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E ective Field T heories

Aneesh V .M anohar

Physics D epartm ent, U niversity of C alifomia, San D igo,
9500 G ilm an D rive, La Jolla, CA 92093, USA

A bstract. These lectures introduce som e of the basic ideas of e ective eld theories.
T he topics discussed Inclide: relevant and irrelevant operators and scaling, renom al-
ization In e ective eld theories, decoupling of heavy particles, power counting, and
naive din ensional analysis. E ective Lagrangians are used to study the S = 2 weak
interactions and chiral perturbation theory.

1 Introduction

An important idea that is inplicit in all descriptions of physical phenom ena
is that of an e ective theory. T he basic prem ise of e ective theories is that
dynam ics at low energies (or large distances) does not depend on the details
of the dynam ics at high energies (or short distances). As a result, low energy
physics can be descrbed using an e ective Lagrangian that containsonly a few
degrees of freedom , ignoring additional degrees of freedom present at higher
energies. O ne of them ain purposes of these lectures is to m ake these qualitative
statem ents quantitative.

First a sin ple exam ple: T he energy lkevels of the H ydrogen atom are calcu—
lated in textbooks using the Schrodinger equation for an electron bound to a
proton by a Coulomb potential. To a good approxin ation, the only properties
of the proton that are relevant for the com putation are its m ass and charge.
An understanding of the quark substructure of the proton (et alone quantum
graviy) is not necessary to com pute the energy levels of the H ydrogen states.
This is true provided an answer which has som e theoretical uncertainty is suf-

cient. A m ore accurate calculation of the energy levels, for exam ple ncluding
the hyper ne splitting, requires that we also know that the proton has spin-1/2,
and a m agnetic m om ent of 2.793 nuclear m agnetons. An even m ore accurate
calculation of the energy levels requires som e know ledge of the proton charge
radius, etc.M ore details ofthe proton structure are needed aswe require a m ore
accurate answer for the energy levels.

W hen we discuss e ective theories, we w ill frequently talk about m om entum
scales characteristic of a given problem . T he typical length scale characteristic
of the Hydrogen atom is the Bohr radiis ag = 1=fm . ), and the typicalm o—
m entum scale is of order h=a, 1= = m. ,ushgunitsinh which h= 1.The
typicalenergy scale characteristic of H ydrogen isthe Rydberg m. 2, and the
typicaltin e scake is I=m . 2).The Hydrogen atom is m ore com plicated than
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m any relativistic bound states because it has two characteristic scales,m . and
m. 2.W ecan now give a quantitative estin ate of the error caused by neglected
Interactions: the energy levels of H ydrogen can be com puted by ignoring alldy—
nam ics on mom entum scales much larger than m . , wih an error of order
m. = .Asthe desired accuracy increases, the scale of the interactions that
can be ignored, also Increases.

T he relevant interactions in an e ective theory also depend on the question
being studied. In the Hydrogen atom , the energy levels can be com puted to
an accuracy M. =M y )? whilk ignoring the weak interactions, but if we are
Interested in atom ic parity violation, the weak interactions are the leading con—
tribution since strong and electrom agnetic interactions conserve parity. A tom ic
parity violation will stillbe a very sn alle ect, because the weak scale ismuch
larger than the atom ic scale.

An e ective eld theory describes low energy physics in tem s of a few pa-—
ram eters. These low energy param eters can be com puted in tem s of thopefully
few er) param eters in a m ore fuindam entalhigh energy theory. T his com putation
can be done explicitly when the high energy theory isweakly coupled. Th QED,
for exam ple, one can predict low energy param eters such as the m agnetic m o—
m ent of the electron which can be used In the Schrodinger equation. If the high
energy theory is strong coupled, as in Q CD, one usually treats the low energy
param eters (such asthem agneticm om ent ofthe proton) as free param eters that
are t to experiment.W e will dealw ith both cases in these lectures when we
study the Fem itheory of weak interactions, and chiral perturbation theory.

W e have said that high energy dynam ics can be ignored in the study of
processes at low energies. T he precise form of this statem ent is subtle. It is not
true that param eters In the high energy theory do not a ect the low energy
dynam ics in any way. T he precise statem ent is that the only e ect of the high
energy theory isto m odify coupling constants in the low energy theory, orto put
sym m etry constraints on the low energy theory. T he energy levels of H ydrogen
should not depend on the m asses of heavy particles such as the top quark. T his
is not true: changing the top quark m ass whilke keeping the electrom agnetic
coupling constant at high energies xed, changes the electrom agnetic coupling
constant at low energies,

d 1
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T he proton m ass also depends on the top quark m ass,

my,/ m i=27 : @)
D espite this dependence, the value ofm + is irrelevant for studying the H ydrogen
atom . The reason isthat and m , are param eters of the Schrodinger equation
forthe H ydrogen atom .F iting to the observed energy levelsdeterm inesthe value
of at low energies to be 1=137:036, and the proton m ass to be 93827 M &V .
The valie of m ¢ is irrelevant for atom ic physics if the Schrodinger equation is
treated as a ow energy theory whose param eters ;m ¢;m , are determ ined from
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w energy experim ents. The value of m + is relevant if one studies how atom ic
physics changes as a function of m + while keeping the high energy param eters
constant.

H igh energy dynam ics places non-trivial sym m etry constraints on a low en-—
ergy e ective theory. An interesting exam ple of such a constraint is the spin—
statistics theorem . N on-relativistic quantum m echanics is a perfectly satisfac—
tory theory, regardless of whether electrons are quantized using Bose, Fem i
or Boltzm ann statistics. However, a consistent relativistic form ulation of the
theory requires that electrons obey Fem i statistics, which is a constraint on
non-relativistic quantum m echanics that follow s from causality in quantum elec-
trodynam ics. T he spin-statistics theorem is a statem ent about symm etry, and
holds regardless of w hether there is a sin ple connection between the high energy
and low energy theories. In low energy Q CD , the soin-statistics theorem im plies
that baryons are ferm ions and m esons are bosons.

The e ective eld theory technique is powerfiil precisely because one can
com pute low energy dynam ics w fthout any know ledge of the details of high en-
ergy Interactions. T his also has an unfortunate consequence { inform ation about
high energy interactions cannot be obtained usihg low energy m easurem ents.
Luckily, the Jast statem ent is not quite true. T here are som e vestiges of the high
energy interactions in the sym m etry constraintson the low energy theory, and in
an all corrections to low energy dynam ics. T hus high precision low energy exper-
In ents can be used to probe high energy dynam ics, and provide an alemative
to high energy experin ents.

2 The Renom alization G roup and Scaling

E ective actions were used by W ilson, Fisher, and K adano to study critical
phenom ena In condensed m atter system s, and m any of the ideas of e ective
theories w ere developed In this context. C onsider the classic exam ple of an Ising
soin system on a square lattice w ith lattice spacing a, in an extemalm agnetic
eld. T he partition function is
2 3
X X X
Z = exp 4K siSj + B 59 ; 3)

si= hiji i

where hiji isa sum over nearest neighbors. At a second order phase transition,
the correlation length ofthe system becom es In nite. Intuitively, one expects
that the properties of the Ising system near is critical point should not depend
on the details ofthe system on the scale ofthe lattice spacing a. It took a decade
of Inspired work to convert this intuitive statem ent into equations.

To study the Ising m odel at its critical point, it is not necessary to retain
all the nform ation in the partition function (3). The idea of Kadano was to
reduce the degrees of freedom by Introducing a block spin.D ivide the lattice of
spins into blocks of four spins each (see Fig.1). The block spin s° is de ned for
each block to be the average of the soins at the four comers of the block



4 Aneesh V.M anohar

Sg1+ Sgo+ Sg3t S
0 B 1 B 2 B 3 B 4
Sg = 2 i 4)

w here sg isthe block spin fortheblock B, and s ; are the original spins at the
four comers ofblock B .0 ne can w rite the partition function Z as

2 3
X X X
zZ = exp4K sisy + B si° ;
si= hiji i
2 x Y
_ 0 0 Sp1t Sg2t Sp3t Spa
= dss 2 ©6)
=P 3
X X
exp4K sisy+ B si° ;
hiji i
w here the product is over allblocks B . Perform ing the sum over s; leads to
Z
Y 0
zZ = ds? & Be I; ©)
B
where
2 3
X Y X X
0 Sg1t Sg2t+ Sp3t S
Skl sg R B24 23 R exp 4K sisy+ B si9
si= B hiji i
(7)

T his is an exact renom alization group transform ation (called a K adano block
soin transform ation), that expresses the partition function in tem s of a new
action S [sg ] wih a quarter the number of degrees of freedom and tw ice the
lattice spacing as the originalaction.

The new variable sg is the average of ur spinsw ith values 1 4), and can
have the values 1, 1=%, 0.The new ﬁctjon S @ ] ismuch m ore com plicated
than the originalaction K niji SiS5F B | si,butcan In principle be com puted
using (7) .Now repeat the block soin transform ation an In nite num ber of tim es.
At each step, the num ber of degrees of freedom is reduced by four. T he block
soin s eventually becom es a continuous variable, which is usually denoted by
The only problem is that the action becom es m ore and m ore com plicated, and
m ore and m ore non-localat each step.Thiswasthe di culy that prevented the
Kadano block soin m ethod from being used for a long tim e. W hat is needed is
a way to truncate the e ective action in a system atic and controlled m anner. Tt
isalso In portant (particularly in eld theory) to have an e ective action that is
lIocal

A technicaldi culty with the block soin transfomm ation is that it is discrete;
i is much easier to deal with continuous transform ations. W ilson suggested
studying the Isingm odelin m om entum space.T he variables in m om entum space
are Fourder transfomm ed variables s k), where the m om entum k is restricted to
the Brillouin zone, kXj Xk ax = =a.TheKadano block soin transform ation
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Fig.1l.TheKadano block spin transfomm ation. T he four spins at the comer of each
block are replaced by an average spin at the center

takesa ! 2a ! 4a,etc.,which correspondsto letting ky ax ! knax=2 ! kp ax=4,
etc. k is a continuous variable, so instead consider decreasing ky, 5x continuously.
T he partition fiinction transform ation form ula becomes (using ; instead of

SiKm ax) 7, 7,
zZ = D e S [xl= D Eeso(’[i]; @)

k k 0

which isthem om entum space analog of (7). The originalaction S [ x ] contains
allmom entum modes up to som e m axinum valie , whereas the new action
SY% [ 2] containsmom entum modesup to %, where °< .The idea isto take
0= in nitesin ally di erent from , so that S ®isin nitesin ally di erent

from S.In the lm i ! 0, the e ective action satis es a di erentialequation,
@s
—=F B I; )
@

where F' is a finctional of the action that can be detemm ined from (B8). Think
ofS asa set ofactions, so that (9) gives the change in action as a function of
cuto .Thisisusually referred to as the renom alization group ow ofthe action.
T he action can be w ritten as X

¢ Oij (10)

1

In term s of coe cients ¢ ; and som e operator basis O ;. T he di erential equation
(9) isthen a di erential equation for the couplings,

e

e F [fcigl; (11)
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so that the renom alization group equation gives a ow in coupling constant
space.

F inally, an extrem ely im portant point: the renomm alization group equations
are obtaned by integrating out variables w th m om enta betw een and .
T here isboth an nfrared ( ) and utraviolt ( ) cuto on the integration,
so the renom alization group equations are localand non-singular.

Free Field Theory

To explicitly study the renom alization group equations, it is helpfiilto consider
rst a free scalar eld in D dim ensions, w ith action

7
1 1
s= Jdx=-@ @ m? 2 12
> > 12)
The action S is din ensionless, so the dim ension of (x) is detemm ined from the
kineticterm tobe [ 1= @  2)=2, and the dinension ofm? is m? = 2.

W e would like to study correlation fiinctions
Gn ®iji:5ixn)=h 1) ::r &n)ig s 13)

com puted using the action S at long distances (ie. low m om entum ). It is con—
venient to m ake the change of variables,

x = sx%; ®) = s® P17 0xY; 14)
so that Z 1 1
0
0= P KO E@o 0@’ Y Em 282 092, 15)

Correlation fiinctions of (x) with action S are related to correlation func—
tions of %% with action S°by

h (sx1) 2 (5%n)ig = 8”@ P)7%h Ox1) ror Oxn)dgo (16)

T he long distance (low m om entum ) lin it of correlation functions w ith action S

is obtained by lktting s ! 1 .These can be obtained by studying correlation
fiinctions at a xed distance ( xed m om entum ) ofthe action S®ass! 1 .The
massterm in S°is s?m?.Clearly, in the Imit s ! 1 , the massterm becom es
m ore and m ore in portant. Them assm ? is called a relevant coupling, and dom —
inates the long distance behavior of the correlation fiinctions. Equivalently, 2

is called a relevant operator.

W hat about integrating out m om entum shells to Iower the cuto ? The orig-
nalaction had an Implicit cuto  .W e should have integrated out m om entum
m odes and lowered the cuto to =s, so that the rescaling transform ation (14)
restored the cuto to itsoriginalvalie .In free eld theory, there isno coupling
between the di erent m odes. T hus integrating out a m om entum shell produces
an overallm ultiplicative factor in Z, ie. an additive constant to the e ective
action. T his shifts the coam ological constant, but does not a ect the dynam ics
of
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Interactions

Next, add the interaction terms  %=4!+ 4 ®=6!to the free Lagrangian. The
din ensionsofthe coe cientsare [ ]= 0, [ ¢]= 2.Rescalingthe eld asbefore
(and ignoring, for the m om ent, integrating out m om enta between and =s)
gives the rescaled action
2 1 1
0 D 0 0 0,° 0 2.2 @ o 6 %5,

S’=  Jd'x 2@ @ 2m S 0 o 17)
w ith the in plicit rescaled cuto .Inthelimis! 1 ,the ® term vanishes as
1=s?,s0 °© iscalled a irrelevant operator, and ¢ is called an irrelevant coupling.
The ? tem rem ains unchanged under rescaling, so it is equally in portant at
all length scales.For this reason, ? isknown asa m argialoperator, and 4 is
called a m arginal coupling.

In e ective eld theories, we are usually Interested In studying the dynam ics
at low energies, but not exactly at zero energy.For exam ple, we w illbe studying
hadron dynam ics at a scale of order 1 G&V, which is much am aller than the
weak Interaction scale ofM y 80 G &V . In this case, the scale factor s between
the weak and strong scales is s = 80, which is Jarge but nite. Irrelevant op—
erators (despite their nam e) then produce sm all corrections. In our scalar eld
theory exam ple, the © operator produces corrections oforder 1=s?, & produces
corrections of order 1=s?, etc.

The alert reader will have noticed that the above results ollow from di-
m ensional analysis. The counting can trivially be generalized to an arbitrary
Lagrangian:

1. D etem ine the canonicaldim ensions ofthe eldsusing the kinetic tem .

2. D etem ine the (m ass) din ensions of all the couplings.

3. Tem s with a coupling constant w ith din ension d scale as s%, so that the
coupling is relevant, irrelevant or m arginal depending on whether d > O,
d< 0ord= 0.Equivalently, the operator is relevant, irrelevant, orm arginal
depending on whether is din ension is less than, greater than, or equalto
the spacetinedimension D .

4. To include all corrections up to order 1=s", one should include all operators
wih dinension D + r, ie.alltem sw ith coe cients of din ension r.

Let us now tum on the interactions. The rst problem is that there are diver—
gences In the quantum theory. T hese are handled by the standard regularization
and renomm alization procedure. In scalar eld theory, for exam ple, one can in—
troduce a cuto to requlate the functional integral. In the presence ofa cuto ,

the relation (16) between correlation fiinctions becom es

Gn fsxgim?; 45 65 =s"¢ P76

n fxg;s’m?; 4is ? gis ;0 (18)
where we have explicitly included the cuto dependence, and fxg denotes
X1;:::;%X, . The left hand side is the desired correlation function. To get the
Infrared behavior of the left hand side, we need to replacethe cuto s by on
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the right hand side. T his isthe hard part ofthe calculation w hich we have ignored
so far, but one that you have all seen before { i is the standard renom alization
group equation of quantum eld theory:

@ @
—+ ;—+n G = 0: 19)
@ Qg
Here ¢ are the couplings, m 2; 6, €tc., and the -functions ; and anom alous

din ension are functions of ¢;. T he solution of this equation is also standard.
D e ne running couplings which are solutions of the di erential equation

@
@—q()= ile () (20)
T hen
R 2
n ()dlog
Gn (fxgjc ( 1); 1)= e 1 Gn (Exgic ( 2); 2): (21)

Equation (18) can be combined wih 1) to give
R

=s 0 0
G (fsxgj;ci (); )= s"@ PI2e (Ddes o frgistie (=s);

@2)
where d; is the dim ension of coupling ¢;. The only di erence from (16) is the
exponential prefactor, and that ¢; isnow the running coupling at =s.

Tt is Instructive to ook at som e exam ples of renom alization group equations
before continuing w ith our generalanalysis. In Q CD , the renom alization group
equation for the dim ensionless coupling constant g is

= 12321’0*0 & @3)

wherelpy = 1IN =3 2N¢=3, N . is the num ber of colors, and N ¢ is the num ber
of avors.Equation (23) isthe -function in any m ass independent schem e, such
asM S,and isthe din ensionfiil param eter that plays the role of in such a
schem e. The anom alous dinension fora eld (such asthe fermion eld ) has
the form

= 01222+o g : (24)
O ther operators added to the Lagrangian, such as fur¥Fem iweak decay oper—
ators have renom alization group equations of the form

fa_ o &
@ Y16 2

cy+ O g4 : (25)

Let us neglect operator m ixing for sin plicity, so that ;5 is a diagonalm atrix,
w ith elam ents ; j;.The solutions of the renom alization group equations aret

! The general case where ;5 is not diagonal can be solved by nding the eigenvalues

and eigenvectors of ij.
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1 1 _bo 1
(D (2 9T
01(1)= s (1) S:Zbo_ °
a2 s (o ’ @e)
2 s (1) "2
exp ()dbg =

2 s(2)

T hese equations show that the quantum scalingbehaviordi ers from the classical
one by logarithm s. A m ore Interesting case is a eld theory in which the -
function for a dim ensionless coupling such as g has the form shown in Fig. 2.
T he renom alization group equation for g, 23), showsthatg ! g as ! 0
if g starts out in som e neighborhood of g . For this reason g is known as an
attractive (or stable) infrared xed point for g. In this case, the renom alization
group scaling n thelimits! 1 isdomihatedbyg g, sothat

Qc
e B g )ci
@)

(! @):

D enote the xed ponnt values i3 (@ )and (g )by ;5and ,and assume for
sin plicity that ;5= , ij. @ s above, the general case is solved by nding the
elgenvalues an eigenvectors of ;;.) The solutions of the renom alization group
equations in the neighborhood ofthe xed point becom e

ca(a) 1 b
c(2) 2 ’
z | (28)
exp ()dlog =
) 2
so that (22) becom es
Gn (fsxgjci (); )=s"® P)?s" G, fxg;s¥ ig (=9); 29)

T his equation show s that scale Invariance is recovered in the quantum theory at
an infrared stable xed point, but the quantum dim ensionsof eldsand operators
di er from their classicalvalues.O peratorsnow havedimensionD  d+ ,their
coe clients have dim ension d ; ;rand elds have dim ension O 2)=2
Thisisthe reason why ; i are called anom alousdin ensions. T he classi cation
Into relevant, irrelevant and m arginal operators is the sam e as before, except
that one should use the quantum dim ension of the operator which inclides the
anom alous din ension.

In weakly coupled theordes, operator anom alous din ensions can be com puted
In perturbation theory, and are an all. T hus quantum corrections cannot a ect
w hich operators are relevant or irrelevant, since the classical din ensions of op—
erators are restricted to be integers or half-integers. T he only e ect of quantum
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p(9)

Fig.2.An Infrared stable xed point ofthe function

corrections is to tum m arginal operators into relevant or irrelevant operators,
depending on whether their anom alous dim ension is negative or positive. In
strongly coupled theories, m ore interesting e ects can occur. For exam ple, In
walking technicolor theories it is believed that a com posite operator_ w ith
classical din ension 3 behaves In the quantum theory as a scalar eld with di-
mension 1, ie. hasanomalousdimension 2.A solvable exam pl ofthiskind
exists in two dim ensions. The two din ensionalT hirringm odelw ith a findam en—
talfem ion ed

_ 1 —
L= # m Eg 2 ; (30)
is dualto the sineG ordon m odelw ith a findam ental scalar eld
j— l .
L= 5@ @ + — s (31)

w here the coupling constants g and  are related by

2 1

— = — (32)

4 1+ g=
The ferm jon of the Thirring m odel is the sineG ordon soliton, and the boson
of the sineG ordon m odel is a ferm jon-antiferm ion bound state in the T hirring
m odel. The m apping (32) show s that the strongly coupled sine-G ordon m odel
wih 2 4 can bem apped onto a weakly coupled Thirringm odelwih g  O.
T here are two altemate descriptions of the sam e theory: (@) A strongly inter-
acting boson theory w ith Jarge anom alous din ensions’ (p) A weakly nteracting

2 For exam ple, the operator cos getsm apped to the Fermn ion m ass tem T .Intwo

din ensions, the canonicaldin ensions of cos and are zero and one, respectively.
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ferm ion theory with am all anom alous din ensions. Fom ally, both descriptions
are identical, but clearly () is better for doing practical calculations.
T he scaling dim ensions of elds was determ ined from the free Lagrangian.

T hat is because one assum es that the e ective Lagrangian can be written as a
weakly coupled eld theory in term sofocorrectly chosen degreesof freedom at low
energies. If the degrees of freedom are strongly coupled, the scaling din ension of
the eldsm ay change from their canonicalvalue, aswe saw in the sineG ordon
modelat 2 = 4 .0 ften, the m ost di cul task n w riting down an e ective
theory is choosing the right degrees of freedom . In the sineG ordon m odel, it is
better to use a weakly coupled soliton eld  Instead ofthe fundam ental eld
if 2 4 ,ie.thee ective Lagrangian ©orthe sheGordonmodelwih 2 4
isthe Thirringm odel. Low energy Q CD isa weakly coupled theory when w ritten
in tem sofpion elds, but not when w ritten I tem s of quark and gluon eks.!
At low energies, the G oldstone boson elds scale w ith canonicaldin ension zero
(they are like angles), which is di erent from gqg, which has din ension 3 in free

eld theory. T here arem any exam ples of this kind In condensed m atter physics.
For exam ple, In Landau Ferm i liquid theory, the degrees of freedom are weakly
Interacting quasiparticles, not the strongly interacting electrons.

SUMM ARY

W e can now summ arize the resuls of this section.

1. Find a good set of variables to describe the dynam ics. p

2. W rite down the e ective action as a sum ofoperators, ,;cOj;.

3. The scaling muke isthat ¢; ! s% i, where d; is the naive din ension and

; is the anom alous dim ension. T he m ost In portant operators are those of

lowest dim ension. H opefully, a good choice has been m ade in (1), so that
the anom alous din ensions are sm all.

4. To include all corrections up to order 1=s*, one should include all operators
w ith din ension D + r, ie.allterm sw ith coe cients of din ension r.

There are a nite number of operators that contribute to a given order in 1=s.
In four dim ensions, the din ensions of scalar, spinor and vector elds is

[1=1; [ 1= 3=2; R 1=1: 33)

The allowed Lorentz invariant and gauge invariant operators of din ension 4
are ";n 4, ,@ e , D, /FF

1 This is cbvious ;n the large N . lin i, where one has a weakly interacting
theory ofm esons and baryons, w ith a coupling constant 1=N ..
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3 Renom alizable T heories vs E ective T heories

Field theory textbooks argue that a quantum eld theory should be renom aliz—
abl, ie.that the Lagrangian contain only term sw ith din ension D .0 therw ise
one needs an In nite num ber of countertem s, hence an in nite num ber of un—
know n param eters, and the theory has no predictive power.

An e ective eld theory Lagrangian contains an in nite number of tem s.
Let us w rite the Lagrangian in the form

Lea=1L p +Lp+1+ Lpsot stz (34)

where L p contains all tem s w ith din ension D, Ip+1 contains tem s w ith
dimension D + 1, Lp 4+, contains tem swith dinension D + 2, and so on. The
usual renom alizable Lagrangian is jast the rsttemm ,L p .There arean in —
nite num ber ofterm s in Lg, but one still has approxim ate predictive power. T he
e ective Lagrangian is used to com pute processes at som e scale =s,where is

the scale of (possbly unknown) high energy interactions.O ne can com pute w ith
an errorofl1=sby retaining only L. p .Furthem ore, one can extend the approx—
ination i a system atic way { to com pute with an error of order 1=s* !, one
needs to retain temm sup to Lp + . There are only a nite num ber of param eters
to com pute to a given order in 1=s, so the theory has predictive power.

A non-renomm alizable theory is just as good as a renom alizable
theory for com putations, provided one is satis ed with a nite accu-
racy.

The usual renom alizable eld theory result is recovered if one takes the
separation ofscaless ! 1 .In thiscase, one can com pute using a renom alizable
Lagrangian L p wih no errors. W hilke exact com putations are nice, they are
irrelevant. N obody know s the exact theory up to In nitely high energies. Thus
any realistic calculation is done using an e ective eld theory. The standard
\exact" textbook analysis of QED is really an approxin ate calculation in which
term s suppressed by pow ers of 1=s have been neglected.

4 Two Sinple Exam ples

W e now consider two sin ple exam ples that illustrates the utility ofthe e ective
eld theory m ethod.

R ayleigh Scattering

The rst exampl is Raylkigh scattering, the scattering of photons o atom s
at low energies. Here low energies m eans energies an all enough that one does
not excite the intemal states of the atom , or cause it to ionize. T he atom can
be treated as a particle of mass M , Interacting w ith the electrom agnetic eld.
Let (x) denote a eld operator that creates an atom at the point x. Then the
e ective Lagrangian for the atom is
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L= Y iR, — + Lints (35)

where L is the interaction temm . Since the atom is neutral, the interaction
term is a function of the electrom agnetic eld strength ¥ = (E;B).Gauge
Invariance forbids tem s which depend only on the vector potentialA .At low
energies, the dom inant Interaction is one which involves the an allest num ber of
derivatives, and the an allest num ber of photon elds, and has the form

Lin=a; Y gE?+ gB? (36)

T he electrom agnetic eld strength hasm ass din ension two, hasm ass dim en—
sion 3/2 ( Yi@. has dimension fur), so that ¢ a; and a5 have m ass din en—
sion 3.The typicalm om entum scale is set by the size of the atom &, so one
expects ¢j;; to be of order unity. The Interaction (36) gives the scattering am —
plitude A gal!?, sihce the electric and m agnetic elds are gradients of the
vector potential, so each factor ofE orB produces a factorof ! . T he scattering
cross-section is proportionalto 5 a$! 4. This has the correct din ensions to be
a cross—section, so the phase-space is din ensionless, and one nds that

/ ad 1t 37)
T his reproduces the welkknow !* dependence of the Rayleigh scattering cross—
section, which explains why the sky is blue. One can actually do better, and
determ ine the factorsof4 in (37), but Iwon’t discuss that here. E quation (37)
has corrections of order ! =ay; from higher dim ension operators w hich have been
neglcted in (36).

The EulerH eisenberg Lagrangian

TheEulerH eisenberge ective Lagrangian isthee ective Lagrangian for photon—
photon scattering at energiesm uch low erthan the electron m assm . T he leading
order Lagrangian is the free M axwell theory,

1
L= -F F : (38)
4
The rst Interactions that can occur are from higher dim ension operators. T he

Jow est non-trivial operators m ust contain four factors of the eld strength F
and hence m ust be of dim ension eight,

| [}
N

L= aF F Y+ F E : (39)
m

M

(Tem sw ith only three eld strengths are forbidden by charge conjugation sym —
m etry.) Thee ective interaction (39) isgenerated from thebox diagram ofF ig.3.
T he box diagram contains four factors of the electric charge e, and one factor
of1=16 ? frthe Joop.In addition, the only din ensionfiil param eter other than
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the externalm om enta is the electron m assm . T his allow s us to w rite the La—
grangian in the fom (39), where ¢;;; are din ensionless constants. An explicit
com putation gives

7
o= — Q= —: 40
1= 50 2= 50 (40)

The Iow energy cross—section for ! is obtained from the graph in the

e ective theory, Fig. 3 (o). T he scattering am plitude isA 21%=m ¢, since each

gradient of the photon eld in (39) produces one factor of ! . This produces a

cross-section of order 5
214

1
a1 @1)
T he phase space factor 1=!? is dbtained using din ensional analysis. T he cross-
section m ust have dim ensions of area, so the phase space m ust have din ension
2.Theonly din ensionfiilparam eter in the e ective theory is the photon energy
!, so the phase space m ust be proportionalto 1=!? . Thuswe nd 4168,

w ith an error of order ! ?=m 2 from neglcted higher order interactions in (39).

A

RS

@ (b)

Fig.3. Light by light scattering In (@) QED and () in the EulerH eisenberg e ec—
tive theory. The solid dot represents the fourphoton interaction from the e ective
Lagrangian (39)

5 W eak Interactions at Low Energies: Tree Level

The classic example of an e ective eld theory is the Fem i theory of weak

Interactions.W e rst discuss how to obtain the Fem itheory as the low -energy
lim it of the renom alizable SU (2) U (1) electroweak theory at tree level. The
use ofe ective eld theories forthe tree levelweak Interactionsw illseem at rst

like applying a lot of unnecessary form alism to a trivial problem ; the usefiilness
of the e ective eld theory m ethod w ill only becom e apparent after we study

the S = 2 weak interactions, which involre loop corrections in eld theory.

Finally, we w ill discuss the weak interactions incluiding the leading logarithm ic
QCD corrections, forwhich the e ective eld theory m ethod is ndispensable.
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Thebasic avorchanging vertex in the quark sector isthe W coupling to the
quark current

ig _
19—E Vis @ PL s 42)

where Vi is the K cbayashiM askawam ixing m atrix, and Py, = (1 5)=2 is the
left-handed pro fction operator. The lowest order S = 1 am plitude arises from
sihgle W exchange Fig. 4),

2

A= 191% VasV,y @ Prs) d Ppu 43)

I
p? M7
wheretheW boson propagatorisin "t Hooft-Feynm an gauge, p isthem om entum
transferred by the W , and u, d, s are quark soinors. T he exchange of unphysical
scalars can be neglected, since their Yukawa couplings to the light quarks
are very an all. T he am plitude (43) produces a non—local fourquark interaction,
because of the factor of p? M in the denom inator. H ow ever, if the m om en-
tum transfer p is am all com pared wih M y , the non-local interaction can be
approxin ated by a local Interaction using the Taylor series expansion
2
212= 12 1+ p2+p4+:::; (44)
p MW M W M W M W

and retaining only a nite number of term s. To lowest order, the am plitude is

2

i ig _
A = = VysVyq @ Prs)y d Prpu +0 45
Mp% p_Z sVug @ L S) L Mpf]l (45)
T he am plitude (45) can be obtained using the e ective Lagrangian
4G ¢ — 1
L= —pTVUSVud @ Py s) d Pru + 0 2 H 46)
2 My
where u, d and s are now the quark elds, and we have used the de nition
Gr g
— —: 47
‘P—z 8MV§ 47)

The e ective Lagrangian (46) can be used to study the weak decays of quarks
at low energies. T he basic interaction is a local our¥em ion vertex, as shown in
Fig.5.To avoid com plications w ith hadronicm atrix elem ents and Q CD correc—
tions which willbe discussed later), consider instead the e ective Lagrangian
for decay

4G ¢
L= —P?(é P, o) Py, )+ O

; 4
v 48)

4
W
whose derivation is aln ost identical to that of (46).Using (48), neglecting the
1=M V‘; tem s, and integrating over phase space gives the standard resul for the
muon lifetin e at low est order,
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Ggm5
T 192 3 )

T his calculation iswell known, and w ill not be repeated here.

To summ arize: at lowest order, the \full theory," which is the SU (2) U @)
electrow eak theory, can be replaced by the \e ective theory," which isQED plus
the e ective Lagrangian (46) (or (48)), up to corrections of order 1=M V? . The
e ective theory can be used to com pute physical processes such as the m uon

lifetim e. So far, the e ective eld theory m ethod is a fancy way of saying that
we have approxin ated the W boson propagator in Fig. 4 by 1=M 5 . The real
advantage of the e ective eld theory m ethod w ill be apparent after we have
discussed the onedoop S = 2 am plitude including Q CD radiative corrections.

Y

Fig.4.W exchange diagram forthe S = 1 weak interactions

Fig.5. The e ective four¥fem i interaction of (46). T his Interaction reproduces the
results of Fig. 4 to order 1=M ?

6 Renom alization in E ective F ield T heories

In quantum el theory, know ing the Lagrangian isnot su cient to com pute re—
suls for physical quantities. In addition, one needs to specify a way to get nite,
unam biguous answers for physical quantities. In perturbation theory, this cor-
regoonds to a choice of renom alization schem e which (i) requlates the Integrals
and (i) subtracts the in nities in a system atic way. The e ective Lagrangian
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(46) that we have constructed is non-renom alizable, sihce it contains an op—
erator of din ension six, tines a coe cient G ¢ which is of order 1=MV§ . The
neglected 1=M ;Vl term contains operators of din ension eight, and so on.To use
the e ective Lagrangian beyond tree level, it is necessary to give a renom aliza—
tion schem e as part of the de niion of the e ective eld theory.W ihout this
additional nform ation, the e ective Lagrangian (46) ism eaningless.

Tt is in portant to keep In m Ind that the e ective eld theory is a di er—
ent theory from the full theory. The full theory of the weak interactions is a
renom alizable eld theory. The e ective eld theory is a non-renomm alizable

eld theory, and has a di erent divergence structure from the full theory. The
e ective eld theory is constructed to correctly reproduce the low -energy e ects
of the full theory to a given order in 1=M y . The e ective Lagrangian includes
m ore tem s as one works to higher orders in 1=M y . The e ective eld theory
m ethod is useful only for com puting results to a certain order In 1=M . If one
is interested In the answer to allorders in 1=M y , it is cbviously much sin pler
to use the full theory.

T he renom alization schem e m ust be carefilly chosen to give a sensble ef-
fective eld theory. To see what the possible problem s m ight be, consider the

avor diagonale ective Lagrangian from W and Z exchange

i (50)

4G
L= p%vuivui @ Pra) @ Pru+ @ exchange)+O

1
W
where i = d;s;b. At tree kevel, the W and Z exchange graphs contribute to

avor diagonal parity violating u-quark interactions at order G g 1=MV§ LAt
one loop, the Interaction (50) Induces a ZUuu vertex from the graph In Fig. 6

which is of the form 7,
1 .1
2 k —i
M 2 K

1)

neglcting the -m atrix structure.T he 1=k? factor is from the tw o form ion propa—
gators in the loop, and Gy hasbeen rew ritten asGg 1=MV§ .Sincethee ective

eld theory is valid up to energies of order M y , one can estin ate the Integral
using a m om entum space cuto oforderM y ,

1

1): 2
v o @) (52)

2
w

T hus the Interaction (50) produces a one loop correction to the Z tu vertex of
orderone. Sin ilarky, one can show that higher ordertem s, such asthe din ension
eight operators, are allequally In portant.A loop graph ofthe form Fig.6 Where
the vertex isnow a dim ension eight operator) is of order

z
0 1 4 1 2 ’ .
I 7 d'k =k o @); (63)
M k? M3

etc. The additional k? in the Integral (53) is from the extra @% at the bur-
quark vertex in the din ension eight operator arising from the orderp? term i
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the expansion of (46). T he loop graph w ith an insertion of the din ension eight
operator is just as In portant asthe loop graph w ith an insertion ofthe dim ension
six operator; both are of order uniy and cannot be neglected. Sin ilarly, all
the higher order term s In the e ective Lagrangian are equally in portant, and
the entire expansion breaks down.A sin ilar problem also occurs in the avor
changing S = 1 weak Interactionsthat we have been studying, but the analysis
ism ore subtle because of the GIM m echanian , which is why we considered the
Zuu vertex.

F ig.6. One loop correction to the ZUu vertex. T he solid square represents either the
din ension six fourquark interaction of eq. (50), or the din ension eight fourquark
operator discussed in the text

The e ective eld theory expansion breaks down if one Introduces a m ass—
dependent subtraction schem e such asam om entum space cuto . T his problem
can be cured if one uses a m ass-independent subtraction schem e, such asdim en—
sional regularization and m inim al subtraction, in which the din ensionalparam —
eter only appears n logarithm s, and never as explicit powers such as 2. Tn
such a subtraction schem e -fiinctions and anom alous din ensions of com posite
operators are m ass independent. If one estin ates the Integrals (51) and (53) In
a m ass-independent subtraction schem e, one nds

zZ 2
B 1 4 1 m .
I_MZ dkg M 2 ]Og' ;
"z " (54)
1°= ! d*k ik2 T g ;
= a 2 7 ©9 i
M J k M J

wherem is som e din ensionfiil param eter that is not the renom alization scale

. It m ust be som e other din ensionfiil scale that enters the loop graph ofF ig. 6,
such asthe quark m ass or the extemalm om entum . T his com pletely changes the
estin ate of the integrals. T he integrals are no longer of order one, but are am all
provided m My .Asaresul:

3 One way to solve this problm is to use a cuto M y .Thismethod does not
allow one to easily m atch between the filland e ective theories, or to include Q CD
corrections.
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1. The e ective Lagrangian produces a welkde ned expansion ofthe weak am —
plitudes n powersofm =M y , wherem is som e low scale such as the quark
m ass orthe externalm om entum (©Or gcp when one ncludesQCD e ects).
O ne has a system atic expansion in powers of som e Iow scale overM iy .This
m akes precise what is m eant by neglecting 1=M V‘; term s in (45).

2. Loop Integrals do not have a power law dependence on My , SO one can
count powers of 1M  directly from the e ective Lagrangian.G raphs w ith
one Insertion ofterm s iIn L, of order 1=M 5 produces am plitudes of order
1M 2 .G raphsw ith one insertion of term s oforder 1-M ! ortwo insertions
of term s of order 1-M ? produce am plitades of order 1M ; , etc.

3. The e ective eld theory behaves for all practical purposes like a renom al-
izable eld theory ifoneworksto some xed orderin 1=M y .Thisisbecause
there are only a nite number oftem s in L, that are allowed to a given
order n 1=M y . Tem s of higher order in 1=M  can be safely neglected
because they can never be m ultiplied by positive powers ofM y to produce
e ects com parable to lower order tem s.

It is welkknown that di erent renom alization schem es lead to equivalent an—
swers for allphysical quantities. In an e ective eld theory, a m ass-ndependent
subtraction schem e is particularly convenient, since it provides an e cient way
ofkeeping only a few operators in L. , and In deciding which Feynm an graphs
are In portant. N evertheless, one m ust be abl to obtain the sam e results in a
m assdependent schem e such asam om entum space cuto . This istrue in princi-
ple:am assdependent schem e hasan in nite num ber of contributions that are of
lrading order (from the dim ension four, six, eight, :::, operators). If one resum s
this contribution, then the rem aining e ects (@gain from an in nite number of
tem s) will be of order 1=M 5 . Resumm ing the latter leaves a contribution of
1=M v? , etc. The net result of this procedure is to reproduce the sam e answer
as that obtained much m ore sin ply using a m ass-independent renom alization
schem e. T he connection betw een di erent renom alization schem es ism uch m ore
com plicated In an e ective eld theory (which is non-renom alizabl), than in a
renom alizable eld theory.

7 D ecoupling of H eavy P articles

There is one iIn portant drawback to using a m ass-independent subtraction
schem e { heavy particles do not decouple.? Thismust cbviously be true shce
the contrbution ofparticlesto -—fiinctionsdoesnot depend on the particlkem ass.
Forexam ple,a 1 TeV charged lepton m akes the sam e contribution as an electron
tothe QED —function at1 G&V.

Tt is Instructive to ook at the contribution of a charged ferm ion to the -
function In QED .Evaluating the diagram ofF ig.7 in din ensional reqularization
gives

‘A mass Independent subtraction schem e does not satisfy the conditions for the
A ppelquist-€C arazzone theorem .
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Z

& 1 ! m? Pxl x)

i— pp Bg — = dx x(1 x) bg - ;
6 6 4

(53)

w here p is the extermalm om entum ,m isthe ferm ion m ass, isEuler’s constant,
and is the scale param eter of dim ensional reqularization.

Fig.7.0ne loop contribution to the QED —fnction from a ferm ion ofm assm

M assD ependent Schem e

In a m assdependent schem e, such as an o —shellm om entum space subtraction
schem e, one subtracts the value of the graph at a Euclidean m om entum point
pP= M?,toget

z

< 3 . 1 x) pg Bxd ) (56)
I—: X X M

22 PP g 0 gm2+M2x(1 X)

The ferm ion contribution to the QED  —function is obtained by acting with
©@=2)M d=dM on the coe cientofi pp Pg

Z 1

r

e d & m? Pgx@ x)
e)= -M ——— dx x(1 x) g
2 M 2 m2+M2x(1l x)
3 %, 5 (57)
e M*x(1 x)
= — dx x (1 x) :
22 m2+M32x(@1 x)

T he ferm ion contribution to the -fiinction isplotted In Fig.8.W hen the ferm ion
massm is an all com pared w ith the renom alization pont M , m M , the -
function contrdbution is

Z

e e

(e) Fodxx(l X)=122:

3

(58)

A s the renom alization point passes through m , the ferm ion decouples, and for
M m , its contrbution to vanishes as

zZ
© e . a M ’x @1 x) e’ M? 59)
e) —= dx x b4 = —:

22 " m?2 60 2m?2




E ective Field T heories 21
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Fig.8. Contrbution of a ferm ion of massm to the QED -function. The resuk is
given for the m om entum -space subtraction schem e, w ith renom alization scaleM .The

—finction does not attain its lin iting valuie of =12 % untilM > 10m . The fom ion
decouples for M m

TheM S Schem e

In theM S schem e, one subtracts the 1= pok and rede nes4 2%e ! 2, to

we
g ) Z .

. € m
PP P9 dxx@ x)lbg
0

The ferm ion contrbution to the QED —function is obtained by acting with
e=2) d=d onthecoe clentofi pp pPg .,
2

2 Bgxa  x)
> (60)

o= £ 94¢ x)]ogm2 prd  x)
2d22 , 2
ot - 61)
=52 dex(l x)=122,

which is independent of the ferm ion m ass and
T he fem ion contridbution to the —flinction n theM S schem e doesnot vanish

asm , S0 the ferm ion does not decouple as it should. T here is another prob-
Jem :the nite part ofthe Feynm an graph in theM S schem e at low m om entum
= &2 2, m 2
5 PP P9 dx x(1  x)log—5 ; (62)
0
from (60).For m the logarithm becom es large, and perturbation theory

breaks down. T hese two problam s are related. The large nite parts correct for
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the fact that the value of the running coupling used at low energies is incorrect,
because it was obtained using the \w rong" —function.The two problem s can be
solred at the sam e tin e by integrating out heavy particles. O ne uses a theory
ncliding the ferm ion when m <, and a theory w ithout the ferm ion when
m > .E ects ofthe heavy particle in the low energy theory are inclided via
higher dim ension operators, w hich are suppressed by inverse pow ers ofthe heavy
particle m ass. The m atching condition of the two theories at the scale of the
ferm ion m ass is that S-m atrix elem ents for light particle scattering in the low —
energy theory w ithout the heavy particle m ust m atch those in the high-energy
theory w ith the heavy particle.

For the case ofa spin-1/2 ferm ion at one loop, this im plies that the running
coupling is continuous atm = .The -finction is discontinuousatm = ,
since the form ion contrbutes €3=12 2 to abovem and zero below m .The -
fiinction isa step-fiinction, instead ofhaving a sm ooth crossoverbetween e3=12 2
and zero, as In the m om entum -space subtraction schem e. D ecoupling of heavy
particles is in plem ented by hand In the M S scheme by Integrating out heavy
particles at m . One calculates using a sequence of e ective eld theories
w ith fewer and fewer particles. The m ain reason for using theM S schem e and
Integrating out heavy particles is that it ism uch easierto use in practice than the
m om entum -space subtraction schem e.V irtually all radiative corrections beyond
one-loop are evaluated in practice using the M S scheme.

T here are som e instances In which heavy particle e ects are in portant in the
Iow energy e ective theory.An exam ple ofthis is the top quark J'nﬁlle standard
m odel. The reason is that the top quark hasa massm = gwv= 2, where g
is the top quark Yukawa coupling, and v is the vacuum expectation value of
the Higgs eld.Takingm + large whilke keeping v xed is equivalent to taking g
large.D iagram s involring top quarks and scalars (either the H iggsboson or the
Iongitudinal parts of the W and Z ) can be large, because they involve factors
of gr which can cancel any 1=m  suppression.W e w ill see an exam pl of this In
the next section, where the S = 2 am plitude is shown to grow wih m +.One
can still integrate out the heavy top quark, but the low energy theory contains
operators w ith coe cientswhich grow wih m .

8 W eak Interactions at Low Energies: O ne Loop

T he deas discussed so far can now be applied to the weak iInteractions at one
loop.The am plitude Hrthe S = 2 am plitude fork % ’m ixing isoforderG3 .
T he leading contribution to this am plitude in the standard m odelis from thebox
diagram ofFig. 9, where one sum s over quarks i;j= u;c;t in the interm ediate
states. The sum ofthe W and unphysical scalar exchange graphs is
b g* X = = =
% = ;3B &jxs) d Prs d Pps ; 63
128 ZMﬁ J (X j) L L ( )

i3

w here
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m?
Xi= —i; (64)
MW
i Vlsvj_d; (65)
T v n 1 3 1 301 b
x;y) = X - = - X
Y Y% vi1 2x 1 4 1¢ ¢
1 1 3 1 3 1 3 1 °
+ - = - bgy - i
y x4 2y 1 4@ 17 4 x 1Ly 1)
(66)
and
T o) 30 x 3]0 1 9 1 3001 €
iX)= = X X - = -
2 d 4 4x 1 2@& 17
Inthelimitm,=0andmq: My >
Gz — — m ?
2 box _ 4_F2 d Prs d Prs imi+ §m§+2ctm§bgm—§ ; (68)
C

using (47). The S = 2 amplitude is of order 1M ! , rather than 1M ? as
one m ight naively expect, because of the GIM m echanisn : The quark m ass
Independent piece ofthe S = 2 am plitude is proportionalto

X

ut ¢t = Vidvis

=0; (69)

i

w hich vanishesbecause the KM m atrix is unitary.
S > - >
i=u,ct
i g % i
s o QjEuet ) d

0

Fig.9. The box diagram forthe S = 2K ° K m ixing am plitude

The S =2 am plitude is considered in the lim tm My .Thiswas the approxi-
m ation used in the originalcalculations, and m akes it easier for the reader to com pare
w ith the literature. It also sim pli es the discussion som ew hat, because the tquark
and cquark can be treated in a sin ilar fashion.
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M atching at M y

W ew illnow reproduce (68) using an e ective eld theory calculation to one loop.
Atthe scae My ,the S = 2 amplitude in the full theory is given by a loop
graph In the e ective theory involving two insertionsofthe S = 1 interaction,
plus a Iocal ourFem i S = 2 interaction. The sum of the loop graph and
the ocal S = 2 iInteraction must reproduce the S = 2 Interaction in the
1l theory to order 1=M ;| , as shown schem atically in Fig. 10. The tree Jevel
graphs ofF igs. 4 and 5 are chosen to be the sam e In the fulland e ective theory
to order 1=M V? , but this does not In ply that the loop graphs in the full and
e ective theory are equalto order 1=M V? .Thetwo loop graphs in Fig. 10 would
be equalto order 1=M ;Vl if the loop graphs in the fill and e ective theory were

nie. However, In general, the graphs are In nite, and need subtractions. T here
is no sin ple relation between the renom alization prescriptions in the full and
e ective theories and one needs to add a Iocal S = 2 counterterm at the scale
My , which is the di erence between the loop graphs in the fill and e ective
theories. T he graphs in the e ective theory are m ore divergent than in the full
theory. In our exam ple, the box diagram in the fiull theory is convergent by naive
pow er counting.

Z 2 2

1 1
Tan d*k

— — 70
X 2 (70)

w hereas the graph in the e ective theory is quadratically divergent,

Z 2
4 1
L d*k v (71)

where we have used a factor of 1=k for each intemal form ion line, and 1=k’ or
each intemalboson line. In the case of the standard m odel, the graph in the
e ective theory ism ore convergent than the naive estin ate because of the G IM
m echanian .A swe have seen, the ferm ion m ass-independent part of the diagram
isproportionalto 4 + o+ ¢, which vanishes. T hus the non-vanishing parts of
the graphs In the fiull and e ective theory m ust Involre a factor of the intemal
ferm ion m ass. In fact, there have to be two factors of the ferm ion m ass because
the S = 1 vertex only nvolves left-handed elds, and a ferm ion m ass changes
a left-handed ferm ion to a right-handed femm ion. Thus In the e ective theory,
the non—zero part of the diagram m ust have two m ass insertions on each of the
ferm ion lines (there is a separate GIM m echanian for each line because of the
Independent sum soveriand jin (63)), as represented in Fig.10. T his Increases
the degree of convergence of the diagram by two for each intemal quark lne,
and converts it from a diagram that diverges like k? to a diagram that converges
like 1=k?. Since the diagram s in the fiilland e ective theory are both nite, the
Iocal S = 2 vertex induced at the scale M y vanishes.
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IR @ R

Fig.10.Box diagram forthe S = 2 am plitude In the fulland e ective theordes. T he
crosses represent ferm ion m ass insertions. The solid circle isa S = 1 vertex, and the
solid square isa Iocal S = 2 vertex

Y

Y

M atching at m

The e ective Lagrangian rem ains unchanged down to the scale = m ¢, ifone
neglkcts QCD radiative corrections. At the scale = m, one integrates out
the top quark. The \fiill theory" is now the e ective Lagrangian including six
quarks, and the \e ective theory" is the e ective Lagrangian including only ve
quarks.The S = 1 interactions in the ve-quark theory are trivially obtained
from those in the six-quark theory, by dropping all term s that contain the t—
quark.The S = 2 Interactions in the ve-and six-quark theories are given in
Fig. 11, where the intermm ediate states in the six-quark theory are the u, c and
t quarks, and in the ve-quark theory are the u and c quarks. There isno G IM
cancellation once the top quark has been integrated out of the theory, so the
loop graph in the ve-quark theory is divergent, and there w ill (in principlk) be
a non-zero counterterm induced at the scale m . T he value of the counterterm
is the di erence in the diagram s in the theories above and below m ¢, and so is
given by the graphs in the theory above m + that nvolve at least one tquark
In the loop, as shown in Fig. 12. A 1l other graphs in the six-quark theory are
dentical to the corresponding graphs in the ve-quark theory. T he loop graphs
In the theory abovem + can be calculated quite sin ply, and lad to them atching
condition

2
F 2.2 2 2 2 2
o(=m¢ 0)=—7 m{+2:;c¢mi+m +2,mi+my ; (72)

4 2
where the contributions com e from the nite part of Fig. 12, and ¢, is the
coe cient of the S = 2 operator d P s d P; s . Using the reltion
(69) and neglectingm , gives

_ _ ﬁ 2 2 2,
o( =me 0)= fmi+2.emy o (73)
Equation (73) is really the di erence of two calculations at the scale m ¢
{ one in the full theory and one in the e ective theory. Both calculations are
sensitive to infrared e ects, such as con nem ent. However, all infrared e ects
cancel in the di erence, and c; ( = m¢ + 0) e ( =m¢ 0) is not sensitive
to nfrared e ects. An arbirary infrared regulator can be used if the diagram s



26 Aneesh V.M anohar

u,ct u.c
u,c

u.c,t

Fig.11. M atching condiion at the tquark scale. The solid square isthe S = 2
counterterm induced at = m ¢

o

Fig.12. G raphs to be com puted to evaluate the S = 2 counterternm induced at
=m.

are Infrared divergent. T he loop graphs w ill depend on the choice of requlator,
but the m atching condition w illnot. T hem atching condition is only sensitive to
momenta oforder = m, so mass param eters such asm , are short distance
param eters such astheM S mass renom alized at = m¢.

Scaling from m + tom .

T he next step is to scale from the scalem: tom .. The loop graph Fig. 13 is
divergent, because there isno longera G IM m echanisn in the ve-quark theory,
and ¢, is renom alized proportional to cf, where ¢ is the ocoe cient of the
S = 1 operator. This In plies that there is a renom alization group equation

oro,
1 2

d
d—C2 = F mq ¢ tr (74)

w here the anom alous din ension is com puted using the In nite part ofFig. 13.
Integrating this equation from m+ to m . gives

1 m
GMme)=cMme)+ —chmi ctbg—c;
8 m ¢
2 2 (75)
Gy 2 t
= g Mmy) P ctmg log—

jo
substituting ¢ = 4Gp = 2.
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u,c

u,c

Fig.13.Thein nitepart ofthisgraph contributesto the renom alization group scaling
ofthe S = 2 am plitude

M atching at m .

F inally, one integratesout the cquark.T his is virtually identicalto them atching
condition at the tquark scale, and gives

o( =m 0) = = % ’m? 2.
» c a ( mc+ 0)+ 3 cmo+ 2o ymyg (76)
Combining (72){ (76) reproduces the the box diagram com putation (68).

There are som e in portant features of the S = 2 com putation which are
generic to any e ective eld theory com putation. (i) The contrbutions pro—
portional to the heaviest m ass scale m + arise from m atching conditions at that
scale. (il) contributionsproportionalto lowerm ass scales (such asm ) arise from
m atching at the scalem ., and also from from m atching at scales larger than m .

(such asmy¢). (iil) Contrbutions proportional to logarithm s of two scales arise
from renom alization group evolution between the two scales.

Tt seem s that the e ective eld theory m ethod is much m ore com plicated
than directly com puting the originalbox diagram in Fig.9.The e ective theory
m ethod has broken the com putation of the box diagram into several steps. T he
com putations involved at each step In the e ective eld theory arem uch sin pler
than the box diagram calculation. The box diagram involves several di erent
m ass scales In the intemal propagators, which leads to com plicated Feynm an
param eter integrals that m ust be evaluated. T he m atching condition com puta—
tions In the e ective eld theory each Involve only a single m ass scale, and are
much sin pler. O ne can contrast the full answer (68) w ith the indiidual pieces
of the e ective eld theory calculation in (72){ (76) . Furthem ore, in the e ec—
tive eld theory calculation it is trivial to include the leading logarithm ic Q CD
correctionsto the S = 2 am plitude. T he corresponding com putation in the full
theory is farm ore di cul, and involves com puting two loop diagram s such as
the one in Fig. 14.
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€

Fig.14.A QCD radiative correction to the box diagram

QCD C orrections

T he leading logarithm ic corrections to the S = 2 am plitude sum all correc—
tions ofthe om ( s logr)?, where r is lJarge ratio of scales such asM y =m ., but
neglect correctionsofthe form ¢ ( s logr)? .TheQCD correctionsto them atch—
Ing condition only involve a single scale, and do not have any large logarithm s.
For exam ple, the m atching condition at the scale m+ only Involves corrections
that depend on s ( ) and logm = .Evaluating these corrections by setting the
M S param eter = m . iInplies that there is no lkading logarithm ic correction
to the m atching condition. The only leading logarithm ic Q CD corrections arise
from renom alization group scaling between di erent scales. T his com putation
is straightforw ard, and only involves the In nite parts ofone loop diagram s.T he
renom alization group equation (74) is replaced by

SmZ()G () et 20) @ (); a7

where m . has been replaced by the running m ass, ¢ has been replaced by the
running coupling ¢; ( ), and » is the anom alous din ension

2= S(); (78)

ofthe S = 2 operator (cT Py, s) (21 P, s), which can be cbtained from the
In nite part of Fig. 15. The running massm - ( ) satis es the renom alization
group equation

d 2 s()
—mc( )= n mce()= me(): (79)

If ¢ satis es a sin ple renom alization group equation of the form

ic()_ a(); (80)
g at)=1aC)

one can solve (77){ (80) to obtain the QCD corrected value for o, ( ). At one
loop, it is convenient to de ne b and *;

d g
d—g= Q) = b16—2+ i (81)
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and

DN (82)

i= i162+ Ry

fori= 1;2;m .0One can then solve (79) and (80),

“n =b o “m =2b
mc():mc(o) s((o)) = S(( )) ’
~=b ° 1=2b (83)
o ()=t IO _ (9
' ' a( 9 <)
Substiuting (83) Into (77) and Integrating gives
"y, =2b
sme)
o me)=cmy) scn; "
n mi(mt) Cﬁ(mt) s me) 22T 2 84
Gme)? @+ 2=+ 2% b D) .@mo) ©4)
ok
sy T
stme)

Fig.1l5. Graph contrbuting to the anom alous din ension of the s = 2 operator
d Prs)yd Pps)

T he actual com putation of these e ects in the standard m odel is m ore in—
volved,becausethe S = 1 Lagrangian doesnot satisfy a sim ple renom alization
group equation of the form (80). T here is operatorm ixing, and (80) is replaced
by a m atrix equation. N evertheless, it is possible to com pute the resuls using
an e ective eld theory m ethod, though the nal form of the answer is m ore
com plicated than (84).T he reader is referred to the papersby G ilm an and W ise
for details. The com putation ofQ CD corrections in the full theory is far m ore
com plicated, and has never been done.

To com pare the advantages and disadvantages ofthe fiilland e ective theory
com putation, ket us concentrate only on them « part ofthe S = 2 am plitude.
Thee ective eld theory com putation givesthe S = 2 am plitude as an expan—
sion In powers ofm +=M y , and we have com puted the lading term in (68).The
general orm ofthe e ective eld theory resul is
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2 =2b 4 =2b
m ¢ sMy) 7 m ¢ sMy )

answer= + + ::: (85)
MW s(mt) MW s(mt)

where ; arethe anom alousdin ensionsofthe din ension six, eight, etc. operators.
(Forexam ple, com parew ith (84).) Evaluating each ofthese anom alousdim ension
isa separate com putation.E quation (85) isusefulifthere isa large ratio of scales,
m =M y 1, so that one only needs a few tem s in the expansion (85).The ull
theory com putation (63) sum s up the entire series, and gives an answer of the
form

answer= fm My ); (86)

which isvalid for any valuie ofthe ratiom +=M . T he com putations involved in

(86) are necessarily m ore com plicated than those for the e ective eld theory,

because one obtainsthe entire finctional form ofthe answer, ratherthan the st
few termm s In a serdesexpansion .H ow ever, it isnot possible to com pute the kading
logarithm ic Q CD corrections to (86), since each temm in the expansion has a
di erent anom alous din ension . For the ¢ quark, i ism ore in portant to sum the

leading Q CD corrections, than to include higherorderterm sinm =M y 1=50,
and the e ective theory m ethod is useful. T he recently m easured valie of the

top quark m ass indicates that the ratio m =M i 2.In this case, it ismore
In portant to retain the entire form ofthem =M y dependence, than to nclude
the QCD radiative corrections. The way the calculation is done in practice is
to Integrate out the tquark and W -boson together at some scale which is
com parable to both m + and M i , and then use an e ective theory to scale down

tom . so asto include the Q CD correctionsbetween fM y ;m +gandm ..C learly,
the idealprocedure would be to retain the entire functional form (86), aswellas
the entire Q CD radiative correction. T his hasbeen done in a toy m odelusing a
non-locale ective Lagrangian, but it is not known how to do this in general.

A very di erent exam ple where an in nite set of anom alous din ensions can
be com puted is the QCD evolution of parton structure functions. In QCD , the
A YtarelliP arisi splitting fiinctions for the parton distrbution fiinctions contain
the sam e Inform ation as the In nite set of anom alous din ensions of the tw ist—
two operators. The distrbution fiinctions can be written as m atrix elem ents
of non—local operators, and the one-loop anom alous dim ension is a function,
whose m om ents give the anom alous din ensions ofthe in nite toweroftw ist two
operators.

9 The Non-linear Sigm a M odel

T he previous results discussed e ective eld theories in the perturbative regin e,
where one could com pute the e ective Lagrangian from the full theory n a
system atic perturbative expansion .O ne can also apply e ective eld theory ideas
to situations where one can not derive the e ective Lagrangian from the fill
theory directly. T he classic exam ple of this is the use of non-linear sigm a m odels
to study spontaneously broken global sym m etries, and in particular, the use of
chiral Lagrangians to study pion interactionsin QCD .
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Consider rst the linear sigm a m odelw ith Lagrangian

L=1¢@ @ ( 2%; 87)

N

where = (1;:::; y) is a realN -com ponent scalar eld. This theory will
lustrate som e ideas which will be needed for the study of chiral sym m etry
breaking In QCD . The Lagrangian (87) has a global O (N ) symm etry under
which transform sasan O (N ) vector. T he potential has been chosen so that
it isminimized for j j= v. The set of eld con gurations where j j= v is
known as the vacuum m anifold, and In our exam ple, i is the set of points

= (17::5 n),with 2+ 2+ i+ 2 =%, ie.ttistheN  1dinensional
sphere S¥ 1. The O N ) symmetry can be used to rotate the vector h i to

of the sphere. The vacuum of the Lagrangian has spontaneously broken the
O N ) symmetry down to the O (N 1) subgroup which acts on the rstN 1

O N )hasN N 1)=2 generators, so the num ber of G oldstone bosons is equal
to the num ber of broken generators, N N 1)=2 (I\} 1) 2)=2= N 1.
The N 1 G oldstone bosons correspond to rotations of the vector , which
Jeave its length unchanged.T he potentialenergy V isunchanged under rotations
of , so these m odes are m assless. The rem aining m ode is a radial excitation
w hich Ehinges the length of , and produces a m assive excitation, w ith m ass
my = 8 v.

Tt is convenient to sw itch to \polar coordinates", and de ne

0 Ol
BO
P E,
=(+wve < B C; 88)
8 A
1
where X S;s = 1;:::;N 1 are N 1 broken generators, and °® and are a

new basis fortheN elds.This change ofvariables is only wellde ned for an all
angles °.The Lagrangian in term s ofthe new elds is

h P P i
Qe F @ e - ;
N N

(89)
where [y istheNN ﬁ@ ent ofthem atrix.At energies sn allcom pared to the
radial excitation mass 8 v, the eld can be neglected, and the Lagrangian
reduces to

1 2 2
L=2-Q@ @ 2+ 2 + 2 ( +
> v 2( V)

1 h P . P L
LZEVZ@elSX @el X

i (90)
w hich describes the self-interactions of the G oldstone bosons.

T here are som e generic features ofG oldstone boson interactionsthat are easy
to understand:
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1. The G oldstone boson elds are derivatively coupled. T he G oldstone bosons
describe the local ordentation of the eld. A constant G oldstone boson
ed is a eld that has been rotated by the sam e angle everywhere In
spacetin e, and corresponds to a vacuum that is equivalent to the standard

when ° isa constant, so only gradients of ° appear in the Lagrangian.
2. The e ective Lagrangian describes a theory of weakly interacting G oldstone
bosons at low energy. The G oldstone boson couplings are proportional to
theirm om entum , and so vanish for lJow-m om entum G oldstone bosons.
3. The Goldstone boson Lagrangian is non-linear in the G oldstone boson
elds. The G oldstone boson Lagrangian describes the dynam ics of elds
constrained to live on the vacuum manifold. The constraint equation,
4+ 2+ :::+ % = v?, isnon-lhear, and ladsto a non-linear Lagrangian.
4. Thevacuum m anibld is generically curved (like our sphere S¥ 1), and does
not have a set ofglobalcoordates.The ° coordinatesde ned in (88) only
m ake sense for small uctuations of the G oldstone boson elds about the
north pole, which is adequate for perturbation theory. For studying non-—
perturbative e ects or global properties, it is better not to Introduce the
angular coordinates, but to w rite the Lagrangian directly in term s of elds
that take values on the vacuum m aniod, )2 sV 1.
5. The am plitude for the broken symm etry currents to produce a G oldstone
boson from the vacuum is proportionalto the sym m etry breaking strength
V.

10 TheCCW Z Form alism

T he general form alisn for e ective Lagrangians for spontaneously broken sym —
m etries was worked out by Callan, Colem an, W ess, and Zum ino.C onsider a the—
ory In which a globalsym m etry group G is spontaneously broken to a subgroup
H . The vacuum m anifold is the coset space G=H .In ourexample, G = O NN ),
H=0®N 1),andG=H =0o@®)=o®N 1)=4¢ I,

W ewould like to choose a set of coordinates w hich describe the localorienta—
tion ofthe vacuum for sm all uctuations about the standard vacuum con gura—
tion.Let ) 2 G be the rotation m atrix that transform s the standard vacuum
con guration to the local eld con guration. Them atrix  is not unigque: h,
whereh 2 H ,givesthesam e eld con guration, since the standard vacuum is in—
variant underH transfom ations.In our exam ple, one can describe the direction
ofthe vector by giving the O N ) matrix , where

01

0
®) = &) f%: (91)
‘K
v

eEIUUEE ©
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The sam e con guration (x) can also be described by (x)h (x), where h (x) is
a m atrix of the fom
h'&) 0

hx) = 0 17 (92)

with h®x) an artbitrary O W 1) m atrix, sihce
0,1

0 0
0 0

1
§ : 93)
P

v v

h’&) 0
0 1

eIowr ©

ST
o000
I

The CCW Z prescription is to pick a set ofbroken generators X , and choose
&) =e™ & (94)

Considerthe O N ) theory orN = 3, which is the theory ofa vector in three—
din ensions, and so is easy to visualize. The symm etry group G is the group
G = O (3) of rotations In three—space. The standard vacuum con guration h i
can be chosen to be pointing towards the north pole N , and the unbroken
symmetry group H = O 2) = U (1) is rotations about the axisON , where O is
the center of the sphere (see Fig. 16). T he group generators are J;;J,;J3, and
the unbroken generator is J3, where Jx generate rotations about the kth axis.
The CCW Z prescription is to choose

x) = ei[J1 x)+J2 2 (x)] (95)

to represent along OA .Thematrix rotatesa vector pointing along the ON
axisto = OA by rotating along a line of longitude.

Under a global sym m etry transform ation g, the m atrix  (x) is transform ed
to the new matrix g ), shce &) ! g ). Note that g is a global trans—
form ation, and does not depend on x.) The new matrix g (k) is no Ionger in
standard form , (94), but can be w ritten as

g = °h; (96)

sihce twomatricesg and °which describe the same eld con guration dif-
fer by an H transform ation. That h is non-trivial is a wellknown property of
rotations in three dim ensions. Take an ob fct and rotate i from N to A and
then to B . This transform ation is not the sam e as a direct rotation from N to
B, but can be w ritten as a rotation about ON , ollowed by a rotation from N
to B . The transform ation h in (96) is non-trivial because the G oldstone boson
m anifold G=H iscuxved.
T he transform ation (96) is usually w ritten as

®! g ®h '@ ®); 97)
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Fig.16. The vacuum m anifold for the O (3) sigm a m odel. T he standard con guration
is along ON . Under the transfom ation g, A getsm apped to B

where we have m ade clear the im plicit dependence of h on x through is de—
pendence on g and (x). Equations (94) and (97) give the CCW Z choice for
the G oldstone boson eld, and is transform ation law . Any other choice gives
the sam e results for all observables, such as the S-m atrix, but does not give the
sam e o —shell G reen functions.

11 The QCD ChiralLagrangian

The CCW Z form alisn can now be applied to QCD . In the lim it that the u, d
and s quark m asses are neglected, the Q CD Lagrangian hasa SU (3);, SU @Bk
chiral sym m etry under w hich the left- and right-handed quark elds transform
Independently,

&) ! Lo ®); R ®)! R g &) (98)
where 0 1
u
=@ gA (99)

S

The SU (3);, SU Bk chiral symm etry is soontaneously broken to the vector
SU (3) subgroup by the " condensate.The symm etry group isG = SU ()

SU @B)r ,theunbroken group isH = SU (3)y , and the G oldstone boson m anifold
is the coset space SU (B)L SU Bx=SU @3)y which is isom orphic to SU (3).
The generators of G are T and TZ which act on kft and right handed quarks
respectively, and the generators of H are the avor generatorsT® = TZ + T3 .
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There are two com m only used bases forthe Q CD chiralLagrangian, the -basis
and the -basis, and wew illconsider them both.There arem any sim pli cations

that occur ©rQ CD because the coset space G=H is isom orphic to a Lie group.
T his isnot true In general; in the O N ) m odel, the space S¥ ! isnot isom orphic
to a Liegroup orN € 4.

The -basis

T he unbroken generators of H plus the broken generators X span the space
of all symm etry generators of G . O ne choice of broken generators is to pick
X& = T7 o . Let the SU ()1, SU 3k transfom ation be represented in
block diagonal form ,
L O
= ; 1

g 0 R (100)
where L and R are the SU (3); and SU (3)r transfom ations, respectively. T he
unbroken transform ation have the form (100)with L= R = U,

U o0
h= 101
0 U (101)
The eld is then de ned using the CCW Z prescription (94)
; . T 0 %) 0
— iX (x)= = .
x)=e expi T 0 V) (102)
w here .
= ¢t (103)
denotes the upper block of (x).The transfom ation rule (97) gives
® 0 , L 0 ® 0 u't o0
! 104
0 Y (x) 0 R 0 Y (x) o u!t d0d)
T his gives the transfom ation law for ,
® ! L ®U'®=UK &R (105)

which de nesU In temm sofL, R, and

The Dbasis
The -basis is obtained from the CCW Z prescription using X ¢ = T for the

broken generators. In this case, (94) gives

- T
N . ‘ =
x)= e exp i 0 0 0 1 (106)

where
= el 107)
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denotes the upper block of (x).The transform ation law (97) is

® 0 , L 0 ® 0 U * o0
0 1 ~ 0 R 0 1 o u ' (108)
which givesU = R, and
®) ! L ®R?7Y: (109)
Com paring w ith (105), one seesthat and are related by
®) = *&): (110)

T he Lagrangian

T he G oldstone boson elds are angular variables, and are din ensionless. W hen
w riting down e ective Lagrangians in eld theory, it is convenient to use elds
which have m ass dim ension one, as for any other soin—zero boson eld. The
standard choice is to use

=& =% = =t i1
where £ 93 M €V is the pion decay constant.The m atrix is
= aT%; 112)

where the group generators have the usualnom alization trT3TP = 23P=2,
2 p1_E 0 4 p1_g + Kt 3
§ B 0+ KO L (113)
2
6

[\)TF =

K K®

The low energy e ective Lagrangian for QCD is the m ost general possble
Lagrangian consistent with spontaneously broken SU (3) SU (3) symm etry.
Unlke our weak interaction exam ple, one cannot sim ply com pute the e ective
Lagrangian directly from the orighalQ CD Lagrangian.T he connection between
the originaland e ective theories is non-perturbative. The e ective Lagrangian
has an In nie set of unknown param eters, but we w ill see that it can stillbe
used to obtain non-trivial predictions for experim entally m easured quantities.

Tt iseasy to construct them ost generalLagrangian invariant under the trans—
formation ! L R Y.Them ostgeneralinvarianttem w ith no derivativesm ust
be the product of temm s of the form Tr Yooue Y, where and Y’salter-
nate. H ow ever, ¥ =1, s0o allsuch tem s are constant, and Independent of the
pion elds.This is jast our old result that allG oldstone bosons are derivatively
coupled. The only nvariant tem w ith tw o derivatives is

fZ
L, = TTI@ @ Yy (114)

Expanding In a power series In the pion eld gives
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L,=Tr@ @ +3—;Tr[;@ T+ e (115)
T he coe cient of the two-derivative term in (114) is xed by requiring that the
kinetic temm for the pions in (115) has the standard nom alization for scalar
elds. The Lagrangian (114) only hastem sw ith an even num ber ofpions, since
the pion is a pseudoscalar. The Lagrangian (114) determm ines all the m ultipion
scattering am plitudes to order p? in tem s of a single constant f . For exam ple,
the scattering am plitude is given by the term Tr[ ;@ T =3f2, etc.

The Chiral C urrents

N oether’s theorem can be used to com pute the SU (3);, and SU (3)r currents. If
a Lagrangian L is invariant under an in niesin alglobalsym m etry transfom a—
tion w ith param eter , the current j is given by com puting the change of the
Lagrangian when one m akes the sam e transform ation, with a function ofx,

L=0 &) J&: (11e6)
The In nitesim al form ofthe SU (3);, transformation ! L is
! +1i7T® ; 117)
whereL = expiT? 1+ ifT%+ :::. The change in (114) under (117) is
L=@ { TrT®> @ Y (118)

so that the SU (3);, currents are

i
i, = 5f2 TrT* @ Y: 119)
T he right handed currents are obtained by applying the parity transfom ation,
x) ! ( x) orby making an n niesin alSU (3 transfom ation, so that
o i 2 a vy
k= 2 f“ TrT @ (120)

T he axial current has the expansion
Bo= kT30 = f@ 4 o 121)

Them atrix element 033, ¢ P = ifp 2P, so that £ is the pion decay constant.
The experim entalvaluie ofthe decay rate, ! = detemm inesf 93 M &v.
T he low-energy e ective theory of the weak interactions is an expansion in
som e Jow m assscale (suchasm.or gcp)overMy .TheQCD chiralLagrangian
isan expansion In derivatives, and so isan expansion np= .T hepion couplings
are weak, as long as the pion m om entum is an all com pared w ith . There are
tw o In portant questionsthat have to be answ ered before one can use the e ective
Lagrangian: () W hat temm s In the e ective Lagrangian are required to com pute
toagiven orderinp= ? (ii) W hat isthevalueof ? Then one hasan estim ate
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of the neglected higher-order term s In the expansion, and the energy at which
the e ective theory breaksdown.

Tt isusefulto elin nate all redundant termm s In the e ective Lagrangian.O ne
can often elin nate m any tem s In the e ective Lagrangian by m aking suiable
eld rede nitions. Field rede nitions are not very usefiill in renom alizable eld
theories, because they m ake renom alizable Lagrangians look super cially non—

renom alizable.For exam ple, a eld rede nition

o+ 2, (122)
tums 1 1
L=2@ @ m? 2 4 123
> > 123)
into
1 1 2 2 4 2 3 5 2
L= 5@ @ Em + 2 Q@ @ m 4 + 0 ; (124)

which looks super cially like a non-renom alizable Interaction. E quations (124)
and (123) de ne identical theories, and the eld rede nition (122) has tumed
a sin ple Lagrangian into a m ore com plicated one. H owever, in the case of non—
renom alizable theories which contain an in nite number of temm s, one can use

eld rede niions to elin nate m any higherorder tem s in the e ective La—
grangian (see Ref. 7). The way this is usually done In practice is to use the
equations of m otion derived from the lowest-order temm s in the e ective La—
grangian to sin plify or elim inate higher order tem s.

W einberg’s Power C ounting A rgum ent
The QCD chiralLagrangian is

L = Ly; (125)

where L,, L,, etc. are the tem s in the Lagrangian w ith two derivatives, four
derivatives, and so on. Consider an arbitrary loop graph, such as the one in
Fig. 17. It contains m , interaction vertices that come from tem s in L,, m 4
Interaction vertices from term s in Lg4, etc. The general form of the diagram is

Z

A= a Lt
P

©)

L x Mk

p 7 (126)

where L isthe num berofloops, I isthe num ber of ntemallines, and p represents
a genericm om entum . T he factors are easy to understand: there is a d*p integral
oreach loop, each ntemalboson propagator is 1=p?, and each vertex in Ly gives
a factor of p* . In a m ass-independent subtraction schem e, the only din ensional
param eters are the m om enta p. T hus the am plitude A m ust have the form A

©° , where
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X

D = 4L 21+ kmy; 127)
k

from (126).For any Feynm an graph, one can show that
v I+L=1; (128)

whereV is the num ber of vertices, I is the num berofjnteﬁnal]jnes, and L isthe
num ber of loops. Combining (127),(128), and usihng V. = « M, One gets
X
D =2+ 2L+ k 2)my: 129)
k

T he chiralLagrangian startsat orderp2 , 0k 2,and alltem sin (129) arenon—
negative.A s a result, only a nite number of temm s In the e ective Lagrangian
are needed to work to a xed order in p, and the chiral Lagrangian acts like a
renom alizable eld theory.For exam ple, to com pute the scattering am plitudes
to order p?, one needs
X
4= 2+ 2L + k 2)my; (130)
k

which hasthe solutionsL = O,m 4= 1,mys4 = 0,0orL = landmy., = 0.That
is, one only needs to consider tree level diagram s w ith one insertion of L4, or
one-loop graphs w ith the lowest order Lagrangian L, to com pute all scattering
am plitudes to order p?.

Fig.17.A loop graph form ultipion Interactions

N aive D im ensional A nalysis

C onsider the scattering am plitude to order 8 . T he power counting argu—
m ent in plies that there are tw o contributions to this: a tree level graph w ith one
nsertion ofL,, and a loop graph using L, . T he loop graph is of order
Z
d'k k? k¥ 1

— = = = 131
(2 )4 f2 f2 k4 ( )
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where 1=k? is from the two Intemalpropagators, and each Hurpion iteraction
vertex isoforderk?®=f?, from (115).H erek denotes a generic intemalm om entum
In the Feynm an diagram . E stin ating this integral gives

p' 1
16 2 £4

i 132)

where isthe M S renom alization scale, and p represents a generic external
mom entum .A four derivative operator in the Lagrangian of the form

atr@ @ Ye e Y; (133)

produces a fourpion interaction of order ap?’=f? when one expandsthe  eld
In apower series in  =f.The total ourpion am plitude, which is the sum ofthe
tree and loop graphs, is -independent. A shift in the renom alization scale
is com pensated for by a corresponding shift n a.A change in  of order one
produces a shift n a of order a 1=16 2. G enerically, a m ust be at least as
bigas a,

l .
16 2’
because a shift in the renom alization point of order one produces a shift in a of
this size. W rite the e ective Lagrangian as

B3” Jaj (134)

£2 1 1
L=— tr@ @ Y4 —Lg+ —Lg+ ::: 135)
4 2 4
where 1= is the expansion param eter of the e ective Lagrangian, ie. (135)

gives an expansion for scattering am plitudes in powers of p= . The estin ate
(134) for the size of the four derivative term im plies that

<4 f: (136)

One can show that a sin ilar estin ate holds for all the higher order termm s in
L, ie. the six derivative temm has a coe cient of order 1= %, etc. Num erous
calculations suggest that In QCD , the inequality (136) can be replaced by the
estin ate

4 f 1Gev; @37)

for the expansion param eter ofthe e ective Lagrangian. T his param eter is large
enough that one can apply chiral Lagrangians to low energy processes involv—
Ing pions and kaons. If the expansion param eter were £ instead of 4 £, chiral
Lagrangians would not be usefuileven for pions, shcem > f.

T he naive din ensional analysis estin ate equivalent to (135) is that a tem
in the Lagrangian has the form

£2 2 _ —_ ; 138
: (138)

as can be seen by expanding the (135) In thepion elds.Forexam ple, the kinetic
term Tr@ @ Y hasa coe cient of order
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e 2
£2 2 = £; 139)
the our derivative term Tr@ @ RACINC Y has a coe cient of order
4 2
@ f 1
2 2 . .
£ — — TRk etcs; (140)

w hich agreesw ith the earlier estin ates.

12 Explicit Sym m etry B reaking

T he light quark m asses explicitly break the chiralSU (3)g,
ofthe QCD Lagrangian.The quark m ass tetm iIn the Q CD Lagrangian is

SU 3k symm etry

Lm= .M g+hcy (141)
w here 2 3
m, 0 0
M =40 mgq 05; (142)
0 0 mg
isthe quark m assm atrix. Them asstem L, can be treated as chirally nvariant
ifM isan extemal eld that transfomm s as
M ! LMRY (143)

under chiral SU (3). SU Bk . The symm etry breaking term s In the chiral
Lagrangian are tem s that are invariant when M has the transform ation rule

(143).The symm etry is then explicitly broken when M is xed to have the value
(142).The lowest order tetrm in the e ective Lagrangian to rstorderin M is

2
Ly = Etr M +MY (144)
w hich breaksthe degeneracy ofthe vacuum and picksout a particular orientation
for .Allvacua = oonstantareno longerdegenerate,and = 1 isthe lowest
energy state.Expanding n an all uctuations about = 1 gives
L, = 2 trtM 2: (145)

Substituting (142) and (113) forM and and evaluating the trace gives
2,

M?2 = @my+mgq)+ M %
M7 = @mu+mg)+ M 7?5 (146)
2= fmatmg);

and the °, massm atrix



42 Aneesh V.M anohar

my+mg Mup Ma
3 : 147)
Deple Lm,o+mg+ dmg)
3 3 u d s

To rst order in the isospin-breaking param eterm mg, them atrix (147) has
elgenvalues
M 20 = my+mg);

(148)
P= —fmy+mg+ dmg):

3

T here is an isospin breaking electrom agnetic contribution to the charged G old-
stone boson masses M 2 (ncluded in (146)), which is com parable in size to
the isosoin breaking from m, mg.To lowest orderin SU (3) breaking, M 2 is
equal for and K , and vanishes for the neutralm esons. T he absolute values
ofthe quark m asses can not be determ Ined from them eson m asses, because they
alwaysoccur in the combination m ,and isan unknown param eter.H ow ever,
the m eson m asses can be used to obtain quark m ass ratios. From (146){ (147)
one gets
m, M2, M7 +2M7% M?Z

L : 149
m g MZ, MZ,+M?2 ’ 449
m M2,+M2, M2
s - I;O I; —; (150)
mgqg MKO MK*+M N
and the G ellM ann {0 kubo form ula
MZ,=3M%+M?%: 1s1)

Substituting the m easured m eson m asses gives the low est order values

my mg

— = 055; — = 201: (152)
mg mgq

and 0:99 GeV? = 0:92 GeV’ for the G elkM ann {0 kubo om ula.

There is an am biguity in extracting the light quark m asses at second order
M .ThematricesM and (detM )M Y ! both havethesame SU (3),  SU (3k
transform ation properties, and are indistinguishable in the chiral Lagrangian.
One has an am biguiy of the form

M ! M+ detM)MY ! (153)

In the quark m ass m atrix at second order In M . This transform ation can be
w ritten explicitly as

2 32 3
m, 0 0 my,+ mgmg 0 0
40 mgq 051 4 0 Mg+ MyMs 0 5: (154)
0 0 mg 0 0 mg+ mymg

O ne cannot determ ine the light quark m ass ratios to second order using chiral
perturbation theory alone, because of the am biguity (153).This am biguiy can
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be num erically signi cant for the ratiom ,=m 4, since it produces an e ective u—
quark m ass of orderm gm ¢= mgmz = 2 0:3mg. The value ofm  is very
In portant, because m , = 0 solves the strong CP problem . The second order
tem (detM )M Y ! produces an e ective u-quark m ass that is indistinguishable
from m, In the chiral Lagrangian. Various estin ates of the ratio m ,=m 4 from
di erent processes (eg.meson masses, baryon masses ! 3 ) alltend to give
the ratio m ,=m 4 056, so my can only be zero if second-order e ects in
M were of the sam e size In di erent processes. O ne way this could occur is if
Instantonse ectsat the scale 1 G &V were In portant.An Instanton produces
an e ective operator of the form (detM )M ¥ . If instantons at 1G&V are
In portant, they would lead to an e ective m assm atrix in the chiralLagrangian
ofthefom M =M + detM M 1, which would be the sam e for allprocesses.
This produces M y=m 4)e 0:56 In all processes, whik still having my, = 0.
The only way to distinguish m, from (m,)e 3is to do a reliable com putation
that relates the Q CD Lagrangian directly to the chiral Lagrangian.

An on-shellparticle hasp? = M 2. Shce the m eson m ass-squared is propor—
tionalto the quark massM , the quark matrix M ocounts as two powers ofp for
chiral power counting, ie. term s in L, contain two powers of p or one power
ofM , temm s In L, contain four powers ofp, two powers of p and one power of
M ,ortwo powers ofM , etc. O ne can then show that the power counting argu—
m ents derived earlier stillhold for the e ective Lagrangian, including sym m etry
breaking.

13 — Scattering
W e now have all the pieces necessary to com pute the - scattering am plitude
near threshold. T he fi1ll chiral Lagrangian to orderp? is
f2 2
L2=Itr@ @ Y+ 7tr M + MY (155)

E xpanding this to fourth order In the pion elds gives

_ 1 @ T4 2 1,
L, = ﬁTr[ ;Q + 3 TrM : (156)
The - scattering am plitude has two contrbutions, one from the kinetic termm
and the other from them asstem .A dding the two contrbutions reproduces the
result of W enberg. T he details are keft as a hom ew ork problem .

The - scattering am plitude at orderp® hastwo contributions, the one loop
diagram Fig. 18 (@) Involving only the lowest order Lagrangian, and a tree graph
Fig.18 o) wih tem s from L,.The answer has the form

o3 P bgp’= S+ LO)pl as7)

where the rst tem is from the loop diagram , and the second tem is the tree
graph contribution from L, .The coe cient A of the loop graph is com pletely
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determ ined, since there are no unknown param eters in L, . T he loop graph m ust
have a logarithm ic tem , the so—called chiral logarithm .W hen s> 4m 2,the -
scattering am plitude m ust have an In aghary part from thephysical  interm e-
diate state, by uniarity. T he In aghary part is generated by the chiral logarithm .
W hen s > 4m 2, the argum ent of the logarithm changes sign, and one gets an
In aghhary part since og( FJ) = logIj+ i .The In agihary part is com pltely
determ ined by the tree Jevel graph of order p?, so that the chiral logarithm has
a known coe cient. The tree kevelterm s In L 4 are known as low energy con-—
stants or countertemm s8 T he total scattering am plitude is  independent, so the
counterterm s satisfy the renom alization group equation
d A

d_L ()= == (158)
T he naive din ensional analysis argum ent discussed earlier is the statem ent that
the counterterm L ( ) is typically at least as big as the anom alous din ension

A >

F ig.18.D jagram s contribbuting to scattering to order}fl .The solid dot represents
interaction vertices from L, and the solid square represents interactions from L4

A generic chiralperturbation theory am plitude hasthe form (157).There isa
chiral logarithm and som e counterterm s. If one works in a system atic expansion
In powers of p, the chiral logarithm is determ ined com pletely in tem s of lower
order term s in the Lagrangian. T he counterterm s involve additional unknown
param eters. T here are three m ain approaches used in the literature to extract
usefil nform ation from (157):

1. One can hope that the chiral logarithm is num erically m ore in portant than

the counterterm , when one picks a reasonable renom alization point such as

1 GeV. This is ©m ally correct, shce ¢ ogp?= 2 p* in the Im it

p ! 0.However, in practical exam ples, p° is oforderm ? ormZ , and the
logarithm is 39 and 14, which isnot very large (especially forthe K ).

® There are two parts to Lg. There is the in nite part of the coe cient (of order
1= in dim ensional reqularization), which is used to cancel divergences from loops
using vertices in L,, and the nite part which a ects m easurable quantities. The
in nite parts are usually never discussed explicitly, and the nite parts are called

countertem s.
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N evertheless, the chiral logarithm providesusefiill inform ation.Forexam ple,
the correction to fx =f has the fom

fx 3M 72 _

— =1 IogM <= “+ L(): 159

£ 64 2f£2 gM g () (159)
Setting , and neglecting the counterterm gives fx =f = 1:19, com —

pared w ith the experim entalvaluie of12.The chiral logarithm contriboution
alone gives a reasonable estin ate of the size of the correction (this is just
naive dim ensional analysis at work), but i also gets the sign correct. T he
chiral logarithm s are also usefiil In com paring num ericalQ CD calculations
In the quenched approxin ation, w hich do not have the fiill chirallogarithm s,
w ith experin entaldata.

2. The systam atic approach which has been used by G asser and Leutw yler is
to w rite dow n the m ost general Lagrangian to orderp?, which contains eight
counterterm s. This isused to com pute N > 8 di erent processes, so that all
the countertermm s are determm ined, and one has non-trivial predictions for the
rem ainingN 8 am plitudes. T hisprocedure hasbeen m ore-or-less com pleted
in the m eson sector to order p?, and the resuls are in good agreem ent w ith
experin ent. At order p°, there are over 100 tem s in the Lagrangian.

3. The third m ethod is to nd a process for which there is no countertem .
T ypically, this occurs for electrom agnetic processes involving neutral parti-

cles, such asK g ! . Since there is no countertem , the loop graph m ust
be nie, but it can be non—zero. For exam pl, the leading contrbution to
K g ! is from the loop graph Fig. 19, and gives an am plitude of order

©? . There are no countertem s for this process at this order. T he am plitude
at orderp® is in good agreem ent w ith the experin entalbranching ratio or
this process.

F ig.19. Leading contrbution to K { !
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14 ChiralPerturbation Theory for M atter F ields

Chiral perturbation theory can also be applied to the interactions of the G old-
stone bosons w ith all other particls, which are generically referred to asm at—
ter elds. The matter elds (paryon, heavy mesons, etc.) transform as irre—
ducble representations of SU (3)y , but do not form representations of chiral
SU (3);, SU (3% . To discuss the interactions of m atter elds, it ism ore con—
venient to use the -basis of Sect. 11.W e w ill consider the interactions of the
pions w ith the spin-1/2 baryon octet. T he generalization to otherm atter elds
w il be ocbvious. The CCW Z prescription form atter elds such as the baryon is
that undera SU (3);, SU (3k transfom ation, the transfomm ation law is

B! UBUY; (160)

where U is Inplicitly de ned in tem s of . and R in (105), and the octet of

baryon eldsis

2 3
Pl 04 gL -
2 6

(161)

(620N ]

g B 04 el
2 6
0

mTwD ko]

Undera SU @)y transfom ation, L. = R = U, and the baryon transform s as an
SU @)y adipint.Any transform ation that reduces to the ad pint transform ation
law for SU @)y transform ations is acoeptable. For exam ple, one can choose

B! LBLY; B ! UBRY; etc: 162)

T he di erent choices are allequivalent, and correspond to rede ning the baryon
eld. For exam ple, if B has the transform ation law (160), then B Y and B
transform asB ! LBLY and B ! UBRY regpectively.
The baryon chiralLagrangian is the m ost general invariant Lagrangian w rit—
ten In tem sofB and .In writing the Lagrangian, it is convenient to introduce
the de nitions

A =1 @Y ve =@T+:::;
1 (163)
v =1 @ Y+ Y@ = —[;@ 1+ ::3;
2 2f2
w hich transform as
A ! UA UY; (164)
and
v ! UV U¥Y QUuUUY; (165)

under SU (3);, SU Bk . The covariant derivative on baryons is de ned by
D B=@B+ V ;BI; (166)

which transfom s as
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D B! UD BUY: 167)

T he m ost generalbaryon Lagrangian to order p is
L=tB © ms B+DtrB sfA ;Bg+FtrB sR ;B]+ L ; (168)

wherel, isthepurelymeson Lagrangianwih = 2,my isthebaryonm ass,IY
is the covariant derivative (166) and F and D are the usualaxialvector coupling
constants,with gy = F + D .

T he presence of the din ensionfil param eterm 5 In the Lagrangian ruins the
power counting argum ents necessary for a sensble e ective eld theory. Loop
graphs In baryon chiral perturbation theory w ill produce corrections of order
meg= 1, so the entire chiralexpansion breaks down. T here is an altemative
form ulation ofbaryon chiral perturbation theory that avoids this problem . T he
dea is to expand the Lagrangian about nearly on-shell baryons, so that one has
a Lagrangian that can be expanded in powersofl=m y , and hasno tem oforder
mp . The method used is sim ilar to that used for heavy quark eldsin HQET .
Instead ofusing the D irac baryon eld B, one uses a velocity-dependent baryon

eld B, which is related to the orighhalbaryon eld B by
1+ ¥

Bvi) = — B (x) eV % (169)

w here v is the velociy of the baryon. In the baryon rest frame, v= (1;0;0;0),

and
1+ O et
By )= > Bx)e ®7; 170)

w hich corresponds to kegping only the particle part of the spinor, and subtract—
ing the baryon massmp from allenergies. In tem s of the eld B, the chiral
Lagrangian is

L,=trB v D)B+D trB sfA ;Bg+FtrB sR ;B]+O0 mi +L
B
@71)
The baryon m ass term is no longer present, and the baryon Lagrangian now has
an expansion in powers of 1=m p . N ote that the baryon chiral Lagrangian starts
at order p, whereas the m eson Lagrangian starts at order p®.

A sin flarprocedure can be applied to otherm atter elds, not jist to baryons,
provided one can factor the common mass (such asm g ) out of the Feynm an
graphs. For baryon chiral perturbation theory, this is possible because baryon
num ber is conserved, so one can rem ovea common m assm g from allbaryons.A
sin ilarm ethod also works for hadrons containing a heavy quark, such as the B
and B m esons, because b-quark num ber is conserved by the strong interactions,
and the B and B are degenerate in the heavy quark lim it. It cannot be used
for processes such as ! ,because the massm tums into the pion energy
In the nalstate.

T he velocity-dependent Lagrangian L, has no dim ensionfil coe cients in
the num erator. T his In plies that the power counting argum ents of an e ective
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eld theory are valid. O ne has two expansion param eters, 1=m g and 1= .The
power counting rule (129) is now
X X
D=1+ 2L+ my k 2)+ ng k& 1); @172)
k k

wherem  is the num ber of vertices from the p* tem s in the m eson Lagrangian,
and ny is the num ber of vertices from the p* tem s in the baryon Lagrangian.
T he proof of this resul is sin ilar to (129), and w illbe om itted. The di erence
between the m eson and baryon tem s arises because the m eson propagator is
1=k?, whereas the baryon propagator is 1=k v.
T he naive din ensional analysis estin ate (138) is now
|

r
n

@ B

£2 2 _
£ £

For exam ple, the kinetic term B (iv D )B hasa coe cient of order
2

£2 2 = —o— 1; (174)

£2 2 e —: 175)

Sin ilar power counting argum ents hold for all strongly interacting gauge
theories. For exam ple, in tests for quark and lepton substructure, one uses the
operator

4
2 [Seqeer 176)

ELP

and places Iim tson  grp . A quark eld hasthe sam e power counting rules as
a baryon eld in baryon chiral perturbation theory.Com paring wih (175), we
see that p__

gerp = = 4 ; a7
where is the scale of the com posite Interactions de ned by analogy w ith the
chiralscale : ie. scattering am plitudes vary on a m om entum scale

N Scattering

A sinple application of the baryon chiral Lagrangian is the com putation of
N scattering am plitude at threshold, to orderp.From (172), the only graphs
w hich contribute are tree graphswhich involve tem s from them eson Lagrangian
at order p?, and the baryon Lagrangian at order p. The two diagram s which
contrbute are shown in Fig. 20. T he pion—nucleon vertex in F ig. 20 (@) vanishes
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at threshold, since it is proportionalto p. T he two— nucleon vertex in Fig. 20 (o)
js .
1 —
EB [;@ v B: 178)
The am plitude can be rew ritten using = 2TJ, where TZ are the avorma-—
trices in the baryon representation. T he pions are In the ad pint representation
of avor, so the avorm atrices acting on pions can be w ritten in term s of the
structure constants
(Tc)ba =1 abc - (179)

U sihg the commutation relations TZ2;TP = ifae.TS, and evaliating Fig. 20
using the interaction (178) gives the am plitude
p— i .
A= re) M T i (180)
where we have used E = M for the energy of the pion. Changing from the
non-relativistic nom alization of baryon states to the relativistic nom alization
(W here the states are nom alized to 2E ) gives the W einberg-T om ozaw a form ula
for the pion-nucleon scattering am plitude
2i
A= —MzM (T i) : (181)
f2
T g=1=2 T +Tg)? T T =1=2[@C+1) 2 3=4)sothatT g
is 1 in the isospin-1/2 channeland 1=2 in the isogpin-3/2 channel.

Fig.20. Contrbutionsto N scattering at order p

N on-A nalytic Term s

The chiral Lagrangian for m atter elds can be used to com pute loop correc—
tions. Them atter eld Lagrangian has an expansion in powers ofp, w hereas the
G oldstone boson Lagrangian had an expansion in powers of p? . C onsequently,
loop integrals form atter eld Interactions can have either even or odd dim en-
sion. T he even din ensional integrals have the sam e structure as for the m esons,
and Jead to non-analytic term s of the orm M 2°=16 2f2?) logM %= 2, where M

isa ,K or mass, and r is an Integer. The dependence is cancelled by a
corresponding dependence in a higher order term in the Lagrangian. T he odd
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din ensional integrals lead to non-analytic tem s of the orm ™ 27 1=16 f£2?),
where r is an integer. T hese odd-din ensional term s do not have a m ultiplying
logarithm , since the dependence cannot be absorbed by a higher dim ension
operator In the e ective Lagrangian. T he operator would have to have the fom
M 27* 1 ywhich is proportionaltom 4 = -, where m g is the quark m ass. Such an
operator cannot exist n the Lagrangian, since it contains a square—xroot of the
quark m ass m atrix. A Iso note that the odd-din ensional integrals have one less
powerof iIn the denom inator.

15 ChiralPerturbation Theory for H adrons C ontaining
a Heavy Quark

Chiral perturbation theory can also be applied to hadrons containing a heavy
quark.The hadrons are treated asm atter elds, and one w rites down the m ost
general possbl Lagrangian consistent w ith the chiral sym m etries, as for the
soin-1/2 baryons. In additional, one can constrain som e of the temm s in the
Lagrangian using heavy quark symmetry. As a sinple exam ple, consider the
Interaction ofthe pseudoscalar and vectorm esonsB andB  (orD andD ) wih
pions. These m esons can be treated using the velocity dependent form ulation,
since bquark num ber is conserved by the strong interactions, and the B and B
are degenerate in the heavy quark lim it. Tt is conventionalto combine B and B
Into a shgle eld H de ned by

H = B B s ; 182)

whereB and B are colum n vectorsw hich contain thestatesbﬁ,ba,andbé.The
transform ation law for H under heavy quark spin symm etry transform ation Sq
and SU (3)y avor symm etry transform ation U is

H ! SQHUY: (183)
T he m ost general Lagrangian consistent w ith these sym m etries to order p is
L=trH (w D)H + gtrHH sA ; (184)

w here
D H=Q@Q@H HV : (185)

There is only a single coupling constant g which appears to this order, so the
BB and B B couplings are related to each other by the heavy quark spin
sym m etry. T he other possbl interaction tem ,

trH sH A (186)

is forbidden by heavy quark spoin symm etry, and is suppressed by one power of
1=m o . Thistem splitsthe BB and B B couplings at order 1=m g .
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T he chiral Lagrangian (184) can be used to com pute corrections to various
quantities for heavy hadrons. For exam ple, one can show that

fo, _ | s Mg o Ma
and ) )
BBs _ 2 MK MK .
B, T 31! 39 16 2¢2 097 27 488

where fz and By are the decay constant for B decay and the bag constant for
B EO m ixing regpectively. Further applications can be found in the literature.
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