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Equations of motion are established for the current-like operators which in their ensemble
determine the scattering matrix and which have been introduced previously (1. In the axi-
omatic construction of the scattering matrix, these equations (which involve functional
derivatives ) play the same role as the Hamiltonian equations in the Heisenberg picture.

1. INTRODUCTION

IN our previous paper (13D it has been shown that
if one constructs the scattering matrix starting
from the fundamental assumptions formulated by
Bogolyubov, Polivanov, and the author (2] D, the
scattering matrix is completely determined by the
(finite or infinite ) sequence of operators Ay,...,
Ay, . ... Namely, the radiative operators sm) are
expressed in the form of a T-product with ‘‘coun-
terterms’’ [I, (28)] in which the current-like oper-
ators Ap(Xy, ..., Xp) have to satisfy the condi-
tions of locality [I, (29)], hermiticity [I, (30)], sym-
metry [I, 31)] and spacelike (or local) commuta-
tivity [I, (32)], such that the first of these opera-
tors is identical to the current operator [I, (33)].

If these operators were to depend only on the
coordinates which have been written out explicitly
then, by virtue of Eqgs. [I, (29)] and [I, (32)] they
could be characterized as quasilocal operators in
the sense of Bogolyubov and Shirkov (33, However,
all the operators j, S(¥) and A,, besides the ex-
plicitly written coordinates (x),, also depend
functionally on ¢ (y). (We introduce an abbrevi-
ated notation: a subscript for any quantity in
brackets denotes the repetition of I such quanti-
ties with the subscript increasing from left to
right from 1 to [, e.g.:

Y(x)=P(z1) ... P(z); (1)

a supplementary arrow in the subscript will denote
the reverse ordering, e.g.:

($(2)) «n = ¥(an) ..

(x)1=x1, ey LYy

W (z4).) (2)

DTo be quoted in the following as I. We use below the
notation of the paper I and the following papers, without
explanation.

To be quoted in the following as PTDR.

The purpose of the present investigation is to clar-
ify the character of this functional dependence.

2. THE EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR THE
OPERATORS Ay

We consider the functional (variational) deriv-
atives of the operators S(1) and A,. We start with
the simplest operator S, The relation I, (22)
yields for its functional derivative

68(1)(56) B {[S(l) ), SO ()] for y=«z , 3)
89 (y) 0 for y<Ca
which can also be written as
8SW(x) /89 (y) = Oy — ) [SU(y), SW(z)]-. )

The second way of writing is somewhat symbolic,
since the product of two generalized functions (the
commutator and the J-function) may introduce an
ambiguity, which can be expressed by adding an
operator of the form of a counterterm which does
not vanish only for x =y.

It is essential that this will be a new counter-
term for S, which is not included in the expres -
sion S(“(x) = —iAq(x) which gives this operator
in terms of the current-like operators according
to I, (28). However this term will not be quite ar-
bitrary. Indeed, from the definition of the oper-
ators S(M) (cf. I) in terms of functional derivatives
of the S-matrix, it is easy to derive, on the basis
of unitarity,

85/ B9 (y) = SO(z, y) — SW(2)SH(), ()

and one can use for the operator S®, in place of
the causality requirement I, (21), the more com-
prehensive representation I, (28), which takes into
account the counterterms. Then we obtain instead
of (3)
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85 (z) / 8 (y) = T {S®(2) SN (y)] — SU(z) SN (y)

— Moz, y) = 0(y —2) (SO (y), S (2)] — Ax(z, y).
4"

We stress that in contradistinction to (4), the mul -
tiplication by the #-function in (4’) does not lead
to any new ambiguities —the second line should be
understood only as an abbreviated notation of the
first; as regards the indeterminacy in the T-prod-
uct, from the very meaning of the derivation of the
representation I, (28) itself, this indeterminacy in
the symbol T (....) is in some way fixed and sep-
arated into the current-like operator A,, which
plays the role of a counterterm.

Since the operator A, differs from sY only
by a factor, we now obtain for it the expression

8A1(x) [ 89(y) = —iT[A1(z) A1 (y)]

+ iA1(2) As(y) + Aa(z, )
= —i0(y — 2) [Ad(¥), Ai(2)]- + Aa(z, p), ()

which can be called an equation of motion not only
because of the external analogy with the Heisenberg
representation equations, but also because the func-
tional dependence on the asymptotic fields serves
here in fact as a description of the temporal evo-
lution,

We go over now to the consideration of opera-
tors of higher order. Owing to the resultant com-
binatorial difficulties, this will be considerably
more complicated. Therefore, for the sake of
clarity of exposition we will recast the following
discussions in the ‘‘mathematical’’ form of sev-
eral consecutive lemmas,

Lemma 1. The radiative operators S() satisfy
the equations of motion

(n)

DTl — 5 (@) 4) = S (21a) S (1.
The proof can be obtained directly from the defini-
tion of the radiative operators.

We will now be interested in the equations for
the current-like operators Ap. We first introduce
the definition:

(M

SM((z)n) = SM((2) ) — iAn((2)n), ®)

i.e., we separate from S(1) the ‘‘last counterterm’’
iAp and denote by S all the rest. Then we can,
by regarding A as the difference between S(1)
and S™M), derive from Lemma 1 the corollary:

A (%))
8¢ (y)

+ iAn ((2)n) Ar () + Ania ((T)n, y)

= — 1T [An ((2)n) A; (3)]
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— I:_(’)S(") ((z)n)

<(n) (1)
s TS (@S @)

5 (@ ) T (A (@) S )] s

we have separated in the first line those terms
which are analogous to the right hand side of (6),
leaving the remainder of the terms in the second
line, which necessitated also a splitting of the op-
erator S™*1 by means of (8).

The idea of the following reasoning consists in
proving that the second line in (9) vanishes. We
will use as a starting point the circumstance that
it is sufficient for this purpose to learn how to
compute the functional derivatives of T-products
of the operators A, each of which is of order not
higher than (n-1), since only such operators oc-
cur in S(M), This was exactly the meaning of the
definition (8). We shall carry out the proof induc-
tively.

Hypothesis 1. The current-like operators A
satisfy equations of motion of the form of the first
line in (9).

By means of this hypothesis, which is a direct
generalization of the equation of motion (6) to v > 1,
we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2. If hypothesis 1 is true for v =n -1,
the functional derivative of the T-product of oper-
ators Ayi(gi), where no £; joins more than n-1
points x, has the following expression:

0T [Ay, (81) . .- Ay, (Em)]
09 (v)

= 2T A ) Ay (Bad)Auer (Bar ) - - - Ay (B
=1

+ T (A, (B .. Ay, (B SP(y)

+ T IALED - - - Ay (Bn) S© ()] (10)

(for the sake of brevity £, denotes the ensemble
of vy coinciding points Xjiy,...,Xjeyp,)-
For the proof we note first that the T-product

can be written by means of symmetrizing opera-
tors in the form

T[Ay (&) - A, (Em)]
== P(El’ L) &m)ﬁ(gl~§2)
LR ﬁ(gm—l - gm) Av, (El) CRCINY Avm (Em)y

where the symmetrizing operator takes care of the
summation over simultaneous permutations of the
¢ and the corresponding v,. Applying the hy-
pothesis 1 to each Ay; we get

6T [Avn (El) . Avm (gm)]
o¢ (y)
:p(gl, .y gm)'&(gl—gﬁ' . 'ﬁ(gm-l_‘gm)

(11)
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X {2 By — Ea) A (B) . - - Ay, (Bat) S (3) A, (E)
By (B) — g By — L) A (B) - . Ay, (B) SV ()
"m E,m) + Z Av, gl "a+1 (Em ) L Avm (Em)}.

Here the last line is simply the T-product of the
first line in the right side of (10) and, adding to
the first two lines the product T[A...A]sY(y)
and collecting together terms with the same order
in both sums, we obtain from these two lines the
T-product

T [j\vl (gl) .. Avm (Em) S(l) (y)] .

This proves Lemma 2.

Lemma 2 has taught us how to differentiate T-
products. Let us now compute the functional de-
rivative of S(M), We will show that the following
lemma holds:

Lemma 3. If hypothesis 1 is true for all v <n
—1, then the functional derivative of the operator
S(0) has the expression

68™((z)n) [ 09 (y) + S™((2) ) SN (y)

= SO ((2) 0, y) + iT[An ((2)2) SO ()]

For the proof we recall first that (12) is by defi-
nition a sum of T-products of operators Ay, of or-
der not higher than n —1; therefore we can apply
Lemma 2 to all T-products in the sum, and the
whole problem is exhausted by combinatorics,

Thus, according to (8) (cf. I,(28)) and Lemma 2,

(12)

8S™ ((x)n) | wm 0
22V SM™(x),) S
5oy TS (@50 )
— "
a 2<§/n ( m!) Py, Zay| oo | ones @)
e,
X2V TIA (Zryeey 24) e Ay
a=l
X (xvl+...+va71+1,--~vx\‘x+-~-+va7 y) A”m("" xn)]
s m+1
S S b ml e
2<m<n ’
Vit Y =n
X T[A'Vl(x17 L] mV;) 'A"m("" x") Al(y)]' (13)

We shall now transform the right side of (12).
Using a more detailed notation for the sums which
intervene in the definition of the operator S(%*D
we can write:

n+l

5™ (@)

101
Pl v,+...+\/2m:n+1 P(zy,..., 2z, |...] Lot 4oy +1r+eer Tny Y)
vj>1
x T [Avx (zly e Ty) e Avm (xv,+...+vm_1+1» c ooy Ty .7/)]-
(14)

The aim of the planned transformations is to ex-
hibit explicitly all permutations of the variable y,
leaving only the summations with respect to the
permutations of x¢,...,xpy. Obviously, the sum-
mations over permutations in (14) will be effected
if we first add the results of substituting y for one
of the variables

Ty, Vit oo Fvea<<AKvi+...+ v

of each group, and then sum over all permutations
of the variables x.

Thus,
p (xh RS} xv‘ ' e lxvz+...+vm_1+li vo ey Tn, 3/)
m
X T[Av,- . 'A“m(' v oy Ty y)] = 2 P(xl, cey Ty,
a=1

. va1+...+v,_1+1» DRI xv‘+...+va—1|xvl+...+v,1,

lxv,+.A.+vm_1» ..y xn)

o Lot v —10 Z/)

oy Toghorovgyy 1] - v -
X T{A, ... Ay, (Tt ctvg_y+10 - -

. A"m (%o, . Tn)l (15)

Let us now carry out in (14) the summation over
the numbers Vi for fixed m. Depending on the
value of v,, we encounter two cases: the case A,
when v, = 2 and the case B, when v, = 1.

In the case A, making the substitution

'Va':-’va,"{"iy for j?l:a'r

. —\\Vm_17 ..

Vi = v

we arrive at

Z prl,

V'V =n a=1
vj >1

Zv, . ]xv,’+...+v'1_1+1,---;$v1’+‘..+va’

zn) T[Ay oo Ay

see 'xvl'+...+v’m_1+1 IARES

X (xv1’+...+v’a_1+1y e Tufiidvy s Z/) e A"m']

(in the following we omit the primes). In the case
B the «-th group will in general not participate in
the permutations; as a result both the number of
groups and the sum over all v decrease by one
unit and we obtain the contribution

m X

Vit AV =N

vji>1

P (xly LIRS xv,l LI lxvl+A.,+vm_2+1r LR} xn)

XT[AV‘.-. “mlAl( )]

(the factor m is due to the fact that the case B is
realized once for each of the 1 = @ = m).
Thus,



Z Pxy, ..,z | .|, 2n, y)
Vit FVp=ndl
vji>1
XT[Ay.. A (cn ey Zay 9)]
= Z Pz, ...,zy]... ]xv,+m+,,m_2+1, 0 Zn)
Vite. Vg =n
vj>1
X T[Ay... A, A (y)]
+ E 2P(xl,...,xvll...]...,xn)
Vit HVp=n a=1
v;>1
XT (Ao Avpia Bar ) o2 Ay e (16)

Therefore, performing the remaining summation
with respect to m, we obtain

S (24,0 .y Ty Y)
n+l m
—1
. ( ') m
—, m!
X V1+...~§n_l=‘np (xl, ey xvll e I Iv,+,,,+vm_2+1, ey xn)
vj>1
XTA,... A, A (9)]
n+1 ( i)m
+Z m' 2 P(x11"-,xv,l---l-..,xn)
m=2 : VitV =n
Vi1

X AT Ay Ayir Bar y) -

a=1

Al

We note now that in the second sum the summa-
tion goes in fact not up to n+1, but only to n, since
for m =n+1 all vj =1 and case A is not realized.
In the first sum it is convenient to make the sub-
stitution m = m’+1 and to separate the term with
m’ =1 (we omit the primes in the following). We
obtain finally

S("-ﬁ-l) (xlv voey Ty y) = Z (—m—i!)"lp(zl, ey Zv‘l
2<mn
Vit Fvpm=n
vj=>1
.o lxv,+...+vm_1+1, e x)TIALEY) . .. Ay, (Em) A (1)1
+ Z %P(xl,...l...l...,xn)
2<mn
Vi vp=n
vj=1
X N TIAE) -« A1 Gas 1)+ - - Ay B
a=1
— T [An((%)n) A1 ()] an

Carrying over the last term to the left we see that
the right side of (17) then coincides with the right
side of (13). This concludes the proof of Lemma 3,
since according to I,(33) A(y) =iSV(y).

We can now conclude the planned induction and
prove the following theorem:

B. V. MEDVEDEYV

Theorem 1. The current-like operators Ay sat-
isfy (for any v) the equations of motion assumed
in hypothesis 1:

8Ay (21, -« - )09 (y) = — iT [Ay (B) A1 (¥)]

+ lAv (Ev) A1 (y) + Av+1 (Ev» y)
= —if (Z/ - Ev) [Al (y)’ A, (Ev)]- -+ AV+1 (gw y)'

For the proof we assume that Theorem 1 is true
for any v =n—1; we then find that Lemma 3 will
be true for v = n, and therefore the second line in
(9) will vanish. Thus from the corollary of Lemma
1 follows the validity of Theorem 1 for v = n. Since
for v =1 the Theorem 1 is true [ Eq. (6)], it will
be true by induction for any v.

(18)

3. SOLVABILITY CONDITIONS

Thus, we have established that the current-like
operators Ay, ..., Ay, ... which determine the
scattering matrix via the expansion I, (28), must
satisfy, beside the conditions I, (29) —(32), also the
equations of motion (18). Therefore, in distinction
from the apparently analogous situation when the
scattering matrix is constructed in the form of a
functional expansion in terms of the ‘‘intensity of
switching-on the interaction’’ g(x)[3], these op-
erators cannot be given in an entirely arbitrary
manner, taking into account only the conditions
1,(29)—(32), since the current-like operators of
different orders are coupled with each other. We
can even take, as we shall do in the present sec-
tion, a different point of view, namely that the
equations of motions (18) are recurrence formulas
which determine each operator Ay, in terms of
the preceding one.

At first sight it might seem that the problem
of arbitrariness in these operators is exhausted
by these requirements: one could prescribe an
arbitrary hermitian (I,(30)) and space-like-com-
mutative (I, (32)) current j(x) which could serve
as the operator A;(x); then one could determine
successively all other A by means of the equations
of motion (18), and this, in turn, will determine via
I,(28) all the coefficient-functions of the scattering
matrix. However, in reality, as in the integration
of the ordinary equations of motion, the situation
is not so simple. Each of the operators Ay must
obey a set of conditions I,(29)—(32) ‘‘of its own,”’
which, as is easy to see, do not follow automatic-
ally, if one accepts (18) as the definition of higher
current-like operators in terms of the lower ones.
Therefore the conditions I,(29)—(32) impose for
each v new restrictions, which must also be ap-
plied to the operator Ay, in order to follow the
point of view developed here.
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We start this program with the construction of
the operator A, and with the derivation of the sup-
plementary conditions which impose on the opera-
tor A, the requirement that A, satisfy the condi-
tions I, (29)—(32). According to (18),

As(z,y) = 8As(2) [ 89 (y)
+ iT[A (@) A (y) ] — iAs(z) Aa(y).
It can be seen directly from here that in order that

1,(29) be satisfied for v = 2, it is in any event nec-
essary that the condition

(19)

A1 (z) [8p(y)y =0 for y<Zz (20)

hold, for otherwise A, would not vanish for such
values of the arguments. Thus, it is not sufficient
to impose on A only the Lehmann condition (4] of
space-like commutativity; it is necessary that it
satisfy the Bogolyubov causality condition 03] (as
we shall see, it is exactly the Lehmann condition
which need not be imposed as a special require-
ment ).

Without touching for the moment upon the prob-
lem of the vanishing of A,(x,y) for y > x, let us
see how to check that the symmetry condition
I,(31) is satisfied. Writing (19) with x and y in-
terchanged and subtracting the new equation from
the original one, we should obtain zero if symme-
try is satisfied. Thus, in order to satisfy I,(31)
for v = 2 it is necessary that the following con-
dition hold:

0A1(z) /89 (y) — 6A1(y) / b (x)
—i[As(2), Aa(y)] =0,

which will be called in what follows the solvability
(integrability ) condition. It is easy to see now,
that it is sufficient that the causality condition (20)
and the solvability condition (21) be satisfied for
the operator Ay, in order that the operator A,
satisfy conditions I, (29) and I,(31), and the opera-
tor A, satisfy the Lehmann condition of space-like
commutativity (I, (32)).

Thus, in order that all conditions I, (29)—(32) be
satisfied up to second order in v, it is necessary
and sufficient that the operator A;(x) satisfy, be-
side the condition I, (30), also the requirements of
causality (20) and solvability (21)%.

Let us now consider the situation for higher or-
ders, i.e., let us see, whether no new “‘solvability

(21)

3)Obviously, if we were not constructing the scattering
matrix out of the operators A, but conversely, the operators A
in terms of a known scattering matrix satisfying all the con-
ditions in PTDR, Sec. 2, then the solvability condition (21)
would be automatically satisfied (the causality condition
(20) differs from the one used in PTDR only by a factor i).

conditions’’ for A appear because of the require-
ment of symmetry of higher operators Ay, v > 2
(there is no reason to fear that the other condi-
tions I,(29)—(31) are violated in higher orders).
We note first that owing to the solvability condi-
tion the operator A, can be written clearly in the
symmetric form:

1 (8A:(z) | 6A1(¥) ;
As (2, y) =5 ( 50 @) + W) +iT [Ar (2) AL ()]

— 5 M @), AL 2

The following rather cumbersome calculations
consist in forming the difference of operators Aj;
with permuted arguments, on the basis of (22) and
(18). In order to prove that this difference van-
ishes one has to get rid consecutively of functional
differentiations, making use of the solvability con-
dition and of Lemma 2 for the functional deriva-
tives of T-products. As a result only products
of operators having all possible orders are left
over, and such that each term appears twice, with
opposite signs.

Thus, from the requirements imposed previ-
ously on A, it follows automatically that

AS (xly Z2, y) = A3 (xi’v Y, xl)v (23)

i.e., in third order there appear no new solvability
conditions. We will not generalize this proof to
higher orders, which would involve only the use of
cumbersome combinatorics, but would not yield
anything new.

Remembering now that the operator Ay is sim-
ply the current j, we can formulate the result we
have obtained in the following manner: the scatter-
ing matrix is completely determined by prescribing
the current operator j(x), which is hermitian, and
satisfies the conditions of causality (20) and solva-
bility (21); if these conditions are satisfied (to-
gether with the condition of relativistic covariance,
which can be formulated for the current in an ob-
vious manner ) the current operator can be chosen
completely arbitrary, and to each choice of cur-
rent operator there will correspond an appropri-
ate scattering matrix, satisfying all the require-
ments of PTDR, Sec. 2.

One should not, however, overestimate the value
of this result; it is not much simpler to find a cur-
rent satisfying the conditions (20) and (21), than to
find an S-matrix satisfying the PTDR requirements.
These conditions are operator equations and in go-
ing over to matrix elements they become an infi-
nite set of coupled equations, that has been stud-
ied by Polivanov and the author (5,61, Our result
indicates the equivalence of such a system with
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those systems which are obtained directly from
the S-matrix. Our result occupies here the same
place as the well known theorem of perturbation
theory (3] which states the equivalence of require-
ments imposed on the scattering matrix or on the
Hamiltonian.

4. SPINOR RADIATIVE OPERATORS

If the theory under consideration involves not
only a boson field ¢ (x), but also fermion fields,
say the fields ¥(x) and ;Z(x), then determination
of the scattering matrix and of the radiative oper-
ators is subject to an additional complication due
to the noncommutativity of the spinor field oper-
ators and of the functional derivatives with re-
spect to these: one must take care everywhere to
maintain the order of factors and to take into ac-
count the sign changes introduced by changes in
this order.

It will now be convenient to write the expansion
of the S-matrix in terms of normal products
(I1,(10)):

_ i))\+p.+v

S= 3 Grlr | @on @) @9, 0 @hi i (1)
A, v

X2 () (2))es (@ () (B () 2 (24)

and to define the radiative operator of order I+ m
+1n by the equality:

5l+m+nS
(8% (2)): (8¢ (¥)m (9% (2))n

It can be seen from (25) that S+, is sym-
metric with respect to the arguments of the mid-
dle group, but is antisymmetric with respect to
the arguments of each of the extreme groups. A
permutation of arguments between the groups is
obviously meaningless. The same symmetry prop-
erties are of course assumed also for the func-
tions &MV in (24). The choice of opposite order-
ing of the arguments of (24) and (25) will save us
a large number of sign changes.

Thus the contents of Lemma 1 in I remains un-
changed:

O ((2); (¥)m; (2)n)
= MmO ST ((2) 15 (Y)m; (2)n) |0,

In order to formulate the causality requirement, we
have to impose now not only one, but a whole series
of conditions:

§*. (25)

SU (@) @)ms (2)n) =

(26)

(100) ¢ r. .
(S—S—ﬁ’—) =0 for z K72
& () '
68(100) (Z'; — __) . )
W_O for yKa's ...
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68(001)(—; —; 7)
0 (2)
Lemmas 5 and 6 of I, which follow from these, are
also unchanged, and contain only functional deriva-
tives with respect to arbitrary fields.

A less trivial result will be obtained in carrying
out the functional differentiations in the left side of
Lemma 5 in I: there will appear some additional
sign changes which are maintained in the analogues
of the equations of motion (7):

8™ (@) (Yl (2)n)
o (8)
— (=S (@) (s (2)) S (& =5 =)

the second of these equations remains unchanged:

(Imn) . .
= (Es?(’n()y)m, Eh) S0 () (g 1 (2),)
— S (@5 @i (2)) S (=5 M5 =),

and the third one takes on the form

8SU™ ((2)13 (¥)ms; (2)n)
()

= (= )" SE Y (@) )ms (2)ns §)

— (=) (2)i3 @) (2)) SO (—5 =50 (30)

We recall that according to Eq. (25) and the defini-
tions of currents adopted in PTDR*,

S0 (& —; —) =i (E), SO0 (—; n; —) = —ij (n),

SO (s s 7) = —i (7). (31)

The equations of motion (28)—(30) allow one to
construct a proof for a lemma of the type of Lemma
7 in I. We will not do this however, since it is
clear that the differences from the pure boson case
can appear only through signs, which can be rees-
tablished if one takes care which derivatives have
been permuted when going from the left to the right
side. Therefore the integral causality conditions
will read

SE () (s (2)a) = (— )PSO (), (s (2),)
% Sti=rm-p n-v) (x7\+1: R 5 (y)m—p; (2)n-v),

=0 for 2z (27)

= (= 1)\ (@), & (y)ms. (2)n)

(28)

(29)

if

(@ @ (2 Z @A @Inegs @), (B2)

In order to derive representations of the
type of I,(28) for the scattering matrix in terms of
current-like operators A, one also needs the uni-

4)For typographical convenience we will represent here
the Georgian letter ‘‘in’’ used in PTDR by the Greek ‘‘iota.”’
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tarity condition in a form similar to I,(27). In or-
der to formulate this requirement we must intro-
duce first conjugation rules for radiative operators
stImn)  Naturally, it is not convenient to use for
this ordinary hermitean conjugation, since it is
necessary that under such a conjugation the form
of the condition I, (27) be conserved. It turns out
that such a generalized conjugation, which we will
call in the following ‘‘taking the adjoint,’’ is con-
veniently defined by the equation

SEW((2)1; (Y)m; (2)n)
= (—1)"H[YLIS®™ ((2) a3 (¥) <m(@)tl 7 [¥] 0. 33)

It is easy to see that this definition is chosen so as
to compensate for the non-hermitian character of
the operators ¥(x) and ¥(x). The only change in
the unitarity condition will then be the appearance
of sign-factors (—1)¢=A)? of the same type as in
(32). It is clear that one must impose on the
current-like operators, in place of the hermiticity
requirement which held in the boson case, a con-
dition of self adjointness; then adding to S(/mn),
with known lower order S("'), of a term
—iAymn(...) will not destroy unitarity in the
order Imn.

Thus we introduce the sequence of operators

Mo (@0 @) (2)); A pov=0,1,..., (34)
with the conditions of:
a) locality
Aoy ()5 () (2)0) =0, (35a)
excluding the case xy=---=x) =y{=---=2z;
b) self-adjointness:
A (@15 @)es (2)2) = Mo (@15 (W5 (2b); (35D)
c) symmetry:
Moy (Tas o« oy Tays Y -+ o s Ypus Bvir - v Zy,)
= (DM (@) @)u ()V), (85¢)
according to whether the permutations (ay,..., a))

and (yq,...,Yy) are even or odd;

d) space-like commutativity (local commutativ-
ity ):
[y (@ @)s (2)v), Ararv ()2 (W) (27)v) 15 = 0, (35d)
for

{Zy, ooy 2y ~ {21, .. .. 207,
with
Ao () = —v(z), Ao (¥) =j(y),
Aoor (3) = (2).

Then, on the basis of the same arguments as in
the Bose-case, the following representation holds

(36)
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for the radiative operators S(/mn)
S(lmn)((x)l; (y)m§ (Z)n) — (_i)l+m+nT
X [Aso0 (21). « - Avon(21) Aozo ((¥)m) Moo ((2)n)]
N
+2( Nl’) P(xlv---, x)‘,l---l..., x[)
N
XP1y ooy Yuu|ooileees Ym)
X P21y eeey Zy|eni|en, 22) (—1)ET
X[AA:HIVA ((I))‘l; (y)l“q’ (Z)VA) - iAlm'n ((Z)l’ (y)”“ (Z)n).
(37)
Here
K=vi(ha+ ...+ AN)F+vo(As+ ...+ An)
(38)

+ .o+ Vs (N1 + AN) 4 VN1,

and the sum N is calculated over all the ways of
breaking up the three natural numbers (I, m, n)
into a set of N groups of three natural numbers
(Ajs 1js Vi) including zero, j =1,..., N, such that

}“j:lv

=

=
E
1
B
M=
2
I
“3

.

A4 pi 4 v >0,

The following reasoning is carried out exactly
as in the boson case: one can define ‘‘incomplete
radiative operators”” S(MN) and prove for these,
starting from (28)—(30) equations of the type of
the corollary to Lemma 1, one can formulate hy-
pothesis 1 and then consecutively prove Lemmas
2 and 3. All these points do not suffer any modi
fications of principle, the only difference being
the sign-factors which we already know, and
more complicated combinatorics. Therefore we
will not repeat here all this reasoning and will
formulate the result directly in the form of the
following theorem:

Theorem 2. In the case where spinor fields are
present, the current-like operators Ay, (for any
{,m,n) satisfy the equations of motion:

8Aimn ()15 (%)ms (2)n)
o (€)

= (— )" (T [Avmn (- - ) S (& —; —)]
= Aumn (- ) S (€ =5 =)+ (= 1) A (@)
& (W (),

2Nl +m+n—1.  (39)

40a)

8Atmn ()5 (Y)ms (2)n)
o¢ (n)

— A (- 2) SO (=5 15 =) + Avmar (@) @)ms M (2))s
(40b)

=T [Apmn (. . .) S (—; m; —)]
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8A v ()15 (y)m3 (2)n)

8¢ (C)
= (—1)*{T [Aimn (. . .)S‘°°1)(_; — 01
— A (4 ) Stoon) (=5 =5 8) + Avm mer (@)

)ms (2)ns )} (40c¢)

In particular, the most important equations, those
for the three currents, are:

O (v)

61[))‘ (g) = — 0 (C - 1') {l.a (x), _ll (C)}++ AlOl/ay (x; —_ (Ci;la)
8/ . .

6ip((?'/11))_ =i0M—y) ), ]I+ Aoz (—; ¥, M5 —), (41b)
(%—t:% =10 (& — z) {us (), tv (2)}, + Myouns (B; —; 2), (41c)

where the spinor indices have been explicitly writ-
ten.

It is not difficult to generalize the results of
Sec. 3, also. The only difference will consist in
the fact, that in order to fix the theory it will be
necessary to specify a current for each field. The
different currents can be specified independently,
as long as the ‘‘crossed’’ solvability conditions
are satisfied.

The main result of the present paper are the
equations of motion (18) [or (40)]. Since in the ap-
proach which had been chosen in PTDR for the
construction of the theory the time evolution of
the system can be expressed only in terms of
functional differentiations (we have no other way
of distinguishing different points in space time),
these equations are called upon to play the role
of the Heisenberg equations of motion and there-
fore possess a fundamental significance.

One can look for further applications of these
equations in different ways. If one takes the point
of view developed in Sec. 3, these equations can
serve for an ordering of the introduction of coun-
terterms in the system of previously considered
equations [5’63, which is essential, since the con-
stants which intervene in the individual equations
of this system are not independent. In some prob-
lems, however, it is more convenient not to elim-
inate the higher-order operators, but rather to
operate with the whole ensemble, taking specific-
ally into account the fact that, as it seems, in a
renormalizable theory their number has to be fi-
nite, on the basis of considerations of growth of
the matrix elements. This treatment seems in-
dicated in cases when one distinguishes between
matrix elements of current-like operators on and
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off the energy shell, since it allows to character-
ize very conveniently the arbitrariness involved
in extensions off the energy shell.

The most radical approach would be, of course,
an attempt to free these equations of nonlinear
terms by means of a canonical transformation
carried out by means of an operator of the type
of a ““halved’’ S-matrix S(«, o(x)). Indeed,
neglecting complications due to indeterminacies
with coinciding arguments (divergences), this
procedure permits to solve the transformed equa-
tions of motion and to ‘‘prove’’ the theorem of
equivalence of the theory based on the axioms of
PTDR, with the usual theory, which starts from
a Lagrangian (cf. [7], where this result is obtained
in a similar approximation from the axioms of [4]),
A more detailed consideration, which will be car-
ried out elsewhere, shows however, that taking
into account the counterterms such a program
seems impossible to carry through, which is
connected with the difficulties in the definition
of the ““halved’’ scattering matrix (cf. [87), and
there remains only the possibility to work with
the Egs. (18) in their original representation.

In conclusion the author would like to express
his gratitude to N. N. Bogolyubov, M. K. Polivanov
and B. M. Stepanov for a discussion of the results
which were obtained.
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