spinors verifying the constraints © = ® =0 called singular spinors; the other is given by the spinors having in
general ©2+4®2£0 called regular spinors. Singular spinors, containing Weyl and Majorana spinors [1—10], are a very
important class of spinors, but we are not going to focus on them in this work. We will instead focus on regular
spinors. Regular spinors can always be written (in chiral representation) according to

p=pe #PTL

1
0
X (13)
0

in terms of L being a specific complex Lorentz transformation, and in which 5 and ¢ are a real pseudo-scalar and a
scalar called chiral angle and module. A straightforward substitution in (12) of (13) gives

B =3P ( T fugy®) (e — suy) (14)

in the most general case and having defined S% =2¢?s% and U®=2¢?u® as the spin axial-vector and velocity vector.
With spinors in polar form, the corresponding spinorial covariant derivative can always be written as

YV, =(—4V, 7 +V, n¢l—iP,I-LR,;,0") (15)

in terms of P, being the usual momentum associated to the gauge structure and where R;;,, is a tensor playing the
role of momentum associated to the space-time structure [3]. Then, the Dirac spinor field equations in polar form are

VB4 B, —2P'uy,s,)+2s,mcos =0 (16)
V,In¢*+ R, —2PPu” sy pyo +2s,msin f=0 (17)



where we have introduced R,,* = R, and %EWVLRO”’L = B,, for simplicity. Notice that (16-17) are equivalent to the

initial Dirac spinor field equations, as it has been proven with detail in references [3] and references therein.
Finally, from (16-17) we can derive

PP=mcos pul =Y -suP+Y -us’+Z,s,u,e"*VP (18)

with Y, =1(V,8+B,) and Z,=—3(V,In¢?>+R,,) as explicit expression of the momentum [3].

IV. PLANE-WAVE REDUCTION

Having presented the polar re-formulation of the Dirac theory, we are next going to employ it to find in what way
plane waves are contained in it. The structure of a plane-wave solution can be covariantly expressed according to

iV, =P, (19)

where P, is the momentum. Such a condition can be thought as the position representation of the position-momentum
commutation relations of quantum mechanics, in relativistic form, applied to spinor fields. When the assumption of
plane waves is implemented, we have that (15) reduces to (19) only if

R, =0 (20)
=0 (21)
V=0 (22)
since a constant pseudo-scalar must be zero identically. In this case the field equations (16-17) become
Ptups—s,m=0 (23)
PPuYs% 500 =0 (24)

as easy to see. Then, the momentum (18) reduces to
Pr=mu’ (25)

as expected. By plugging this back into (23-24) we see that these are verified identically. Thus in the case of plane
waves, the Dirac equations are equivalent to the single condition P? =mu” showing that the 8 Dirac equations reduce
to only 4 independent constraints. This halving of independent components is well known, albeit it is usually thought
to come from the on-shell condition, and not from the plane-wave condition. Here we have shown that it is the
plane-wave condition what locks the two chiral parts to be equal, halving the degrees of freedom of spinors. Finally,
consider the plane-wave condition applied to the spin-sum relations. In (14) we can plug 5=0 to get the much simpler

=5 (ml+Pyy®)(I-sa7") (26)

having normalized ¢? =m and having used (25) again. As it is possible to witness, these are precisely the Michel-
Wightman identities [1]. In spin-average

> epin YW= (mI+Poy®) (27)

which coincide with those we have in standard QFT.

Because the Michel-Wightman identities constitute a generalization of the common spin sums, the identities (14)
are yet another generalization. In fact, since they are obtained from (13), which is the most general form of spinor
field, the identities (14) are the most general form of spin sums that we can have.

With these spin sums one can now compute the propagators for internal lines, and so the scattering amplitudes. In
the rest of the paper we will present, as an example, an application to a specific case.

V. GENERAL COMPUTATION

Despite aiming to work in general cases, one assumption that we shall still consider will be that of taking into
account the spin averages. So (14) reduces to

> = s me ) (28)

spin



having defined p® = mu® as the kinematic momentum in terms of mass and velocity and having used the same
normalization commonly used in QFT. The above is the form of the propagator for fermionic internal lines.

It is important to notice that even in spin average the kinematic momentum p, is still different, if 3 is different
from zero, from the dynamic momentum P, in (18). With the dynamic momentum instead, the spin sum would be

— cos 3 .
= (P+mecosfe T 29
P T LA L (29)
in terms of the cosine of the chiral angle.

For a small chiral angle, the two expressions coincide. In general, there are no compelling reasons to limit the
investigation to the kinematic momentum, instead of the dynamic momentum. Here however, we will only consider
the kinematic momentum, that is (28), since this is what is done in QFT.

VI. THE COMPTON SCATTERING

It is now time to apply the above results to the actual computations in a specific case. Because we want to see
the effects of the chiral angle 5 in the propagator, spinors must constitute the internal lines. And since the £ angle
is usually non-zero for interacting fermions, we ought to pick a case in which some fermion is in a bound state. The
perfect example is the Compton scattering [2]. In this case the photon scatters off an electron that is bound around
the nucleus, and consequently it has a non-zero chiral angle.

The invariant matrix element (9) is

—ifBw
pbtk+me v

2= /
M==ca(pay (W "=

a, (k)u(p) (30)

as k? = 0 and p? = m? for photon and electron. The full treatment of the Compton scattering involves also the
complementary diagram

uﬁ—k"*‘m@_w”

2__
M=+e u(p/)au(k/)'y 2p-k'

v ay (k)u(p) (31)

now with &2=0 for the photon. The full invariant matrix element is thus

pbttme 0" L, Pt —meT T
2p-k T 2p-k’

M=—e*u(p)a,(K)[y ¥]ay (k)u(p) (32)

which now must be squared. Taking the trace we get

1 et DHEEme T pt B —me T
T e > ]
+ _’_mefi,@ﬂ' —ph+ /_mefiﬁﬂ
(g P, e )] (33)

having used vu=p+m and a,a, =—g,, for the external legs of both the electron and the photon contributions.
From now on all goes as standard QFT. Long but straightforward computations, involving Clifford algebras, and
especially the traces of the Clifford matrices, lead to

1 9 Jw W 1 1 of 1 1
Z|M| =2e L}’+w+4m E_J +3m E_FE -
1 1 1 1 1 9 1 1 1
—2m cos [Qm (W—i—c‘ﬂ—koﬂ)—k(w—uﬂ)} +2m* cos (2f9) (W—Fcﬂ-&-w&)} (34)

since p’-k'=p-k=mw and k-p’=p-k' =mw’ and we also have p-p' =k-k'+m? as well as k-k' =m(w—w’) as usual.
As it is clear, the contribution of the chiral angle appears to modify the standard expression. For the first-order
perturbative in § it reduces to



1
ZIM|? 26t
4

w W 11 1 1)? 11 1 1/1 1

—+==2m(———|+m? (S ——) —m* |2 S+ |+t 5—— (35)

W w W w W w ww'  w? w'? m\w w

where the standard expression is now obvious and it is accompanied by an expression that is quadratic in the chiral

angle. The chiral angle 3 appears squared as expected from the fact that it is a pseudo-scalar while |M|? is a scalar.
To evaluate the correction, we recall that the scattered electron is in a bound state with its nucleus, and therefore

it is natural to assume it is described by the 1.5 orbital of hydrogen-like atoms. In this case we know what is the form
of the chiral angle, as it is given by

B =— arctan <e2 cosf//1 —64) ~—e? cos 6 (36)

where 6 is the elevation in spherical coordinates. The fact that it is point-dependent is not surprising for a function,
but for better applicability it is more convenient to use a mean over all possible orientations, which is given by

4

1
2 = o / (2 sin fdfdp ~ % (37)

of the same magnitude of €2 itself.
Plugging it into (35), and then plugging the result into the cross-section, furnishes

do  wa? (W \’[w o ., 167202 of 1 1 1
deost = m? <w) [Nw"sme' TTa [27” (W wm) “‘0059” (38)
having used the Compton relation
1 1 1

and e?2=4ro for correction to the Klein-Nishina formula.
In this computation, the electron is in bound state after photon absorption. But we may also consider the electron
in bound state before photon absorption. Then

2
> = (e ) (40

spin

is the propagator for external lines. Internal lines are now treated as describing electrons in the free state.
The invariant matrix element is assigned as above and when we compute its square, after taking the trace, we get

prbtm_ —prf-m

1 2_¢2 64 u¢+%+m v V_p—’_k/_m
e =L gy e B e e as. i

o —ifm
1 1 ik T T Y (P+me™ ") vy

m@#m)} (41)

where the external leg for the outgoing electron is taken in plane waves as the electron leaving the nucleus is free.
Again, computations are now as usual, just a little easier because of the single appearance of the chiral angle in the
full expression. After they are done we get

w W 11 11)\? 2 2 1 3/1 1
J+E—2m ((JJ'_W> +m2 <w/_w> —(1 — COSﬁ)mQ [(oﬂ+oﬂ_ww’> —E (w/—w):H (42)
with the same notations used above.

In the Compton scattering the electron is in the bound state described by the 15 orbital, of which we already know
the expression in polar form, and therefore we know how to evaluate the chiral angle. When solutions of the Coulomb
potentials will provide the structure of 25 and 2P orbitals in polar form, we will be able to evaluate the chiral angle
also in those cases, and the computation of the energy splitting in the Lamb shift will also become accessible.

Generally speaking, the general spin sum (14) may always be relevant in cases in which the internal lines are

fermionic. This is true in particular when radiative corrections are considered. In this case, the simplest process is
the electron vertex

1 s 0, 4
- )
4|M| m €




resulting into the invariant matrix element

M= i [0 I e o) 222 B e utpa'h (13)

where we have to take the propagator as (28). After its substitution we obtain the expression

ie? kg me B 1 F+me %™
_ v m
(271')4 /U( )7 (k+q)2_m2 Y alt(Q) (k—p)2 k2—m2

You(p)d'k (44)

where f=0(k+q) and (=((k) in general.
The evaluation can be done again by neglecting the spin-dependent terms and it leads to the correction expressed
in terms of two contributions as

_ ie3_27m oy ku(l—cosﬁ)+(k+q)u(1_cosoa .
SMy=2 (277)4_/ (p")u(p) (kg2 —m2][}2—m2] (k—p)? w(@)d'k (45)

2

g m _ 1—cos(8—C¢)
M, =2ie? % d*k 46
M e (27_‘_)4 /u(p )7 u(p) [(k+q)2_mQHkQ_mg](k_p)zaM(q) ( )
the first being scalar and the second being vectorial. For the specific case in which f~( the vector contribution would
disappear leaving only the scalar contribution

—2m
(2m)?

which can be evaluated following the common prescriptions of QFT. Nevertheless, from this point on, the problem
we meet is that we do not have the expression of the chiral angle for electrons. We know that non-trivial expressions
for the chiral angle can only be present when some internal dynamics is allowed for electrons, and thus within a more
realistic description in which electrons are not treated as point particles. In lack of such a description we cannot go
forward. However, we may still wonder what happens if the chiral angle were not dependent on the momentum of the
particle. In this case

(2k+g)*
[(k+q)?—m?|[k? —m?](k—p)?

SM, =2ie>

[ ) utp)(1-cos ) au(a)d'k (47)

4me? (2k+q)*
=—i 1— a(p’ 4 4
SM, 26(2@4( cos ﬁ)/u(p Yu(p) [(k+q)2me}[kQ—mQ](kfpﬁa“(q)d k (48)
and in the approximation of vanishing momentum transfer ¢—0 and eventually
. 16m?2e? K+ 4
dMg=—iea,(0) o) (1—cos B)/ [kQ—mQ]Q(k—p)Qd k (49)



which can finally be evaluated. However, re-normalizability arguments would lead us away from our scope.
Another situation in which internal lines are relevant is in the instance of the electron self-energy. Nevertheless,
corrections due to the chiral angle are present again only for electrons displaying some form of internal dynamics.
Very generally, any application of the generalized QFT formalism is based on the knowledge of the chiral angle,
and so computations can be carried on only when non-trivial solutions of freely propagating electrons will be known.
The actual procedure to find such exact non-trivial solutions for freely-propagating spinor fields, however, is not
at all an easy one. The search for these exact solutions is a subject that must be tackled with the latest tools of the
polar decomposition of spinors [14], still in its early stage. Perhaps more results will be available in the future.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work we have considered the problem of evaluating scattering amplitudes in terms of internal lines described
by propagators written in terms of polarization-sum and spin-sum relationships. We have recalled that these spin
sums are normally computed for the plane-wave solutions of free field equations. For fermions, such standard spin
sums computed with plane waves can be seen as the spin-average approximation of enlarged spin sums called Michel-
Wightman identities. We have seen that these Michel-Wightman spin sums are themselves a restricted case of yet
more encompassing spin sums given by the identities (14). These last spin sums are the most general we can have.

Quantum Field Theory itself, in its formal structure, was not modified, so the propagators and scattering amplitudes
were the standard ones. We used the above general spin sums into the usual propagators to compute scattering
amplitudes for the Compton effect as an example. Its purpose was to show that the evaluation of scattering amplitudes
can be done for various processes exactly as in standard Quantum Field Theory.
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