W Durham
University

AR

Durham E-Theses

Schwinger-Dyson equations in QED and (QCD the
calculation of fermion-antifermion condensates

Williams, Richard

How to cite:

Williams, Richard (2007) Schwinger-Dyson equations in QED and QCD the calculation of
fermion-antifermion condensates, Durham theses, Durham University. Available at Durham E-Theses
Online: http://etheses.dur.ac.uk/2558/

Use policy

The full-text may be used and/or reproduced, and given to third parties in any format or medium, without prior permission or
charge, for personal research or study, educational, or not-for-profit purposes provided that:

e a full bibliographic reference is made to the original source
e a link is made to the metadata record in Durham E-Theses
e the full-text is not changed in any way

The full-text must not be sold in any format or medium without the formal permission of the copyright holders.

Please consult the full Durham E-Theses policy for further details.

Academic Support Office, The Palatine Centre, Durham University, Stockton Road, Durham, DH1 3LE
e-mail: e-theses.admin@durham.ac.uk Tel: +44 0191 334 6107
http://etheses.dur.ac.uk


http://www.dur.ac.uk
http://etheses.dur.ac.uk/2558/
 http://etheses.dur.ac.uk/2558/ 
http://etheses.dur.ac.uk/policies/
http://etheses.dur.ac.uk

Schwinger—Dyson Equations
In QED and QCD
The calculation of fermion—antifermion
condensates

The copyright of this thesis rests with the
author or the university to which it was
submitted. No quotation from it, or
information derived from it may be
published without the prior written
consent of the author or university, and
any information derived from it should be
acknowledged.

A thesis presented for the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy
by

Richard Williams

Institute for Particle Physics Phenomenology
University of Durham

-

June 2007

% . - 8 AUG 2007
W Durham

University




Abstract

We present non-perturbative solutions for the fermion and boson propagators of
QED in both three- and four-dimensions, and QCD. In doing so, we solve the coupled
system of Schwinger-Dyson equations numerically in Euclidean space, investigating
criticality, gauge dependence and phenomenology of the solutions. We do so by
exploiting a new and novel three-point ansatz, the Kizilersii—Pennington vertex,
designed to satisfy multiplicative renormalisability in unquenched QED.

The efficacy of this is demonstrated numerically for QED,4, where we find a
marked improvement in the gauge-invarance of the photon wave-function. The crit-
ical coupling associated with dynamical mass generation is investigated for a variety
of gauges; remarkably a lessening of this dependence is seen, despite the ansatz’s
origins from a massless theory, which is improved further by constructing a hybrid
system.

As with many studies in the past, we apply this ansatz to the three-dimensional
non-compact formulation of QED, checking gauge covariance of the propagators
through a momentum-space formulation of the Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin trans-
formations. The critical dependence on the number of active fermions was investi-
gated, with the gauge dependence of the condensate unresolved. As an aside, we
found numerically that LKF transforming the propagators gave rise to a constant
condensate; a fact supported analytically through an explicit proof.

We turn our attention towards QCD, where we explore a variety of phenomeno-
logical models, including the full ghost-gluon system, in which we make comparisons
between traditional vertices and the new KP-vertex. These models are used in a
determination of the physical quark condensate for massive quarks, through the
exploitation of a class of non-positive definite solutions accessible for small quark
masses.

Finally, we examine Generalised Ward-Takahashi identities, which hold promise
to further constrain the tranvserse part of the vertex. The identity is shown to hold
true at one-loop through an explicit calculation, and a constraint on one of the basis
coefficients is given as an example of its use.



Acknowledgements

First and foremost, my thanks go to my supervisor, Mike Pennington, for providing
me with the opportunity to work with him. I am eternally grateful for his contin-
ued help and guidance throughout my PhD, the enlightening discussions, and the
plethora of anecdotes that truly gave context and insight into the world of particle
physics.

My gratefulness goes also to Christian Fischer, for his advice in solving the ghost-
gluon system, and for his input in the work of Chapter 5.

Special thanks must go to office mates old and new: Gareth, Simon, Steve; Aiofe,
Cobos and David — without whom the IPPP would have been much less colourful,
and for whose useful discussions, particularly Gareth’s, I am indebted to. My grati-
tude goes to all my fellow PhD students and staff of the Ogden centre, for providing
a lively and friendly atmosphere in which to work. I must also mention Cesario
Almeida, for the many problem solving sessions over coffee.

My thanks must also go to my parents for their encouragement and support through-
out all my studies. I must also thank all my friends accumulated during my time
in Durham: to Eldor, Samir, and Natasha for Russian card-games; to my decadent
friends Kostas and Matthew; to Francisca for telling me what to do; Luciane and
Yoon-joung for telling me what not to do; former housemates Chris and Michelle;

and especially to Anna, for being such a close and supportive friend.

This work was supported by a PPARC studentship which is gratefully acknowledged.

ii



Declaration

I declare that no material presented in this thesis has previously been submitted for
a degree at this or any other university.

The research described in this thesis has been carried out in collaboration with
M.R.Pennington.

The research described in Chapter 2 was carried out with Prof. M. R. Pennington
and will be contained within the paper:

e M. R. Pennington and R. Williams. Systematic numerical study of the fermion
propagator in strong coupling QED,.

The contents of Chapter 3 and 4 are the result of work with Prof. M. R. Pennington.
Chapter 5 is derived from:

e R. Williams, C. S. Fischer, M. R. Pennington. gq condensate for light quarks
beyond the chiral limit. Phys. Lett. B645 (2007) 167-172 [hep-ph/0612061]

e R. Williams, C. S. Fischer, M. R. Pennington. Quark Condensates: Flavour
Dependence [hep-ph/0703255]

o R. Williams, C. S. Fischer, M. R. Pennington. FEztracting the gq condensate
for light quarks beyond the chiral limit in models of QCD. [hep-ph/0704.2296]

Chapter 6 is derived from:

e M. R. Pennington and R. Williams, 2005. Checking the Transverse Ward
Takahashi Identity at One-Loop. J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 32 2219-2233
(hep-ph/0511254].

©The copyright of this thesis rests with the author.

iii



Contents

Abstract i
Acknowledgements ii
Declaration iii
Introduction 1
1 Background 4
1.1 The Gauge Principle . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... 4
1.1.1 Abelian Gauge Theories . . . . . ... ... ... ... .... 5
1.1.2 Non-Abelian Gauge Theories. . . . . . . ... . ... ... .. 6
1.2 Functional Integral Methods . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ..... 8
1.2.1 Quantization of Gauge Theories . . . . .. ... ... ..... 10
1.2.2 Faddeev—Popov Ghosts . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ..... 12
123 BRST invariance . . . ... .. .. ... .... . ....... 12
1.3 Ward-Green-Takahashi Identities . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... 14
1.4 Schwinger-Dyson Equations . . . . .. .. ... ... .. ....... 16
141 FermionSDE . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ... . 17
142 Photon SDE . . . . . . ... ... .. ... ... ... ... 18
1.4.3 Schwinger-Dyson Equations for QCD . . . . . ... ... ... 20
1.5 Landau-Khalatnikov—Fradkin Transformation . . ... ... ... .. 23
2 QED in Four Dimensions 26
2.1 The General Fermion-Boson Vertex . . . . .. .. ... ... ..... 27
2.1.1 The Ward-Green-Takahashi Identity . .. ... ... ... .. 28
2.1.2 Decomposing the Vertex . . . . . .. .. ... ... .. .... 30
2.1.3 Fermion Schwinger-Dyson Equation . . . . . .. .. ... ... 33
2.1.4 Photon Schwinger-Dyson Equation . .. ... .. ... .. .. 37

2.2

Multiplicative Renormalisability . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... .. 41

v



2.2.1 The Curtis-Pennington Vertex . . . . . . ... ... ... ... 44

222 MR and Vertex Anséitze . . . .. .. ... ... ... .. ... 45
2.2.3 The Kizilersii-Pennington Vertex . . . . ... ... ... ... 47
23 Quenched QED . . . . . ... ... 64
2.3.1 The Rainbow approximation . . . . . . ... ... ... ..., 65
2.3.2 The Curtis—Pennington Vertex . . . . . . ... .. .. .. ... 66
2.3.3 Kizilersi—Pennington Vertex . . . . . . . ... ... ...... 71
24 Unquenched QED . . . . . . .. .. .. .. ... 72
24.1 Bare-vertex Approximation . . . ... ... ... ... ... . 74
2.4.2 Minimal Ball-Chiu Vertex . . . . .. .. ... ... ...... 75
2.4.3 Full Ball-Chiu Vertex . .. ... ... .. ... ........ 77
2.4.4 Curtis—Pennington Vertex . . . . ... ... ... ....... 80
2.5 Renormalised QED . . . . . . ... .. 82
2.5.1 Renormalised Bare Vertex approximation . . . . . ... .. .. 83
2.5.2 Renormalised Curtis—Pennington Vertex . .. ... ... ... 84
2.5.3 Renormalised Kizilersii-Pennington Vertex . . . . . ... ... 86
2.5.4 KP-vertex with Mass Generation . .. ... ... ... .. .. 89
255 Hybrid CP/KP vertex . .. ... ... ... ... ....... 91
2.6 Summary . .. ... e 93
QED in Three Dimensions 95
3.1 Compact/Non-Compact . . . ... ... ... ............. 97
3.1.1 LKFT in momentum space . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... 98
3.2 Numerical Review . . . . . . . ... ... 100
3.2.1 Quenched Approximation . . ... ... ... ... ...... 101
3.2.2 Partial Unquenching . . . .. ... ... ... ... ...... 111
3.2.3 Unquenched SDE in the Landau Gauge . . . . . . . ... ... 112
3.2.4 Unquenched Resultsfor £ A0 . . . ... ... ... ... ... 119
3.2.5 Corollary of LKFT . . .. . . ... ... ... ......... 122
3.3 Summary . ... 125
Quantum Chromodynamics 127
4.1 Yang-Mills Studies . . .. .. ... .. ... ... ... ... 128
4.1.1 Including Ghosts . . . .. ... . ... ... ... ..., 131
4.1.2 Removing Angular Approximations . . . . ... ... ... .. 136
4.2 Quark Sector of QCD . . . . . .. . ... ... 141
4.2.1 Phenomenological Models . . . . . .. ... ... ..., ... 144



4.3

422 Tibingen Model . . . ... ... ... .. ...........
4.2.3 Lattice Model . . . . . . .. .. ... ...

Summary ... e e

Extracting the Condensate for Massive Quarks

5.1

5.2
5.3
5.4
5.5
5.6
5.7

Schwinger-Dyson Equations . . . . . ... ... ... .. ... ....
5.1.1 Multiple Solutions . . . ... ... ... . ... .. ... ...
The Nambu—-Jona-Lasinio Model . . . . . . ... ... ... ......
Phenomenological Model of QCD interaction . . . . . .. ... .. ..
Extracting the Condensate . . . . . . ... ... ... .. .......
More sophisticated Phenomenological Models of QCD interaction

Condensate Beyond the Critical Mass Range: Noded Solutions . . .
SUMmMAary . . . . . .. e

The Transverse Ward-Takahashi Identity

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

Perturbative Derivation of the Transverse

Ward-Takahashi Relation . . . . ... ... ... .. ... .......
The One Loop Integrals . . . . . . ... .. ... ... ........
6.21 Partl ... ... .. ..
6.22 Part2 . ... . ...
623 Part3d ... ... .
6.24 Partd . ... ... ..

Summing terms gives theresult . . . . ... ... ... ... .. ...
6.3.1 EquatingC’'s. . ... ... .. ... ... .. ... ...,
6.3.2 Equatingl's. ... .... .. ... .. .. ... .. ... ...
6.33 TheResult . ... ... .. ... ... . ... .. ... ..

Summary ... ... e

Conclusions and Qutlook

Numerical Techniques

Al
A2

A3

A4

Root Finding . . . . . .. . . .. . .. ..
Chebyshev Polynomials . . . . ... .. ... ... ... ........
A.21 Clenshaw’s Recurrence relation . . . . .. ... ... .. ...
Gaussian Quadrature . . . . . . . . .. ... L
A3.1 Gauss-Legendre Polynomials . . . . .. ... ... ... ... .
Numerical Singularities . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... ..

A.4.1 Difference of Chebyshev Expansions . . . . . .. ... ... ..

vi

158
160
162
164
167
170

. 173
177

181

183

187
191
191
193
195
197
200
200
201
202
202

203



A .42 Cancelling the Divergence . . . . ... ... .. ........

B Angular Integrals
B.1 QEDin3 Dimensions . . . . . . . . ... ...
B2 QEDin4 Dimensions . . . . . . .. . ... .. ... ...

C Integrals for Transverse Ward-Takahashi Relation
C.1 J-scalar functions . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...
C.2 Isscalar functions . . .. .. ... .. ... ... ... ... ... ..

vii



List of Figures

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

2.1

2.2
2.3

2.4

2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

The unquenched fermion SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators
and vertices. . . . . .. .. L
The unquenched photon SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators
and vertices. . . . . . L
The quenched ghost and gluon Schwinger-Dyson equations for the
Faddeev-Popov Lagrangian. Filled dots indicate full propagators and
vertices. Dashed lines represent ghosts and springs show gluons. . . .
The quark Schwinger-Dyson equation for the Faddeev—Popov La-
grangian. Filled dots indicate full propagators and vertices. Springs
show gluons and unbroken lines are for quarks. . . . . . ... ... ..

The Schwinger-Dyson equation for fermion-boson vertex in QED.
Note the four-fermion scattering kernel in the loop. . . ... ... ..
Fermion-vector boson vertex and its momenta. . . . . . ... ... ..
The unquenched fermion SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators
and vertices. . . . . . ... L
The unquenched photon SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators
and vertices. . . . . ... L
The quenched fermion SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and
vertices. . . . . .. L L e
The quenched fermion SDE in the rainbow approximation. . . . . . .
Wave-function renormalisation and mass-function in Landau Gauge
(left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand side), in the quenched
rainbow approximation, without WGTL. . . . . ... .. ... ... .
The Euclidean mass, Mg, in the quenched rainbow approximation.
The explicitly gauge dependent part is derived from the vertex ansatz
and is in violation of the Ward-Green-Takahashi identity. . . . . . . .

viii

22



2.9 Wave-function renormalisation and mass-function in Landau Gauge
(left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand side), with the quenched
Curtis—Pennington vertex. . . . . . . . . ... .. ... ... ..... 69

2.10 For the quenched Curtis—Pennington vertex, we show (a) the dynam-
ically generated Euclidean mass as a function of the gauge parameter,
while (b) shows the critical coupling «, as calculated through a bi-
furcation analysis. . . . . . . . ... ... ... 70

2.11 Dressing functions (a) F and (b) log F for the quenched KP vertex
in a variety of gauges, without dynamical mass generation. Dashed
lines show the solution for the CP vertex, Eq. (2.145), for comparison 71

2.12 For the quenched Kizilersii-Pennington vertex, we show the dynami-
cally generated Euclidean mass as a function of the gauge parameter. 72

2.13 The unquenched photon SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators
and vertices. . . . . ... L. 73

2.14 Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling
for the unquenched bare-vertex in Landau gauge. . . .. ... . ... 75

2.15 Dynamically Generated Euclidean Mass in the unquenched rainbow
approximation. The WGTI is enforced in the £g, part of the vertex. . 75

2.16 Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling
in Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand
side), with the unquenched Minimal Ball-Chiu vertex. . ... .. .. 77

2.17 Dynamically Generated Euclidean Mass in the unquenched Minimal
Ball-Chiu approximation. The WGTT is enforced in the &-part of the

2.18 Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling
for the unquenched full Ball-Chiu in Landau gauge. . . . . . ... .. 78
2.19 Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched Ball-Chiu
approximation. . . . . . . .. ..o e 79
2.20 Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling
in Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand
side), with the unquenched hybrid Curtis—Pennington vertex. . . . . . 81
2.21 Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched hybrid-CP
approximation. . . . . .. ... Lo 82
2.22 Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched bare ver-
tex approximation with symmetric momentum routing in the photon

equation. The coupling is given at a(k), with gauge defined at £(u). . 84

ix



2.23

2.24

2.25

2.26

2.27

2.28

2.29

2.30

2.31

3.1

3.2

Wave-function renormalisation and running coupling in a variety of
gauges for the symmetric momentum partition. We have employed
the Curtis—Pennington vertex. . . . . . . . ... ... .. .......
Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched hybrid CP
approximation with symmetric momentum partition in the photon
equation. The coupling is given at a(x), with gauge defined at &(u). .
Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling
in Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand
side), with the unquenched hybrid CP vertex. . . ... ... ... ..
The wave-function renormalisation and running coupling calculated
in Feynman gauge with the KP vertex, at two different renormali-
sation points p? = 10° and p? = 10® GeV2. The coupling remains
identical, with the two fermion wave-functions related by the expected
scale factor, Zo. . . . . . .. e
Wave-function renormalisation and running coupling in a variety of
gauges for the asymmetric (left) and symmetric (right) momentum
partition. We have employed the Kizilersii-Pennington vertex
Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling
in Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand
side), with the unquenched Kizilersi—Pennington vertex. . . . . . ..
Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched KP ap-
proximation with asymmetric (left) and symmetric (right) momen-
tum partition in the photon equation. All couplings are given at
a(k), with the gauge defined at £(u) — see Tables 2.15 and 2.16.
Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling
in Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand
side), with the unquenched CP/KP hybrid vertex. . . . . . . ... ..
Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched hybrid
CP/KP approximation with symmetric momentum partition in the
photon equation. The coupling is given at a(x), with gauge defined

at E(p). e

The quenched fermion SDE for QEDj3. Filled dots indicate full prop-
agators and vertices. . . . . . . .. .. ... e
Wave-function renormalisation and mass function for the quenched
SDE of Eq. (3.22), employing the bare vertex in the dynamically
broken phase. . . .. .. ... L

85

88

90



3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.11

3.12

3.13

3.14

Wave-function renormalisation and mass function for the quenched
SDE employing the bare vertex in the dynamically broken phase for
a variety of gauges. The WGTI is satisfied in the explicitly gauge
dependent part of the vertex projection. . . . . ... ... ... ... 103
Wave-function renormalisation and mass function for the quenched
SDE employing the bare vertex. The SDE are solved in Landau gauge,
with LKF transformation obtaining solutions for £ > 0. Compare
with Fig. 3.2. . . . . . . .. 104
Euclidean mass for solutions calculated via the SDE and by LKF
transformation of the £ = 0 solution. Units are defined by setting

Wave-function renormalisation and mass function for the quenched
SDE employing the Ball-Chiu vertex in the dynamically broken phase
for a variety of gauges. . . . . . . ... L L. 106
For the condensate, we show the result of LKF transforming a SDE
with the Ball-Chiu vertex for different start gauges in quenched QED3.
We use the asymptotic formula Eq. (3.21), and note that it remains
completely flat. . . ... ... ... 107
The analytic solution (lines), given by Eq. (3.23). Symbols indicate
the numerical solution to Eq. (3.27), in perfect agreement. . . . . . . 108
Wave-function renormalisation and mass function for the quenched
SDE employing the Curtis—Pennington vertex in the dynamically bro-

Wave-function renormalisation and mass function for the quenched
SDE employing the Kizilersii-Pennington vertex in the dynamically
broken phase for a variety of gauges. . . . . . ... ... ... ... .. 110
Wave-function renormalisation for the quenched SDE employing the
Kizilersii-Pennington vertex in the chirally symmetric phase, showing
comparison with LKF transformation. . .. .. .. .. ... ... .. 111
Photon wave-function G and polarisation scalar II(p?) as a result of
re-summing massless fermion loops. . . . . . ... ..o L. 112
Wave-function renormalisation and mass function for SDE employing
the Ball-Chiu vertex in the dynamically broken phase. The photon
equation re-sums massless fermion loops. . . . . . . .. ... ... .. 113
Wave-function renormalisation and mass function for SDE employing
the Curtis—Pennington vertex in the dynamically broken phase. The
photon equation re-sums massless fermion loops. . . . . . . .. .. .. 113

xi



3.15

3.16

3.17

3.18

3.19

3.20

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

The fermion wave-function renormalisation, mass function and pho-
ton polarisation scalar for the bare vertex (left) and the minimal
Ball-Chiu vertex (right). Solutions are obtained in Landau gauge for
a selection of flavours, with €2 = 1 setting the scale. . . . . . ... .. 115
The left-hand column shows solutions for the fermion wave-function
renormalisation, mass function and photon polarisation scalar for the
BC, whilst the right-hand demonstrates the hybrid CP vertex for
comparison. We use Landau gauge, and set e? = 1 to fix the scale. . . 117
The left-hand column shows solutions for the fermion wave-function
renormalisation, mass function and photon polarisation scalar for
N; = 1, with the right-hand side solved for Ny = 2. We use the
Ball-Chiu vertex throughout and set the scale by e2 =1. . . . . . .. 120
We show the result of LKF transforming a SDE with the Ball-Chiu
vertex from the Landau Gauge, for Ny = 0,1. These are to be com-
pared with Figs. 3.6, 3.17. . . . . . . .. ... ... ... 122
We show the result of LKF transforming a SDE with the Ball-Chiu
vertex for different start gauges and active fermions. The conden-
sate, as extracted via the asymptotic formula Eq. (3.21), remains
completely flat. . . . .. . .. ... L 123
Contour of integration used in the evaluation of Eq. (3.43). . . . . . . 125

The SDE for the gluon in the Mandelstam approximation. Filled dots
indicate full propagators and vertices. Ghosts and four-point vertices
areneglected. . . . .. .. L L 130
The gluon dressing function, Z(p?) in the Mandelstam approximation
with ghosts neglected. . . . . . . . . ... .. L. 132
The quenched ghost SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and
vertices. Dashed lines indicate ghosts, whilst wiggly lines represent

The quenched gluon SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and
vertices. Dashed lines indicate ghosts, whilst wiggly lines represent

The quenched ghost and gluon SDE neglecting two-loop diagrams and
tadpoles. Filled dots indicate full propagators and vertices. Dashed
lines indicate ghosts, whilst springs represent gluons. . . . .. .. .. 137



4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

4.10

4.11

4.12

4.13

4.14

4.15

4.16

The ghost and gluon dressing functions, together with the non-perturbative
running coupling as defined by the ghost-gluon vertex. The fit of

Eq. (444)isalsoshown. . .. ... ... ... ... ... ... .. 140
The quark SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and vertices.

Solid lines indicate quarks, whilst wriggly lines represent gluons. . . . 141
Euclidean mass functions for different current masses, specified at

@ = 19 GeV as labelled. The plot illustrates how on a log-log plot

the behaviour dramatically changes between a current mass of 0 and

3 MeV. These results are essentially the same as found by Maris and
Roberts [98].. . . . . . .. . ... 145
Plots showing contours of constant chiral condensate, Euclidean mass

and pion decay constant for the Maris-Tandy (left) and Z2 (right)
vertices. All units arein MeV. . . . . .. .. ... ... 147
Plots showing contours of constant chiral condensate, Euclidean mass

and pion decay constant for the Minimal Ball-Chiu (left) and Ball-

Chiu (right) vertices. All unitsarein MeV.. . . ... . ... ... .. 148
Plots showing contours of constant chiral condensate, Euclidean mass

and pion decay constant for the Curtis—Pennington (left) and Kizilersii—
Pennington (right) vertices. All units are in MeV. . . . . . . ... .. 149
Comparison of the mass-function for different vertices in the chiral

limit (left) and for an explicit quark mass (right). We fix Ny = 4 and

w = 0.4, but tune D such that each ansatz gives the same condensate

as for the MT model, D=0933. .. ... .. ... .. ........ 150
The quark mass function and wave-function renormalisation for four
ansétze: bare vertex; Ball-Chiu vertex; Curtis—Pennington vertex;

and the Kizilersii-Pennington vertex. . . . . . .. .. ... ...... 152
The mass function for a selection of quark masses within the lattice
model. The renormalisation point is 2 = 1000 GeV2. . . . . . .. .. 154
The effective coupling in the Lattice-Model for different quark masses
(renormalised at u? = 1000), compared with the Maris-Tandy ansatz

for the running coupling, as a (a) log-log plot, and (b) log-linear plot
scaled by p? to make easier the comparison of integrated strength. . . 155
Comparison between the Euclidean mass for the Lattice model and

for the Maris-Tandy model. Shown also is the ratio M(0)/Mg. The
common renormalisation point is taken to be u? = 1000 GeV2. . . . . 155

xiii



5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7
5.8
5.9

5.10

5.11

5.12

6.1
6.2

The non-perturbative condensate as: (a) a function of the current

quark mass for a selection of NJL couplings G; and (b) a function

of G, for a selection of current quark masses. . . . . . . .. ... ... 166
The quark condensate within the NJL model for the three solutions
M*%W as functions of quark mass. . . . . . . .. ... ... 166
The condensate defined by 7(8) within the NJL model for values
8 =1{0,1,2} as a function of quark mass. . . . .. ... ... .. ... 167
Momentum dependence of the three solutions M*(p?) and MW (p?)
for a quark mass m(u)=16 MeV, p=19GeV. . . . . . ... ... .. 169

Renormalisation point independent quark condensate as a function
of m, as defined by Eq. (5.11) for three values of 3, showing how
they are quite different despite the solutions having the same running
current-mass and being equal in the chiral limit. . . . . ... ... .. 170
Condensate extracted through simultaneous fitting of the three solu-
tions to the fermion mass-function in the Maris-Tandy model with
w = 04 GeV and (a) Ny = 0, (b) Ny = 4. The functions of the

current quark mass are evolved to 2 GeV in a momentum subtraction

scheme. . . . . .. L e 172
Condensate for CP-Vertex Model. Ny =0 . . . ... ... .. .. .. 175
Condensate for Lattice Model. Ny =0 . ... .. ... ........ 175

The M*, M~ and M"Y solutions as obtained for the CP-vertex (left)

and the lattice model (right). Masses are renormalised at u = 19 GeV.178
Momentum dependence of the 4 solutions for the fermion mass-function

in the Maris-Tandy model with m = 20 MeV at u = 19 GeV, Ny=4,
w=04GeV. . ... 179
Current quark mass dependence of the condensates for Maris-Tandy
model with Ny = 4, w = 0.4 GeV, including the noded solution of

Fig. 5.10. . . . . . . 179
Condensate for Maris-Tandy Model with Ny = 4, w = 0.4,0.45,0.5

GeV as a function of current quark mass defined at 2 GeV in MS

scheme. . . . . . . .. 181

Fermion-vector boson vertex and its momenta . . . . . . ... .. .. 184
One loop corrections to the vector vertex of Fig. 6.2 with the momenta
labelled as in our calculation . . . . . . . . . .. ... ... .. ... 188



List of Tables

2.1
2.2

2.3

2.4
2.5

26

2.7

2.8

29

2.10

2.11

2.12

2.13

2.14

2.15

2.16

Basis vectors with an asymmetric momentum partition. . . . . . . . . 33
The trace factor of Eq. (2.27) evaluated with an asymmetric momen-
tum partition. . . . . . .. oL 34
The Dirac trace part of the even projection of the fermion SDE with
an asymmetric momentum partition. . . . . . .. .. ... ... 37

Basis vectors of the full-vertex with a symmetric momentum partition. 38

The contraction P, Trp [ - ] of Eq. (2.38) evaluated for a symmetric
momentum partition. . . . . . .. ... L L oL 40
Critical couplings for the quenched bare-vertex approximation, with

and without the WGTI employed in the £q,I'* part of the vertex. . . 66
Critical couplings with the CP vertex in the quenched approximation. 69
Critical couplings for KP-vertex in the quenched approximation. . . . 71
Critical couplings for the unquenched bare-vertex approximation with

the WGTTI employed in the £q,I'* part of the vertex. . .. ... ... 74
Critical couplings for the unquenched Minimal Ball-Chiu vertex with

the WGTI employed in the g, " part. . . . . .. .. ... ... ... 76
Critical couplings for the unquenched Ball-Chiu vertex with the WGTI
employed in the g, [ part. . . . ... ... L0 79
Critical couplings for the unquenched, unrenormalised hybrid CP-
vertex for a variety of gauges. . . . . . .. ... ... ... 80
Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised bare vertex for a
variety of gauges. . . . . . . ... L Lo 83
Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised hybrid CP/BC
vertex for a variety of gauges. . . . . . ... ... ... 85
Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised KP vertex for a
variety of gauges, with partitionn=1/2. . . . . ... ... ... ... 90
Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised KP vertex for a

variety of gauges, with partitionn=0. . . . ... ... . ... ..., 90



2.17 Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised hybrid CP/KP

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.11

3.12

3.13

3.14

vertex for a variety of gauges, with partitionn=1/2. . ... ... .. 92

Condensates via asymptotic and integral evaluation in the quenched

bare vertex approximation, without use of the WGTIL . . . .. .. .. 103
Condensates via asymptotic and integral evaluation in the quenched

bare vertex approximation, with the WGTI employed in the £g,I'*

part of the projection. . . . . ... .. ... L L 104
Condensates via asymptotic and integral evaluation in the quenched
Ball-Chiu approximation. . . ... .. ... ... ... ........ 105
Condensates via asymptotic and integral evaluation in the quenched

bare vertex approximation. . . . . . ... ... . L. 108
Condensates via asymptotic and integral evaluation with the quenched
Kizilersii-Pennington vertex. . . . . . .. . .. . ... ... ...... 110
Condensates via asymptotic and integral evaluation in the partially
unquenched approximation employing the Ball-Chiu and Curtis—Pennington
vertices. . . .. . L e e 113
Condensates via asymptotic and integral evaluation in the unquenched
bare-vertex approximation. . . . . . . ... ... L. 114
Condensates via asymptotic and integral evaluation for the unquenched
minimal Ball-Chiu vertex. . . . . . ... ... .. ... ........ 116
Condensates with the BC vertex in the unquenched theory as a func-

tion of Ny in Landaugauge. . . . . .. . ... ... ... ... ... 116
Condensates with the CP vertex in the unquenched theory as a func-
tion of Ny in Landau gauge. . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ..., 118
Condensates with the KP-vertex in the unquenched theory as a func-
tion of Ny in Landau gauge. . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... 118
Condensates for the unquenched BC vertex as a function of the num-
ber of active fermions, Ny, evaluated for different gauges. . . . . . . . 119
Condensates for the unquenched CP vertex as a function of the num-
ber of active fermions, Ny, evaluated for different gauges. . . . . . . . 121
Condensates with the KP vertex in the unquenched theory for differ-

ent gaugesand Ny =1.. . .. ... ... ... ............. 121



4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

5.1

5.2
5.3

The condensate, pion decay constant and Euclidean mass for a range
of vertex ansétze with the Maris-Tandy model coupling of Eq. (4.53).
We fix w = 0.4 and vary the parameter D to maintain approximately
equal values for the condensate. . . . ... . ... ... ........ 150
Chiral observables and Euclidean mass for a selection of vertex ansatze
employing the non-perturbative running of the Tiibingen model, de-
scribed by the fits of Eqs. (4.43,4.44). . . . ... ... ... ... .. 152
Chiral observables and Euclidean mass for a selection of vertex ansatze
employing non-perturbative running of the Tiibingen model, without
smoothing out the bump. . . . . . . .. ... ... L. 153
Parameters used in the vertex model, Eqs. (4.63-4.66). . . ... ... 154

How the critical mass that defines the domain of solutions Eq. (5.8)
depends on the number of quark flavours, Ny, on the gluon range
parameter w, in the Maris-Tandy model. This critical mass is listed
at two different renormalization scales, 19 GeV of Ref. [140] and 2

GeV for ease of comparison with other works. . . . ... ... . ... 169
Parameters used in the vertex model, Egs. (5.37-5.40). . . ... ... 176
The critical mass for our quenched CP and Lattice model. . . . . . . 177



Introduction

Quantum Field Theory (QFT) is arguably one of the most significant developments
of the last one-hundred years. Combining the equally influential ideas of special
relativity and quantum mechanics, and considering the fundamental particles dual
to fields, we have a tool that provides a highly successful description of elementary
processes. However, QFT is lacking with its inability to describe gravity, due to its
non-renormalisability; and in this respect we may regard it as an effective theory
of some broader, more fundamental theory (string theory, for example). Ignoring
gravity, valid at the scales we are interested in, we have a more pressing problem
— that of giving mass to the particles of our theory. The Standard Model (SM) is
given by the SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)y gauge group with SU(3) describing the quark
sector, coupled to the electroweak SU(2) x U(1)y group. In principle the masses are
input parameters — arising from Yukawa couplings between the hypothetical Higgs
field and the fermions — and require significant fine-tuning to keep their scale with
added loop corrections. This tuning process is an unsatisfactory byproduct of the
Higgs mechanism, and one feels this should be unnecessary. The Higgs sector is
of great interest to particle physicists, and its exploration together with searches
for other new physics, is the primary focus of the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at
CERN, to come online Summer 2007. While the already running Tevatron reaches
collisions at 2 TeV, the LHC will reach 14 TeV. These high energies are achieved by
colliding these massive particles, at the cost of significantly reduced signals and far
more complicated background.

At hadron-hadron colliders, we in fact observe interactions between composite
particles at very high energies. Because QCD exhibits the property of asymptotic
freedom, whereby the coupling strength tends to zero as energy increases, pertur-
bation theory may be used to describe these short range effects. We have not,
however, observed these coloured quarks and gluons in our detectors, owing to the
phenomenon of confinement. We must separate the short range effects from the
long range by introducing a factorisation scale. Linking the two regions together




is a difficult task, with the resulting parton shower and hadronisation modeled by
Monte-Carlo event generators. A thorough understanding of these background pro-
cesses is necessary to have any hope of detecting the Higgs, let alone measure its
quantum numbers or those of other new particles.

A more interesting possibility would be if a scalar Higgs was found to be absent,
or replaced by a composite field. Several such propositions have been made, for
example Technicolour [1,2], and the Top quark condensate [3], which both draw
influence from the dynamics observed in Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD): con-
finement; and dynamical breaking of chiral symmetry. While the current mass of
light quarks is of the order of a few MeV, their constituent mass significantly exceeds
the scale as set by the Lagrangian. This generation of a mass gap has its origins with
chiral symmetry breaking and the vacuum structure of QCD. Whereas the vacuum
of quantum electrodynamics (QED) is considered to be nearly empty, the opposite
is true for QCD owing to the strong coupling at low energies. Here, the vacuum is
highly non-trivial, and is polarised due to long range correlations between quarks
and antiquarks. These objects are called condensates, whose scale determines the
mass generated. Much of QCD phenomenology is related to the scale of these chi-
ral condensates: a scale determined by a multitude of calculational techniques such
as the Operator Product Expansion (OPE) and QCD sum-rules. In perturbation
theory, all corrections to the mass are proportional to the mass appearing in the La-
grangian, and so dynamical mass generation is entirely non-perturbative in nature
— as is the process of confinement.

In order to study non-perturbative processes, we must resort to tools other than
perturbation theory. While there exist many useful models of QCD, such as the
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model which shares the same symmetries, we are inter-
ested in a representation stemming from the Lagrangian of QCD. Our choices here
are Lattice gauge theory and the Schwinger-Dyson equations, both of which have
their own advantages and drawbacks. Working on the lattice involves discretising
space-time, but to be computationally tractible we must confine ourselves to small
volumes and unphysically large values for the quark masses. With the Schwinger-
Dyson equations, we can work in either Minkowski or Euclidean space, for any value
of the quark mass — but we must deal with an infinite number of coupled integral
equations. This forces the introduction of a truncation, which in turn produces a
model dependence that is difficult to quantify. However, these two methods are
entirely complementary in their strengths and weaknesses.

In this thesis we will be concerned with the Schwinger-Dyson approach to non-
perturbative physics. Chapter 1 introduces the central concepts for both Abelian
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and non-Abelian field theories, with a review of some basic principles and the intro-
duction of the Schwinger-Dyson equations.

Chapter 2 concerns strongly coupled QED in four dimensions, which we use as a
prototype field theory in the development of truncation schemes for the Schwinger-
Dyson equations, at the level of vertex ansdtze. We show how the Ward-Green-
Takahashi identities constrain the longitudinal part of the vertex, and demonstrate
how multiplcative renormalisability offers constraints on the transverse components.
Chapter 3 applies what is learnt to the three dimensional variant of QED, employing
the Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin (LKF) transformation to study the gauge covari-
ance of the truncation scheme.

In Chapter 4 we move towards non-Abelian models, i.e. QCD, and investigate
the ensuing phenomenology. This brings us to Chapter 5, in which we study the
dependence of the chiral condensate, the order parameter governing the breaking of
chiral symmetry, on the the current quark mass in a variety of phenomenologically
inspired models.

We end with Chapter 6, which suggests how an additional class of Ward identities
may be used to constrain the transverse part of vertex ansétze further. Further

investigation of this may lead to improved models of the three point vertices in both
QED and QCD.



Chapter 1
Background

High-energy particle physics is the study of the fundamental building blocks of na-
ture. These particles interact with one another according to a set of rules, whose
form and structure is determined and hinted at empirically through experiment. The
observed physics obey conservation laws, and so the underlying symmetries may be
described by constructing a Lagrangian that too exhibits these characteristics. The
Lagrangian approach to QFT is standard, and may be found in any text book on
Quantum Field Theory [4-8]. In reality we may take advantage of approximate sym-
metries in nature, which are then broken explicitly, spontaneously or dynamically —
a discussion of the latter may be found in [9]. We will introduce the gauge principle
for both Abelian and non-Abelian field theories. This follows with the functional
integral formalism, from which our main tools of this thesis, the Schwinger-Dyson

equations are most naturally derived.

1.1 The Gauge Principle

Both quantum electrodynamics (QED) and quantum chromodynamics (QCD) are
derived from the principle of gauge invariance. We write down an interaction for
matter fields, in which our Lagrangian is (usually) trivially invariant under global
gauge transformations. Vector fields and gauge interactions are introduced naturally
by the generalisation of this global gauge transformation to one that depends upon
the local space-time coordinate, while still requiring that the Lagrangian remains
invariant. It is this idea that leads to QED and QCD, which we now present.
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1.1.1 Abelian Gauge Theories

The simplest non-trivial gauge theory we can construct is one obeying an Abelian
transformation. If we take the free Dirac field ¥ and write down its Lagrangian we
have:

L= ("0 —m) ¢, (1.1)

where m is the unrenormalised bare mass, 1/ a fermionic field and +* the Dirac
gamma matrices. We first note that this Lagrangian describing the free Dirac field

is invariant under the global transformation:
powsety,  God=gete, (1.2

where ) is a constant that parametrises the change of phase. In order to obtain a
gauge theory, and hence QED, we generalise this to a local gauge transformation;
that is, we make the change A — A(z). On employing this local transformation we
find that the Lagrangian changes according to:

L=L - ey vd,\z), (1.3)

and is thus not invariant under this local transformation. Invariance of the La-
grangian may be restored by replacing the usual derivative 0, with the covariant
one:

o,—D, =0, +ieA,. (1.4)

This introduces a new vector field A,, that must also transform in a particular way
to preserve gauge invariance of the Lagrangian:

A, = Ay + O Mz) . (1.5)
We now have a new Lagrangian that is invariant under local gauge transformations:

L=pEP,—mo)¢. (1.6)

To finally obtain QED, our vector field must have a corresponding kinetic term in
the Lagrangian. A term simply of the form A, A* would not be gauge invariant, and
8o we construct:

Losp =BG D ~mo)y ~ {FuF, 17)
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where we have introduced the field strength tensor F),,, a quantity invariant under
local gauge transformations. Its definition is:

F,=08,A,-0,A,. (1.8)

We will see later that this gauge should be fixed during calculations by imposing
a constraint on A¥; in covariant gauges this would be 9*A, = 0. The method of
introducing a Lagrange multiplier to achieve this is the most useful for dynamical
systems, and so we obtain:

Lomp =BG D —m)db — %FWF‘“’ _ %(8”,4“)2 , (1.9)

where £ is the so-called covariant gauge parameter, with £ = 0,1 corresponding to
Landau and Feynman gauges respectively.

We note that the gauge principle is to construct the most general Lagrangian that
obeys the transformations laid down by local gauge invariance. However, require-
ments such as renormalisability, and the neglection of topological terms, restrict the
choices significantly — leaving just those terms presented in Eq. (1.9). In the next
section we generalise the Abelian gauge principle to the non-Abelian gauge group,
and so obtain the Lagrangian of Yang-Mills and hence QCD.

1.1.2 Non-Abelian Gauge Theories

For an Abelian gauge theory, we found that the Lagrangian of Eq. (1.1) was in-
variant under the global gauge transformation of Eq. (1.2). Promoting this to a
local transformation, by forming the covariant derivative and imposing appropriate
transformation rules on the gauge field we arrived at QED. This may be extended
to non-Abelian gauge theories by generalising the algebra embodying the transfor-
mation to be non-commutative in nature. Since we will ultimately be dealing with
the SU(3) colour group, we shall concentrate upon semi-simple Lie algebras. The

transformation for our fermion fields is given by:
7,02(33) — ¢:(I) = Uijwj 5 U= exp(—it“/\a) s (110)

where the t® are the usual generators of the underlying Lie algebra, and we shall
consider all gauge transformations to be infinitesimal. For QCD we have the SU(3)
group and so t* = A%/2, where A? is the standard Gell-Mann choice of basis [10]. In
order to satisfy the requirements of group theory, the commutator algebra of the ¢°

6
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must close and so:
[t2, 8] = if*eee, (1.11)

where the f%¢ are the totally antisymmetric structure constants characterising the
group algebra.
The fermionic fields are in the fundamental representation, and so the covariant
derivative D, is defined:
D, =0, —1gA(x)t", (1.12)

The gauge field Aj(z), later corresponding to the gluons of the theory, transforms

according to the adjoint representation:

1

Al(z) - A(z) = Al(z) - aa”Aa(x)+ FN () AL ()
= Az) - éDszb(:r), (1.13)

with Dz” the covariant derivative in the adjoint representation:
D = 8,6” — g f*AL(z) . (1.14)

The equivalent of the Abelian field strength tensor for non-Abelian gauge theories
is:
Fj,(z) = 8,A}(z) — 0, A5 () — g f* A} (2)A; () - (1.15)

where F};, () does not transform covariantly. With this we find the covariant deriva-
tive satisfies the commutation relation [D,, D,] = —igt*F},.
With these transformation rules in place, our Lagrangian for fermionic fields 7 is
given by:
L= 44 (iy"D ¢ Lpa pou (1.16)
= ¢ vy, — mq) w 4w ) .
q

and yields QCD for the SU(3) colour group.

This machinery leaves the Lagrangian of Eq. (1.16) invariant under local gauge
transformations. However, we are now left with the task of quantizing the gauge
theory. This is the process of identifying the physical degrees of freedom of the
soon-to-be quantum field theory, and is traditionally done by employing canonical
quantization when treating QED. For QCD however, one prefers the functional
integral approach for this and hence one employs the Faddeev-Popov method to
perform the gauge fixing. As alluded to earlier in the context of QED, this is a

necessary step since we must pick out one representative gauge orbit of the theory to

7
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avoid integrating over an infinite and equivalent gauge volume. This is also necessary
for performing the matrix inversion when we derive the photon propagator.

1.2 Functional Integral Methods

So far we have introduced the classical Lagrangian for both QED and QCD. We
have not, however, yet arrived at a quantum field theory. In order to proceed, we
must quantize the theory. The traditional approach is to promote the classical fields
©(z) to operators () via canonical commutation relations [11,12]. Difficulties with
the canonical method arise when applied to QED due to the gauge freedom, which
are circumventing by a gauge-fixing procedure. However, this is not sufficient in
QCD and the canonical method remained inapplicable until the work of Kugo and
Ojima [13-15]. Before this, Feynman introduced the functional integral approach
[16] which we will introduce below. Here the Lagrangian is regarded as classical with
c-numbered fields, thus preserving the same classical symmetries. One final method
for quantization is achieved via the stochastic formalism [17] which treats the fields
as stochastic variables. This draws analogy between the expressions of the path-
integral method in Euclidean space with statistical physics and thermodynamics.

Since the path-integral approach will prove to be the most direct method for
deriving the Schwinger-Dyson equations, we shall concentrate on this formalism.
A quantum field theory is completely characterised by its Green’s functions, which
written as a functional integral over fields are:

S0 - L2 vlo) oo onl

Here, p(z) is the classical scalar field at space-time point z, and T indicates the

(O] T [p(z1) - - (1.17)

operators are time-ordered. The quantity S is the classical action:

S = /dd:cﬁ(:r) . (1.18)

We may write Eq. (1.17) with a more compact notation {18,19] by the introduction
of an external source J. The Green’s functions of Eq. (1.17) are then obtained by
taking functional derivatives with respect to these external sources:

()" orzlJ]
Z[0] 0J(z1)---0J(zn)

(O] T [p(z1) - - - @(2n)] |0) = (1.19)

J=0
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where Z is the generating functional for the bosonic field, o, given by:

Z[] - /Dm exp [z /d“a: L+ go)] | (1.20)
The two-point Green’s function, or propagator for a free bosonic field is thus:
62Z [J]
p(x1)¢ == =i —z5) . 1.21
<0| r Bp(xl)(p(ld)] |0> 5J($1)6J(3U2) o ’LAF(:EI $2) ( )

In the case of fermionic fields, the generating functional would be:

Zmna,J] = /D[WA] exp [z /d“x (L+yn+ay+ J*AL)| (1.22)
where we have employed the shorthand D[y A] = D[¥|D[y]D[A]. The A, corre-
sponds to the gauge field, with an associated external source J*. The fermionic
fields 1 and ¢ come with Grassmann-valued source terms 7 and 7. The two point
fermionic propagator is given by:

(01T [d(w1)i(z2)] 0) =

=1Sp(x; — 22),

(1.23)
where the rightmost equality is in the free-field case. Note the functional derivative

(1)’ 022 [n, )
Z[O)O’O] 677(551)5 (_77(332)) J=n=1=0

with respect to —n to account for the Grassmannian algebra.

In the forthcoming sections, it will be useful to define some more quantities
in connection with functional integrals. The first is the concept of the connected
Green’s function; that is, the class of diagrams that contribute towards the S-matrix.
The generating functional for connected Green’s functions, W, is defined by:

Zn,m,J] =exp(W[7,n,J]) , (1.24)
and is related to another quantity, the proper vertex or effective action I [¢, 1, A]:
Wa,n,J) =il [§,9, A] + i/d"a: [¥n + v+ AuJ¥] | (1.25)

from which we can obtain one-particle irreducible Green’s functions. We thus need
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to define:
W[ W] W _ -
—1 5T _A#’ —t 67_] Y, l 5,',’ =9,
) (1.26)
OI[A] STy STy
Pian T Ty T Ty =T

which we must remember are functionals. We refer to these as the classical fields.

1.2.1 Quantization of Gauge Theories

If we ignore fermionic fields, the generating functional for a general gauge field AL
is given by:

ZJ] = / D[ A] exp [z / d'z (£ + % A0)| . (1.27)

As it stands, the Lagrangian £ and the measure D[A] are both gauge invariant,
but the source term is not. Thus our generating functional does not respect gauge
invariance, and hence our Green’s functions are gauge dependent quantities. If we
ignore fermionic fields and concentrate on the gauge part, our Lagrangian is given
by:

L= —iF:UF“‘“’ . (1.28)

On attempting to quantize the gauge field, we encounter a difficulty associated with
the freedom of gauge. On performing the integral over gauge configurations, we have
an overcounting due to equivalent field configurations. In order for the generating
functional to yield physically meaningful results, we must restrict the functional to
pick out only one representative gauge-orbit. This is achieved by placing a restriction
upon the gauge field Af, which may be written in generality as:

GHAS = B°. (1.29)

This condition must be satisfied by all Aj as a function of the gauge parameter, A%
To introduce this constraint in the functional integral, we insert unity in the form

of a functional integral:

AglA] / D[ x5 (G AP - B*) =1, (1.30)

10
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which is directly evaluated to give:

§(G* A (1))
GA(z5)

AglA] =det Mg,  with (Mg(z1,2,))* = (1.31)

Thus putting Eq. (1.30) in our expression for the generating functional, we find:
Z[J) = / D[A] det Mg [ [ 6 (G*AD* — B*) exp [z / diz (L + J* Ag)} . (1.32)

The delta function may be removed, thus imposing the gauge fixing condition of
Eq. (1.29), by introducing a Gaussian integral centered on B® and integrating over
the auxiliary field functionally:

2] = / DAB] det Mg exp [z / diz (.c | BGLAY + g (B%)? 4 Jo» AZ)J |
(1.33)

This only affects the overall normalisation of the functional and is hence unimpor-

tant. We thus obtain, for arbitrary constant £, the following form for the generating

functional:

N 1 a 2 a, a
2] = / D[] det M exp [z / diz <c - 56 (@42 4 o AM>] o (1.34)
If we employ the covariant gauge G* = 0 we see that this gauge fixing condition is
equivalent to adding:

Lor = =3¢ (0,A"(@)° (1.35)

to the Lagrangian. In this same gauge, the matrix Mg of Eq. (1.31) is given by:
a 1 a aonc c
(Ma(@,y))* = = (50" — gf* 0" 4,) 6" (@ ~ y) (1.36)

It is here that the famous Faddeev—Popov procedure [20] is employed. For an Abelian
theory, f%¢ = 0 and so the determinant det Mg is a constant. This is similarly true in
both Coulomb and Axial gauges. However, in the covariant gauge, the determinant
depends upon the gauge parameter A* and hence is no longer a constant. It must
be considered carefully for it will contribute towards the physical predictions. The
method of Faddeev and Popov is to exponentiate this determinant by introducing
an additional field, called the Faddeev—Popov ghost, and so obtain an effective
Lagrangian.

11
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1.2.2 Faddeev—-Popov Ghosts

The dependence of the Faddeev-Popov determinant on the gauge field, together with
the gauge coupling constant g, gives rise to an added complication when dealing with
non-Abelian gauge theories. To deal with this, we write the determinant in terms
of a fictitious complex field x%(z) that belongs to the adjoint representation of the
gauge group SU(3), is Grassmannian but whose propagator turns out to be bosonic:

det Mg — / Dlxx’] exp{—i / d4x1d4mgxa*(a:1)(MG(a:l,xz))abxb(xg)} (137)

Simple integration by parts allows us to rewrite the exponent, so:

det, Mg — / Dl x*] exp {z / iz (8“X“*(x))Dbeb(:L’)} o (1.38)

where we have relabelled z; to z. In the next section we put this machinery together
in the context of QCD. We will find that the ghosts cannot appear in physical final
states because they have the wrong spin statistics.

On putting in the terms corresponding to the quark fields together with their
sources we obtain the generating functional of QCD:

Z[Ja g, U*, m 7_7] = /D[AXX*'WZ’] €xXp {7‘ / d4£L' (EF + LG + ﬁG’F + EFP
(1.39)
+ALT® 4+ X0 + o+ Yn+ ﬁ¢> } :

Where the Lagrangian has been decomposed into its constituent parts:

_ 1,
LF:zp(z'y"‘Du—m)w ) L:G:_Z(F;u/)z )
1
Lcr = B (0A) | Lrp = (8"x") DPX" .

1.2.3 BRST invariance

Instead of employing the fictitious complexified ghost field x*, we can instead intro-
duce two real fields ¢ and ¢, related to x* by:

X* = (¢ +142%) /V2 . (1.40)

12
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The functional of Eq. (1.39) is minimally changed to:

2J,0,5,m,7] = / DAccp] exp {z / d'z (zp 4 Lo+ Lo+ Lrp
+ALJ™ + To + e+ Yn + 7"71/)) } ;o (1.41)
and the Faddeev—Popov part of the Lagrangian changes from (9*x**) Dszb to:
Lpp =1 (9,2*) D, (1.42)

taking into account the Grassmann property that ¢ = &2 = 0.
Starting with the Lagrangian of QCD, keeping this time the auxiliary field B*
(and remembering the condition of Eq. (1.29)), we have:
I 1 a € a a a : =
L=y Dy—m)p — 4(F, )2+ = (B )2+ B9, A% +i(9,8°) D®cb,  (1.43)

n% u

7 o

Lr+Lg Lar+Lrp

with the fermion and gauge part of the Lagrangian invariant under the local gauge
transformation. However, the gauge-fixing and Faddeev-Popov part of the La-
grangian are not invariant. The possibility that this invariance may be restored
by exploiting the simultaneous transform of the ghost fields was explored by Becchi,
Rouet, Stora [21] and independently by Tyutin [22].

We already found that the Lr + L part of the Lagrangian was invariant under
the local gauge transformations:

, 1 ,
AZHA::AZ—EDZ”)\”, P - =1 — it A% . (1.44)

As an ansatz, Becchi et al. proposed the following connection between the ghost
fields ¢, ¢ and the gauge parameter A\%(z)

—%]/\“(x) = 6A(a) (1.45)

where dA(z) is an infinitesimal Grassmannian number and anti-commutes with c.

Our gauge transformations of Eq. (1.44) become:
A2 — A% = A%+ MDY -y =+ idAgtiCY (1.46)

The Lf + L part of the Lagrangian remains invariant under this new transfor-
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Chapter 1: Background

mation. We can make the remaining Lor + Lpp part invariant by introducing the
following transformation laws for the ghost fields:

7

& —-ct="+ %(5)\5‘3“ , =" — %(ﬂf“bccbcc . (1.47)

This auxiliary field B® simply transforms as B* — B'® = B®. The most general QCD
Lagrangian that may be constructed by recourse to BRS and anti-BRS invariance,
neglecting topological terms is [23]:

1

7y (4 1 a a
£ = P D—my - (F2)* - % (8,4%)?
¢ (1.48)
E _g > abe=b c\2 E ab-a qp b - _g u=a ryab b
+2(1 2)2(gf ect) +22Ducac+z(1 2)80Duc.

Any gauge choice a # 0,2 will result in a four-ghost interaction, with o = 1 pro-
viding the hermitian case where ¢ can be viewed as the antiparticle of c. We choose
here to work with linear covariant gauges, employing the usual Faddeev—Popov La-
grangian with real ghosts, by setting o = 0:

1
2%

Furthermore, our studies of QCD will be restricted to the Landau gauge, £ = 0 due

L = %E(iV“Du—m)tﬁ—élI(Fﬁ,,)z (B,A%)? 1 ighe Db | (1.49)

to the simplifications that occur.

1.3 Ward—Green—Takahashi Identities

The Ward-Green-Takahashi [24-26] identities are most readily obtained using the
path integral formalism just presented. Here, we start with the generating func-
tional, Eq. (1.22), with the QED Lagrangian of Eq. (1.9):

Z[n,7,J) = / D[AM]{ exp [z / dzL(Au, ¥, 0) + AuJ* + i + mz?] } . (1.50)

We wish to make an infinitesimal gauge transformation of this functional, which
should be left invariant under such changes. This is because a gauge transformation
amounts to nothing more than a shift in the variables, that leave an integral un-
changed. By varying the functional, we need only worry about the gauge fixing term
and the coupling to the external sources for these are not gauge invariant. With
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A(z) parameterising the gauge transformation, we have:
Z+6Z = /D[AW]{ exp [z / do (L(Au, ¥, ¥) + AyJ* + T + np)

" (_% (8,A%) 82,\(1;) + J* (0,A(z)) + teA(z) (J”? - 7_71/))) :l } .

(1.51)

We may use integration by parts on the variation terms to eliminate the derivatives
acting upon the ), and expand the exponential to O(A) exploiting the infinitesimal

transformation:
52 = / D[Aw]{ exp [z / dz (L(Au $,¥) + AuJ* + 7 + mﬁ)]
x (—%2 (0, A*) — 8, J* + e (m — ﬁw)) M(:v)} - (1.52)

The condition §Z = 0 is written as a functional differential equation acting upon
the generating functional Z:

[—8J"+e(nl—f7 0 >+ia—28—6—}Z[J7777]—0 (1.53)
g on(x) " on(z) £ "od, o ’ '
We may trivially rewrite this in terms of connected Green’s functions, Eq. (1.24),
by use of the proper vertex, Eq. (1.25):

ST (- 6T A -
[6#7514#(‘%) + ie (T/)&/—)(I) - w6¢($)) - ?5#14 (:1:)] Z[Jnn=0. (1.54)

The Ward-Green-Takahashi for QED in coordinate space is then obtained by taking
functional derivatives with respect to 1 and 1, and setting the fields A, ¢ and 9
equal to zero:

53T 52 - 6T 6T
ok — = ije— — — .
e~ Ao e ) (1:59)
= e [54($—y)_62—r—64(:c—z)-52*r] .
d1p(2)0%(x) S ()8 (y)
Fourier transforming to momentum space, we find:
¢.*(p, 0,0+ a) = Sz’ (p+q) — Sp'(p) , (1.56)
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Chapter 1: Background

which is the well-known Ward-Green-Takahashi identity (WGTI) in momentum
space, with ¢ = & — p. On taking the ¢ — 0 limit of this, we obtain the first
Ward identity:
0S5 (p)
Op,
We may obtain a further Ward-identity for the photon by taking Eq. (1.54), but
this time we differentiate with respect to the field A#. On setting the fields to zero

I'y(p,p) = (1.57)

we find:
P 2T — 5_2

T0AL(y)0AL() €

whose Fourier transform yields:

85tz — ), (1.58)

A %quq"’ : (1.59)

This tells us the transverse part of the photon receives no higher order corrections,

at least in linear covariant gauges.

1.4 Schwinger—Dyson Equations

The starting point for the derivation of the Schwinger-Dyson equations is the fact
that the functional integral of a total derivative is zero:

/D[(p]% =0. (1.60)

If we use Eq. (1.60) in the context of a simple scalar theory, we can write:

D[go]diexp i| S(p)+ [ dzdy (1.61)
4
/ Dlgli [ggw} exp {z (S(cp)—l— / dew)} . (1.62)

In terms of the generating functional Z this can be written as a differential equation:

o
f

Il

[% (—i%) + J] Z[J]=0. (1.63)

We will now derive the Schwinger-Dyson equations for the fermion propagator and
gauge boson propagator of QED. Following this we present the equations for QCD,
whose derivations are contained within [27,28].
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1.4.1 Fermion SDE

To derive the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the fermion equation of QED, we take
the derivative with respect to ¥(z):

6 _ .
0 - /D [469) 57 e {38 (49, 6) + Au* + b + 79}

éS é )
- o v .0 .0 = ) 64
The action S is given by:
4 e 1 v 1 2
S=[dz(vED -—m)y — ZFWF“ ~ % (0, A%)" ) . (1.65)
Performing the functional derivative we have:
0= |n(z)+ (i@ —m+ ey (i) _0 (—1) d Z7,n,J] . (1.66)
6.J4(z) o7(z) U

Since we are interested in the two point Green’s function, we take one more func-

tional derivative with respect to 1 (y):

5(«’”‘3!)2[77,777J] - (7’@ _m+67ﬂ(_i) %@)Z[ﬁ>n,‘”sl’($—y) : (167)

We use the definition of the connected Green’s functions to remove Z, via Eq. (1.24)
and apply the chain rule to obtain:

(—i) W

- (=9)8
dJ#(x)

57 (m)) Sp(z ~ y)} . (1.68)

We can now divide out this extra factor Z = exp (W [, 7, J]) and rewrite in terms
of the classical fields, Eq. (1.26), to arrive at:

d0(z—y)— <zé9 —-m+eytA,u(z) + e’y“(s(;j();)> Sp(z—y)=0. (1.69)

+ evH

Vil [5 (x—y)— (za —m+ eyt

The inverse propagator is given brewrite in terms of the :

Sil(z —y) = ~

oy (1.70)

&% ‘
P=$=0
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and so we have:

(~1)6 L 0AR) 6 52T o
sy = e (w(:c)w(y) ‘M,)

= —e/d4zd4ud4w (1)

z SF(:B - w)ru (u) w, Z) SF(w’ y)
= —ie/d4zd4ud4wD#,,(:v, 2)Sp(z —w)Ty, (u,w; 2) Sp(w, y) .

(1.71)

We now take Eq. (1.69) with external fields set to zero, multiply through by Sz (y, v'),
integrate with respect to 3’ and relabel to find:

Spi(zy) = —(@ip —m)d(z —y)
—ie2/d4z d*uD* (z, 2)y,Sr(z, u)T,(u, y; 2) . (1.72)

This is the SDE for the fermion propagator of QED in coordinate space. Performing

the Fourier transform gives the usual momentum space equation:
_ ie?
S =y —ma— o [ Atk SOk pik - Dl —p), (17)

and is represented diagrammatically in Fig. 1.1.

-1 -1

—®— - —

Figure 1.1: The unquenched fermion SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and ver-
tices.

1.4.2 Photon SDE

The derivation for the photon proceeds similarly to that of the fermion. We vary
the action with respect to the external photon field:

= [% (—i%,—i%,i%) +n)] Zla,n,J] . (1.74)
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Performing the derivative with respect to the action yields:

o [ (- (- 0) () (8 (3]

We have already substituted in the generating functional for connected Green’s

functions. We now use Eq. (1.25) to replace this W with the proper vertex function

-1

ol
5A.(@)

I" through the Legendre transformation:
$=9=0

T (a@w - (1 - é) auay> A¥(z) — e, (ﬁﬁ
(1.76)

We want the photon propagator, so we take a further derivative with respect to A,

at a different space-time point, y:

= (829,“, - <1 - }> 6,,(9,,) dz—vy)
A=y=9=0 3

) ) . (77)
Y==0

To perform the functional derivative of an inverse matrix one uses:

82T
0A, (y)0Au(z)

0 82T
54, ) \ 50 (@)v()

SM , 6
- MMM .
AT MMM (1.78)
ith
W1 52]__‘

M= st (79

and the appropriate integrals in the relation implied. This reduces Eq. (1.77) to:

82T

= (an,w - (1 - %) aﬂau) 6(3—9)+ Ty (z0,22) , (1.80)

A=p=9
with the photon polarisation tensor given by the expression:

62T

. - 5T #T__\"
I, = ze/d$1d$2"m (57]}(30)1/,(%)) 8A, ()09 (21 )0 (z2) <5¢($2)5J’(.’E)) a 81)

The derivatives with respect to these proper vertices can be idenfified with the

connected two and three point Green’s functions of the theory, and so we arrive at
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the photon SDE in coordinate space:

1
[DILV]_I (ﬂf,y) = |:32guu + (g - 1) 8#6,,] 5(.’13 - y)
+iNfe2/d4x1d4ngrD Y. Se(z, 21)Tu (21, 22; y)Sp(z2, 2)] . (1.82)

This can then be Fourier transformed to momentum space, yielding the usual form

of the SDE for the photon propagator:

e 1 quqv v

D) =~ o + (1) 28] + 000), (1.8
with the photon polarisation vector:

_ iNf€2

~ (20" / d*kTrp W' Sp(R)T” (k, k —)Sr(k—q)] . (1.84)

M (9)

This is represented diagrammatically in Fig. 1.2, where we have generalised the
partitioning of the loop momenta by the parameter 7.

k :+ 19
-1 -1
=  AMAWVVWWWWAA — Ny
q q
k=—T—mq
Figure 1.2: The unquenched photon SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and ver-
tices.

1.4.3 Schwinger—Dyson Equations for QCD

We have derived the Schwinger-Dyson equations for quantum electrodynamics which
involve just one three-point Green's function, the fermion-boson vertex, and two
corresponding to the propagators for the fermion and photon. QCD, however, is
a much more complicated animal as a result of its non-Abelian structure, and so
we have SDEs for the ghost, gluon and quarks. These in turn require knowledge
of the quark-gluon vertex, 3- and 4-gluon vertices and the ghost-gluon vertex. The
Schwinger-Dyson equations are necessarily more complicated than for Abelian the-
ories, with the Yang-Mills sector involving diagrams that are two-loop in nature in
addition to one-loop forms. Of particular importance here are the diagrams proving
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self-interactions.
We will employ the Lagrangian of Eq. (1.49), which must still be renormalised.
This is done according to the following field renormalisation prescription:

9= 2Z49r , &= Zekr, Y = Zoprir ,

Bt = ZeThch,, A% =237 A%, (1.85)

with the subscript R indicating the renormalised quantity. In addition to this, the
vertices for the ghost-gluon (I',,), three-gluon (T',,,), four-gluon (T, ), and quark-
gluon (T'%) interactions are renormalised via:

Ff = erll s FR = eruvp 3

uvp

(1.86)
TRy =Zalwor, TR =2ZpT9.

purph T
These factors are related through the Slavnov-Taylor identities, for which:
Zy=2,23%, 7 =27,2:2", Iy =222,  Z,=2Z%. (187

The prescription of Eq. (1.85) leads to the following renormalisation for the propa-
gators of the theory:

D(k) = Z3'Dg(k), (Ghost)
DR (k) = Z;'Du(k), (Gluon) (1.88)
SE(k) = Z;'Sr(k), (Quark)

where again the superscript R indicates the renormalised quantity.
Putting these together, and dropping the R from now on, the ghost Schwinger-
Dyson equations presented directly in Euclidean space, following the notation of [27],

is:

Do) = Z [P w)] .
1.89

7 92 47,17(0) _ (L
v AN / d*KTO (p, K)D,(p — K)T, (k, ) Das(k) |

where the superscript (0) indicates the quantity is bare. This SDE we show dia-
grammatically in Fig. 1.3.
The Schwinger-Dyson equation for the gluon propagator has been similarly de-
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rived [28], in which we neglect the contribution from quark loops:
DO = 2 [DOE) ™+ 2 LN [ k0O (k) De(p — K)T (k. p) D
(D)., = Zs[D®)],, + e P (p, k) De(p — k)T, (k,p) Do (p)
1 ¢2N,
- 215(927)4 / d* kT30 (9, k) Doy (0 — k)T v (6, ) Do (K)

2
_ z,L9 N°/d4kr<°> D,o(k)

2 (2n)* ppebe
L (1.90)
- 46‘2’2@; / d*k1d* kL) Dy (k2) Dor(p — k1 — k)

X]-—‘p’uk’a’ (p7 kl, k?)D)\)\'(kl)
1 94Nc2 0
- Zgts [ AR\ D0 = b = i) Do ()
XL y¢or (p— k1 — ko, k2)D<<' (p— kl)rc'ux (p — ki, kl)D,\A'(kl) .

Whose diagrammatic form we again see in Fig. 1.3.

Figure 1.3: The quenched ghost and gluon Schwinger-Dyson equations for the Faddeev—
Popov Lagrangian. Filled dots indicate full propagators and vertices.
Dashed lines represent ghosts and springs show gluons.
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Finally, we have at this level of Green’s functions the Schwinger-Dyson equation
for the quarks, Fig. 1.4. Their derivation is similar to that for QED, with the

addition of the appropriate colour group factors:

[S@) " = [SO®)] " - Zur gf)i / d*kTO(p, k) D, (p — k)S(K)T4(p, k) . (1.91)

A common method of solving the SDE, Egs. (1.90, 1.89, 1.91), is to expand each
Green’s function to a given order in the coupling . Here we wish to undertake
studies in which this coupling is not small, and so perturbation theory is inapplicable.
By introducing ansdtze for the higher order Green’s functions (vertices), we can
collapse the infinite tower that is the Schwinger-Dyson equations and so solve for
the propagators of the theory. It is this approach that we take throughout this
thesis.

Figure 1.4: The quark Schwinger-Dyson equation for the Faddeev—Popov Lagrangian.
Filled dots indicate full propagators and vertices. Springs show gluons and
unbroken lines are for quarks.

1.5 Landau—Khalatnikov—Fradkin Transformation

The Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin (LKF) transformations [29,30] are a set of rules
for relating Greens functions in one gauge to that of another. They are most eas-
ily derived and presented in coordinate space [31] where we have for the photon
propagator:

D,,(z,A) = D,.(,0) + 8,0,A(x) , (1.92)

and for the fermion propagator:
S(z,A) = S(z, 0)eA@)-A0) (1.93)

where A(x) is some function corresponding to the particular gauge fixing choice. In

linear covariant gauges, such as those employed throughout this thesis we have the
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explicit form in d-dimensions:

ddk e—ik~z

Alz) = _5/(27)7’17' (1.94)

If we insert Eq. (1.94) into Eq. (1.92) and perform a Fourier transform, we obtain
the familiar result:

pupv \ G(P*) | Pubs
Do (p, € =(g - ) +¢ : 1.95)
M ( ) (24 p2 p2 p4 (
The gauge dependent part is separate from the wave-function renormalisation, G(p?),
which is a gauge-invariant object.
The transformation for the fermion propagator requires direct evaluation of the
function A. Employing dimensional regularisation we have:

_iEanfd-4
AE) = ~ oo )T (152 (1.96)
a quantity that is divergent in 4-dimensions, creating additional complexity in per-
forming the transformation. However, if we work in just three space-time dimen-

sions:

Afz) = —ig—: : (1.97)

The corresponding transformation for the Fermion propagator is then easily written

in coordinate space:
S(z,8) =5 (z,0)e7"*, (1.98)

where the parameter a is equal to e2£/(8).
One may similarly write down the LKF transformation for the three-point vertex
of QED, from Landau gauge to arbitrary gauge £. If we define the non-amputated

vertex (in momentum space) as:

By(k,p) = Sp(k)Ty(k, p; 9)Sr(p) Dy (k — p) (1.99)

where I', is the amputated vertex, then the corresponding LKF transformation, in

position space, is:
Bﬂ(ma Y, 2 A) = Bﬂ(:l',‘, Y, 2; O)eeQ[A(O)—A(CE—y)]

+ Splz —y; 0)ee2[A(°)_A(””_y)]—a— [A(z — 2) — A(z — y)] (1.100)

0z,
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Writing the partially amputated vertex as:
Au(k,p) = Sr(K)Tu(k, p; 9)Sr(p) , (1.101)
its LKF transformation is just given by [31]:
Au(@,y, 2 A) = A, (z,y, 2, 0)e 1AO-2@-] (1.102)

We must of course include the appropriate Fourier transformations between coordi-
nate space and momentum space (and vice-versa), which complicates the application
of the LKF transform. Regularisation of the integrals, necessary in renormalisable
quantum field theories, brings further difficulties in applying LKF to propagators

and vertices.
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Chapter 2
QED in Four Dimensions

Strongly coupled QED has been extensively studied in the literature, for it promises
to give us insight into the non-perturbative treatment of quantum field theories.
Its gauge transformation is governed by the Abelian U(1) group; there are thus
no self-interactions between the gauge fields that complicate the studies of QCD.
However, since we choose to work with a coupling of O(1) — much like in QCD
— we are prohibited from a direct application of perturbation theory, and so non-
perturbative methods must be employed.

The Schwinger-Dyson equations for the two-point Green’s functions of QED were
derived and presented in Sect. 1.4. It is from these that our non-perturbative treat-
ment begins. However, all is not so straightforward for these two-point correlation
functions involve three-point Green’s functions - the fermion-boson vertex — which
in turn obeys its own SDE, involving Green’s functions of progressively higher order.
Thus our Schwinger-Dyson equations form an infinite tower of non-linear integral
equations, giving rise to a system so complicated it would be impossible to solve as
a whole. It is at this point that we are forced to introduce some form of truncation.
Perturbation theory, applicable only if the coupling were small, would simply gener-
ate all of the one-particle irreducible Feynman diagrams we are all so familiar with.
Instead, we introduce an ansatz for one of the higher-order Green’s functions — in
principle the three-point function — so as to collapse our tower of Schwinger-Dyson
equations to the basic building blocks, the propagators of the theory. This neces-
sitates the belief that the inclusion of even higher order Green’s functions should
not drastically change those of lowest order. Put another way: do we really need to
know the 100-point Green’s function to describe the propagators?

It is hoped that what we learn with regards to four-dimensional QED may be
applicable, or at least serve as a guide, to truncating and solving other strongly
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coupled field theories. We refer, of course, to quantum chromodynamics, whose
features of asymptotic freedom and confinement give rise to regions that may or
may not be probed by perturbation theory respectively. We will explore this in
forthcoming chapters, but for now focus on Abelian theories in the hope of developing
appropriate techniques and tools applicable to the non-Abelian field theory that is
QCD.

In this chapter we demonstrate how consideration of the symmetries of the
gauge theory gives rise to constraints on the form of the non-perturbative vertex.
The WGTI and Ward identities form the basis of the well-known Ball-Chiu vertex
that constrains the longitudinal part, while imposing multiplicative renormalisabil-
ity (MR) yields the largely successful Curtis—Pennington vertex for quenched QED.
We proceed to discuss the novel ansatz of Kizilersii and Pennington that respects
MR for the massless unquenched theory. This follows with a detailed numerical in-
vestigation of these vertices in different gauges, so determining the critical coupling
and quantifying the residual gauge dependence.

2.1 The General Fermion-Boson Vertex

The non-perturbative fermion-boson vertex of QED, I'*(k, p; ¢), must satisfy sev-
eral key constraints [31]. Not only does it obey its own Schwinger-Dyson equation,
Fig. 2.1, in which is hidden twelve coupled integral equations, but it must satisfy
the Ward-Green-Takahashi identity (WGTI) of Eq. (1.56), and be free of kinematic
singularities by satisfying its differential form, the Ward identity, Eq. (1.57). In
the weak-coupling limit, the vertex I'*(k, p; ¢) must reduce to the bare-vertex, v*;
they must also share the same transformation under charge conjugation, C, and the
Lorentz transformations P and T'. The full vertex is required to satisfy gauge covari-
ance, as exhibited through the LKF transformations [29,30]. Note that satisfying
the WGTT is not sufficient for this constraint, for it acts only upon the longitudinal
part of the vertex. Finally, our vertex I'* must ensure that multiplicative renormal-

isability is preserved in the SDEs, a requirement that is not trivially satisfied.

by vy rs
= +
T N TN\ T N\

Figure 2.1: The Schwinger-Dyson equation for fermion-boson vertex in QED. Note the
four-fermion scattering kernel in the loop.
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2.1.1 The Ward-Green-Takahashi Identity

In gauge theories, it is necessary to pick out a representative orbit out of infinitely
many, thereby removing (in QED at least) an infinite constant in the path integral.
This is achieved using the traditional method of introducing a Lagrange multiplier.
Doing so breaks the gauge invariance of the Lagrangian, though this symmetry is
still manifest in the action leaving physical quantities independent of the gauge
parameter. This principle of gauge invariance leads to the Ward-Green-Takahashi
identities, whose satisfaction is required to all orders in perturbation theory, and
indeed non-perturbatively. Whilst these identities exist for Green’s functions of all
orders, it is those that concern the three-point functions that we focus upon here.
For the fermion-boson vertex of quantum electrodynamics we have:

9, (k,p;q) = Sz' (k) — S¢'(p) - (2.1)

From here, we make our first attempt to satisfy condition one of the vertex as
given above. We know that the vertex may be written in terms of longitudinal and

transverse components:

I*(k,p;q) = T (k,p;q) + Th(k, p; q) (2.2)

where the transverse part satisfies the transversality condition ¢,I%.(k,p;q) = 0,
with g, the outgoing photon momentum, Fig. 2.2. This means that the transverse
part is blind to the WGTI, so it is solely the longitudinal part that must satisfy
Eq. (2.1):

qu" (k,p) = q.T;(k,p) = S5' (k) — S5 (p) - (2:3)
We can clearly see a trivial way of satisfying the WGTI from the longitudinal part
by writing:
" o -
Flz(k»p) = g; (Spl(k) - SFl(p)) ) (2.4)
K
p

Figure 2.2: Fermion-vector boson vertex and its momenta.
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and using this in an attempt to specify the full vertex:

Tk, p) = L (S5(k) — S5 w8 7 2

(,p)—q—z(p(k)— 7))+ - 2z ) kD), (2.5)
where the second term is the as yet unconstrained transverse part I';:(k,p). It is
clear that this satisfies the WGTI independently of the choice of the transverse part.
However, we must also satisfy the Ward identity — that is to say we must have a

unique limit when k& — p:

9Sr' (p)
T“(p,p) = lim T¥(k,p; q) = —EL 2 | 2.6
(p,p) = i I*(k, p; q) 0 (2.6)
Taking this same limit in Eq. (2.5) we find:
g“q” 9*q” 9S5' (p)
T(p,p) = ( g" - T.(p,p) + =5~ ) 2.7
(p,p) <g 7 ) (p,p) + 2 oy (2.7)

which can only satisfy the Ward identity if the transverse part also has the following
limit:

0Sg'(p)

T.(p,p) = o (2.8)

Though the WGTI is satisfied for any function 7,,, the Ward identity requires a very
specific form of T, in the ¢ — 0 limit. This connection arises because the Ward
identity is only the limit of the WGTI if I'* is free of kinematic singularities at
¢ = 0, whereas our construction, Eq. (2.4), has such a singularity.

Instead of starting with the Ward-Green-Takahashi identity, as we attempted
previously, we begin with the Ward identity of Eq. (1.57). In general we can write the
inverse fermion propagator in terms of it’s Dirac-odd and Dirac-even components:

Sz (p) = A(P®)¥ + B(p?) (2.9)

and so the Ward identity gives:
-1

88 , ,
I*(p,p) = —apF = A(p*)v* + 24'(p*)p*y + 2B (p*)p* . (2.10)
"
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If we now write this in a (k, p)-symmetric fashion we find:
.1 1 A(k?) — A(p?)
Mpop) = Jim |5 (AR + AWO) 7 + 5 == (k+p) (F+9)
B(k?*) — B(p*)

+ k2_p2

(k+p)| . (2.11)

Making the identification I'*(p, p) = I'; (p, p) + I'(p, p) and noting that Eq. (2.11)
also satisfies the WGTI, we find that we can specify the longitudinal part to be:

Cholkp) =Thbp) = (A0 +46)) 7+ 32050 i pp 1 p
+B(k2) - B(p?) (k+p)* . (2.12)

k2_p2

There are some additional constraints found with this construction. Not only is the
transverse part of the vertex perpendicular to the photon momentum, g, I'V = 0,
but:

I (p,p) =0, (2.13)

i.e., the transverse part of the vertex is zero in the limit of vanishing photon mo-
mentum. The full vertex is thus decomposed into two pieces, the longitudinal piece
and the transverse piece:

I‘#(k},p) = F%(k,p) + Fli;‘(kvp) ) (2'14)

with the longitudinal part of the vertex given by Eq. (2.12), and I';.(k,p) as yet
unspecified.

2.1.2 Decomposing the Vertex

Although we have succeeded in writing down an explicit form for the longitudinal
part of the vertex, we have not yet elucidated its transverse part. According to
Bernstein [32], the full vertex consists of twelve spin amplitudes comprised of 1, y*
and two independent four-momenta, k* and p*. Thus the full vertex may be written
as:

12
T =" PVF, (2.15)
i=1
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where the vectors V} are as follows:

Vi = REL VE=pE ., W=k VE=pk
Vo= otk VE=ot L WeRL L W =p
Vo= v Vi=REA V=K, Ve=vd. (216)

We are free to choose any basis of twelve vectors from these, and do so in the manner
laid out by Ball and Chiu [33]. These will yield four longitudinal vectors and eight
transverse. The full vertex is then written:

4 8
T(k,p;q) = Y Nk, psq) LE(k, psq) + Y malk, p; q) TH(k,p;q) - (2.17)
=1 i=1
Three suitable basis vectors for the longitudinal part have been identified in Eq. (2.12),
viz.

Li(k,p;q) = +*,
Ly(k,p;q) = (k+p)t(H+4),
Ly(k,piq) = (k+p), (2.18)

where the fourth component, o, (k + p)”, has a coefficient of zero owing to gauge
invariance and the WGTT.

By recourse to perturbation theory, Ball and Chiu constructed a set of basis
vectors for the transverse components free of kinematic singularities in Feynman
gauge [33]. A calculation in arbitrary covariant gauges by Kizilersii et al. showed
that a modification to one of the components was necessary [34]. The same calcula-
tion has been performed for QCD by Davydychev et al. [35] correcting some minor

Figure 2.3: The unquenched fermion SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and ver-
tices.
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typographic errors in the text. We present the final basis here:

¥ (k,pq) = p'(k-q)—k(p-q)

Ty (k,p;q) = (p"k-q—Kk'p-q) (¥ +¥)

Tk, piq) = —¢*v* +q"q

Tik,pa) = ¢ ("(#+ K) —p* — k) — 2(k — p)*Kp o,

'k, pg) = qo™

T4 (k,p;q) = (k> —p") —(k+p)d

Tipia) = 30— K) M+ B) = = K + (k- p) R o

T (k,p;q) = v'0*kaps — k"¢ + p'¥ (2.19)

In this thesis we will concern ourselves with the longitudinal vectors, but restrict
our attention to those T; with i = 2,3,6, 8, for these latter are the only ones that
appear in the massless fermion case.

In principle, we have the choice as to how to partition the momentum travelling
in the loops of our Schwinger-Dyson equations. This impacts upon how we write
down this basis, and in terms of which momenta. This will be discussed in context
in the next two sections, giving reasons as to the pros and cons of the available
choices of momentum partition in the loops.

Our task is now to write out our Schwinger-Dyson equations for the fermion
and gauge-boson propagators in terms of this general basis. This will be done in
d-dimensions, for we later intend to study the three-dimensional variant of QED.
We first note that these propagators conform to a certain structure, allowing us
to parameterise their behaviour in terms of scalar functions: two for the fermion
propagator; and one for the photon. Thus we have:

Syt (p) = AP+ B(p?) (2.20)
for the inverse fermion propagator, which is often written as:

__Fe) _ F)
y—M@p*) p*— M2(p?)

using A(p?) = 1/F(p?) and M(p?) = B(p*)/ A(»?).
Similarly, the photon propagator may be decomposed into its representative

Sr(p)

(# + M%) . (2.21)
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Basis Vector Dimension
L1 ’)’” 1
Ly (k+p) (¥+9) d
L3 (k + p)“ d1/2
T, (p"k-q—k'p-q)(K+¥) &
T3 —¢v*+q'q d

Te (K -p*)—(k+p)id d
Ts v*0Pkops — k*¥+ 0 d

Table 2.1: Basis vectors with an asymmetric momentum partition.

Lorentz structure:

1 2 quqv 9.9y
DI—"V = —? [:g(q ) (g‘uy - q2 + 5 q2 3 (222)
with the photon renormalisation function G(g?) related to the scalar polarisation
tensor by:
1
N —— | 2.23

and a(q®) = a(k?) G (¢? k?) is the running coupling. It is the Ward identity for
the photon, Eq. (1.59), that tells us in covariant gauges the £-piece does not receive
corrections due to loops.

We can reduce these full propagators to their bare form, denoted by Sl(,O) and
DES,), by setting the scalar functions A = G = 1, while B = my, the bare mass of the
fermion entering the Lagrangian. Recall that this means in perturbation theory, if
the bare mass is zero then B = 0.

2.1.3 Fermion Schwinger-Dyson Equation

The derivation for the fermion SDE of QED was presented in the introduction, cul-
minating in its momentum-space form, Eq. (1.73), which we write in d-dimensions:
ie?

(2m)*

We have chosen an asymmetric choice for the momentum partition, which is appro-

Spl(p) =¥ —mo —

/ ERA PSR (kg k — p)Doulk —p) . (2.24)

priate since the loop is over two different propagators. The appropriate vectors for
the decomposition of the vertex are given in Table 2.1. The incoming momentum
is denoted p, with loop momenta k through the internal fermion line. The photon
carries momentum g = k£ — p, in keeping with conservation of momentum.
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Basis Vector Dirac Trace

Ly ~4AKR)G(@) (2~ A" + (4= 3) (K + ) @ + (K = 1)} /247
Ly: ~8A()G(q?) (K + p7) A2/g?

Ly: —8B(k*)G(¢*)A%/¢?

T, —iAG?)(qa(k2+p)

T 2A(2)6(¢) (- (d—2)q* + (d—3) (¥ + %) @ + (K ~ p2)°)
Ts 4(d — 1)A(K*)G(a*)k - p (0° — k?)

Ty 4 DA

Table 2.2: The trace factor of Eq. (2.27) evaluated with an asymmetric momentum par-
tition.

From Eq. (2.20) we see the fermion propagator consists of a Dirac odd part, with
scalar function A(p?), and an even part, described by B(p?). We may project out
these two functions by taking appropriate Dirac traces of Eq. (2.24).

Dirac-Odd Projection

The scalar function A(p?) is projected out from the SDE by taking the Dirac trace
with the inclusion of an extra factor of . We have:
ie?
AP = 1= g [T SO P Dk —p) . (229)
4p® (2m)

The full vertex here I'V(k, p) is replaced by the decomposition given in Eq. (2.17),
save for the part proportional to £g, in D,,. This latter piece may be replaced by
the WGTI in Eq. (1.56) directly, and can hence be exactly specified in the SDE
irrespective of our ansatz. We must be careful to exploit translational invariance

here, by directly evaluating the integral:

/M%:/ﬂ%, (2.26)

to be zero, thus avoiding a potentially spurious term due to the imposition of a finite
cut-off.

We concern ourselves only with those basis coefficients X; for i = 1...3 and 7; for
t=2,3,6,8. It is necessary to evaluate the Dirac trace contained in the integrand
of Eq. (2.25):

Trp [y S (k)T (k, )] - (227)

The results of this trace are given in Table 2.2, in which d is the number of space-
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time dimensions, and A% = (k - p)> — k%p? is the triangle function. These traces are
substituted into Eq. (2.25), upon which we perform a Wick rotation to Euclidean
space. We replace the integration measure d%kg by introducing hyper-spherical

coordinates:

d—2
dk = kd 2dk*dg | [ sin* Oxdb,
k=1

= Q4k% Zsin?2 dkidy | (2.28)

with the trivial angular integrals performed. The angular measure yields Qy_3 = 7
for three dimensions, Q,—4 = 27 for four. The final form of the projected A-equation
in Euclidean space is thus:

n 0 k2 2A(k2) dzw
) = 1+t [t s [ w o)
x{)\l(k,p) ((2—d)%+(d—3) (’“2'2“” ) +(k22_qf2) )
ﬂtx\z(lv,;t))&fz)A2 -2 ’\3(k’p)i((f2g ?—22

+na(k, p; q) (k* + p?) A?
—73(k, p; q) (— (d-2) %4 + (4= 3) (K + p%) (12—2 + (K - p2)2/2)
+76(k,p;9) (d— 1)) k- p (K* = p*) — (k. p;q) (d - 2) Az}

+ AP . (2.29)

The last piece A¢(p?) is proportional to £ and can be projected either by exploiting
the WGTT through ¢,I'*, or by direct use of the full longitudinal part of the vertex
as specified by Ball and Chiu, where the A; may reflect the ansatz being employed.
The former gives:

€% / 2 Qb / sin 2 p?
Ae(p™) = (Qﬂ)dPQ dk A2(k2)k? + B2(k?) & @ ¢

x{A(k?)A(zﬂ) (k2 — k- p) - BEBE) o p)}, (230
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while the latter provides:

- e% s Qukd2AK?) sin?™2 ¢
Ae(p®) = (27r)dp2/dk _A2(k2)k2+32(k2)/d¢ q°

X {Al(k, ) [é (k* +p?) — %}

2 2 4 4
2 2\ [Pk K -p

Paalh,p) BE) [pz L s _p2)2] } . (2.31)

AR | 2 2

It is understood that in Egs. (2.29-2.31) we have Wick rotated the coefficient func-
tions A; and the 7; according to their dimension. We note that on employing a cut-off
in the integration range, the two forms of the £-part, Eq. (2.30) and Eq. (2.31) will
differ by terms spoilt by the violation of translational invariance. Additionally, the
angular integrals relating to these £ pieces may be evaluated analytically, as given
in Appendix B.2.

Dirac-Even Projection

The scalar function B(p?), corresponding to the mass function M(p?) through the

ratio B/ A, is projected out from the SDE by taking the Dirac trace of Eq. (2.24) as

it stands. Hence we have:
ie?

4 (2m)*

B?) = mo + / d% Tep [P S(T* (k,p)] Do (b —p) . (2.32)

We split this into two pieces, one of which is proportional to & g,, and exploit the
WGTI to arrive at:

ie? dd_k 1
42m)* Ju @ AXK2)k? — B2(k?)

Trp [7” (AR + BR)) T (k, p; 0)6(e) (g,w _ ";Z")

- €5 (A + BU) (A6 - 8<p2>)] | (2.33)

B(p*) = mo—

The full vertex I'* is decomposed into its set of basis vectors. We perform traces on
these in Minkowski space in d-dimensions, with the results listed in Table 2.3. We
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Basis Vector Dirac Trace

Ly 4(d — 1)B(k*)G(q%)

Lo: —16B(k*)G(q?)A%/q?

Ls: —8A(K*)G(¢*)A%/¢?

T —8B(k*)G(g*)A*

Ts —4(d - 1)B(k*)G(¢*)¢*

Ts 4(d — 1)B(K*)G(¢*) (K* — p?)
Ty 0

Table 2.3: The Dirac trace part of the even projection of the fermion SDE with an
asymmetric momentum partition.

insert this basis into Eq. (2.33) and Wick rotate:

BG) = mot e / ar—_ Ok
p) = Mo (27r)d A2(k)k2 + B2(k?)
Az

X{ (d—1) Mk, p)B(k?) — 4X(k, p)li’(k"‘)ﬁ—2 - 2/\3(16,1))44(162)(1—2

q*)

—275(k, p; @) B(k*) A% — 15(k, p; q) (d — 1) B(k?)g?

+76(k, p; q) (d — 1) B(K?*) (k* — p°) }
2§ /d 2 Qdkd 2
AZ k2 k2_+_B2 k.?

x{ (K — k- p) BE)AR) + (7 — k- ) B(k?)A(p%} L (234

Y1
¢

Here, we do not exploit the Ball-Chiu vertex directly in the £-part for it gives the
same result. Analytic results for the integrals may be found in Appendix B.2.

2.1.4 Photon Schwinger-Dyson Equation

The SDE for the photon was given in Eq. (1.83), and can be written explicitly in

d-dimensions:
-1 + 7,Nf6
(2m)

The loop consists of two fermions, one with momentum & and the other carrying k—q.

D:lg) = [DY(q)] / 4K Tep (14 Sp (k)T (k, k — q)Sp(k — g)] (2.35)

This is, of course, not a problem for any theory satisfying translational invariance
— a necessary requirement for our physical world — but what if this invariance is

37



Chapter 2: QED in Four Dimensions

broken? We clearly see that this equation involves an integral over all space-time; an
impossible calculation for any computer to undertake numerically. Bearing in mind
that very large scales are irrelevent since we enter the realms of new physics, the
easiest way to tackle the calculation is to impose an upper limit  in the integration
— a scale that should disappear on renormalisation. It is this hard cut-off that breaks
translational invariance, giving rise to spurious terms that should have integrated
to zero. We choose our two loop momenta to be k + n¢ and k — (1 — ) ¢, where
the parameter 7 determines the momentum partition. The asymmetric choice often
employed takes 7 = 0, 1, whose benefit is a simpler numerical treatment. However,
if we choose n = 1/2, the two fermions, and indeed the vertex, are put on a more
equal footing. It is hoped that this will eliminate or reduce spurious contributions
arising from the breaking of translational invariance. This entails the symmetric
basis choice, as given in Table 2.4 with ¢ the incoming photon momentum and

Basis Vector Dimension
L1 7# 1
Ly M) d
Ly [# d/?
T, 2(*¢*—g*l-q)) d?
Tz ¢ +q*q d
Ts 29%1-q—2l*¢ d

Ts v (@ - M) g+l d

Table 2.4: Basis vectors of the full-vertex with a symmetric momentum partition.
[ = k + p the loop momentum. We use the following:
# = k* 4+ p* , I =1"+¢*/2 , =1 —qg*/2, (2.36)

upon which our basis coefficients depend through A, = A;(I4,1-;¢), n = =:(l4, 1= q),
in which we have introduced the convenient shorthand Ay = A(l+), B+ = B(ly).

k+nq
-1 -1
= AMWWWWWA — Ny
q q
k—{(1-mn)q

Figure 2.4: The unquenched photon SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and ver-
tices.
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To project out the scalar function G(q?) of Eq. (2.22) we employ the Brown-
Pennington projector [36]:

P = ( q;g" _ g#u) , (2.37)

eliminating quadratically divergent pieces in the integrand, thus yielding:

1 . ] 62Nf d 1
G(¢?) b (2m)* /d l(Aizi - B2) (A2 - B?)
1
XW'PWTrD [V (Auks + B) TV (L4, 159) (Af- + B_)] .

(2.38)

The d-dimensional traces are evaluated according to the basis decomposition of
the full vertex, Table 2.4, with the results given in Table 2.5. We finally have in
Euclidean space:

1 e’ Ny / ) Qal* 2 sin? 2 p AL A
= 1+ ——L—— [ di%
G(g®) @)t d-1)¢ w(Aili + B2) (A22 4 B2)
2
22, (4l2+(d—1) q2—4d(lq—§))
B.B_ (l-q)2_2_( e BT
+A2 [4A+A_ <d 7 l 4dq2 (d=2))(l-q)f+41"+1°%g

+2s [— (d—1) <§—:— %>l~q+ (i—:+%> <2d(l;1—§)2—2l2>}

q +8(l-q)2+(4(d—3)l2—(d—1)q2)q2)

—2(d-1)7e ((412 —¢) + 4jii‘_) (l-qg)+4(d—- 2)r8A2} , (2.39)

which should be a gauge-independent object. One can see that this requirement is
non-trivial since the integrand is a complicated function of gauge-dependent quan-
tities. The triangle function here is given by A% = (I - q)? — [2¢? and the angular
measure {1}y is 7 in three dimensions and 27 in four.

The choice of momentum partition is only of real importance in renormalisable
theories, when we eliminate the cut-off x in favour of the renormalisation point, pu.
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Basis Vector

Projected Dirac Trace

Ly: 2A,A_ [4d<’;+f 4’ (d— 1)q2J

La: A A [(4dg—"; —(d— 2)) (1-q)% — 4l* — z2q2] + 4B, B_ (dﬁ# _ z?)
Ls: 4(A_B, + A B_) (d%@i _ 12) —2d—-1)(A_B, — A B)(I-q)
T, 2[4B_B; + A_A, (412 + ¢*)| A?

Ty A(d - 1)ByB_g® —2A_A; (8(1-q)* + (4(d - 3)2 - (d - 1)¢*) ¢%)
Ty 2(d—1)(1-q) (ArA_ (412 — ¢%) — 4B,B_)

Ty —4(d - 2) A, A_A?

Table 2.5: The contraction P, Trp [- - -] of Eq. (2.38) evaluated for a symmetric momen-

tum partition.

Thus, in three-dimensional QED it does not matter how we choose 1. For numerical

comparison, we also use the photon equation for an asymmetric partition choice in

four-dimensions. Without giving the explicit traces, the projected SDE is:

N [, K2 sin?  A(K2) A(g?)
67372 / W R T BR) (A@E T B

x{2)\1(k2,q2) [k2(1 —4cos® ) + 3k -p]

+X2(k?, ¢%) [(I# +q* — 2%) (2k*(1 — 4 cos® ) + 3k - p)

el (- a))

1+

A(k?)A(g?)
2 2 B(k*)  B(¢*) 2 2
—As(k*, q )[<A(k2) + A(q2)> (2k*(1 — 4 cos” ) + 3k - p)
2
-0 28]
B(k*)B(q") 2

+75 - Pk ((lc2 +q¢*)—2

q
—73 - p? (k2(1 +2cos®9) —3k-p+3 jgzzgi((‘?))

—76 -3k — )k —k-p+ %)

+75 - 4k2(K* — %) Sinzzb} : (2.40)
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2.2 Multiplicative Renormalisability

In the previous section, we satisfied two key constraints of the vertex through the
Ward-Green-Takahashi identity and its differential counterpart, the Ward identity.
This allowed us to write an explicit non-perturbative form for the longitudinal part
of the basis. Perturbative investigations of the structure of the vertex gave rise to a
general basis decomposition for the transverse part that was also free of kinematic
singularities. In order to constrain the as yet unknown transverse part, we turn our
attention to a further constraint on the vertex: multiplicative renormalisability.

When one performs calculations in quantum field theory we are confronted with
integrals that are divergent. If we think of our QFT as an effective theory, this
breakdown at high energies is attributed to our poor understanding of physics at
these scales. However, any satisfactory field theory must be able to make predictions
independently of this unknown high energy (or short distance) behaviour. This is
accomplished by the theory being renormalisable.

The usual procedure of regulating the divergences such that the expressions
become mathematically meaningful is to employ dimensional regularisation. Instead
of working in, say, four dimensions, we shift to d = 4 + ¢ dimensions for some small
parameter €. The UV (and IR) divergences are identified in this formalism as poles
in e, which we remove through a renormalisation prescription. This procedure,
however, is difficult to implement numerically [37,38], and moreover breaks chiral
symmetry for all values of a. In these studies we resort to a more crude cut-off « in
the ultraviolet, whose breaking of translational invariance we have already touched
upon. As a result of the regulating procedure, our Green’s functions are dependent
upon the regularisation parameter, k. The process of renormalisation should remove
the dependence of our theory on this cut-off, trading it in favour of another scale
at which we may define our physical constants.

The renormalisation procedure is achieved by introducing a finite number of
multiplicative factors, Z;(u, ), for each Green’s function. Following the prescription
for QCD, Eqs (1.85-1.88), we have for the fermion-boson vertex of QED:

Fl};(k‘,p) /J‘) = Zl(:“’) K’)F“(k7p) K’) s (241)

whilst for the fermion and boson propagators:

SEP; 1) = Z3 (11, 5)SE (D3 K) (2.42)
D (g; 1) = Z3 (11, K) Dy (g3 ) - (2.43)
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From these we can define a renormalised coupling, related to the bare one that
appears in the Lagrangian:

i) = (ZQ("’ “))2 Za(, ¥) (k) (2.44)
Zl (,LL, K’)

with @ = e?/4r. We also renormalise the gauge parameter via & = Z¢€r, which

from the invariant of implies Z; = Z;. In terms of the photon wave-function

renormalisation, G, the running coupling is defined as:

ar(p®) = a(B)G(¥*, 1) - (2.45)

From now on we drop R from subscripts and superscripts as it will be obvious from
the context whether or not we are working with renormalised quantities.

At this stage we find relations between the renormalisation constants Z; of QED
by looking at the Ward-Green-Takahashi identity of Eq. (2.1), which holds for both
bare and renormalised quantities. This implies:

Z7 H (p, 5)qu T (K, py 1) = Z3 (1, 6) (Sg*(k, 1) — SFH(p, 1) (2.46)

which can only be satisfied if we make the identification:
A (/"'7 K’) = ZZ(/JH K‘) . (247)

This simplifies Eq. (2.44) to ar(u) = Z3(p, k) a(k). We now have all the necessary
tools at hand to renormalise the Schwinger-Dyson equations of QED.

Introducing the appropriate renormalisation constants, the fermion SDE is writ-
ten: .

Set(py 1) = Za(p, k) ( [S?)(p)] - 3(p; u)) : (2.48)

with ¥ representing the integral of Eq. (2.24). This may be projected out in terms
of its scalar functions A and B:

Alpy ) = Zo(p, w)(1 — Za(p; 1))
(2.49)

B(p;p) = Za(p, &) (Zmlp, £)me(p) + Z4(p% 1)) -

Here, the bare mass is related to the renormalised mass by my = Z,,mpg, with the
additional definition Z4 = Z,Z,,. Note that we have M(p) = B(p; n)/ A(p; p) with
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the mass-function M(p) independent of the renormalisation point, as seen from
Eq. (2.48):

Al (= Mipin) ) = Z2Ai ) (- MG 9). (2.50)

We eliminate the renormalisation constant Zs(y, k) by setting A(p; 1) equal to some
number at renormalisation point p = u. This will give:

Ay 1) = Za(p, &) (1 — Salp; 1) (2.51)
with Al
Zs(p, k) = 1—_;—’:(’;)—”) , (2.52)

and a common choice being A(y; 1) = 1. If we have no mass in the Lagrangian, i.e.
my = mp = 0, the renormalised equation for B is:

M(D)A(D; 1) = Za(p, £) Ts(pi 1) (2.53)

with Z, given by Eq. (2.52). When an explicit mass term is present, we must under-
take an additional subtraction. Defining M(u) = mpg, through B(p; u)/A(p; ) =
M(p) at p = p we find:

M(p)A(p; ) = M (1) A(p; 1) + Zo(ps, 6) (Es(p; 1) — Zo(ps 1) (2.54)

where again Z, is as Eq. (2.52), and Z,, can be determined by an appropriate
rearrangement of Eq. (2.49) with renormalisation conditions at p = u.

Lastly, we must renormalise the photon SDE. Its projected form, in terms of
photon scalar G(p; ) is given by:

1
G(q; 1)

= Z3(ua K’) + Z2(/J': ’{)ﬁ(q; :u) ’ (255)

with the integral term represented by II. The Z, is readily determined from the
fermion SDE, and so we subtract this equation at ¢ = u, specifying G(u; p):

1 1 N ~
Goin)  Glu TR (T(p; ) — M5 1)) - (2.56)

Typically we choose the condition G(u; 1) = 1 for simplicity.
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2.2.1 The Curtis—Pennington Vertex

The first attempt to restrict the transverse part of the vertex using multiplicative
renormalisability was made by Curtis and Pennington [39]. Since multiplcative
renormalisability is related to the ultraviolet divergences of loop-diagrams, we can
concentrate on the form of the vertex I'“(k, p) for momenta |k| > |p|.

Resorting to perturbation theory, and working in the quenched approximation,
the fermion-boson vertex at one-loop in the leading logarithm approximation is given
by:
£k 2

k
O‘ﬂ log—) - %(W‘lﬂ(g— 1)k“m£2-10g]§+--- . (2.57)

T (k. p) = +* (1 - —=
(k,p) 7( 1 "

In the same leading logarithm approximation to one-loop, the massless fermion
propagator g.A(p?) is:

N1 %P
A(p)—1+4ﬂ_10g52+ : (2.58)

Inserting this into the BC piece of Eq. (2.12), and subtracting from Eq. (2.57) we
get the transverse part in the leading logarithm approximation:

af 2kty  (k+p)" (¥ +¥) K
Fljl":g(_’yﬂ_ k2 + k2—p2 log?'*“ . (259)

Notice that the transverse part is subleading being as it is of O(a). Taking the limit

for |k| > |p|: - o
a

and using Eq. (2.58) to eliminate « gives the following form of the transverse part
of the vertex in the limit of large k:

{h

(AR - AG%) 25

(2.61)

N =

T4k, p;q) =

This is in the limit k2 >> p?, so Curtis and Pennington chose to write this in a way
that is symmetric in k and p by replacing the k2 in the denominator by a symmetric
function d(k, p) free of singularities:

T
d(k,p)

(A(K*) — A(p?)) (2.62)

N

Tk, p;q) =

Massive fermions were then considered. It was found that no further transverse basis
vectors were required to maintain multiplicative renormalisability. The coefficient
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Te required regulating, and so they proposed that:

(K? — p°)° + (MP(K?) + M*(p?))°
k2 + p? ’

d(k,p) = (2.63)

was a suitable choice for the unknown symmetric function d(k,p). This gives the

Curtis-Pennington ansatz:

Tep(k,p;q) = Dok, p; @) + 16(k, ;) (v (B2 — p°) — (k+p)"q) ,  (2.64)

[ s
-

T¢ (k,p)

1 [ AK?) - A(p2)> (k* + p?) (k* — p°) (2.65)

k,piq) = - :
o =3 (M55 o b L v
2.2.2 MR and Vertex Ansatze

The provision of a vertex ansatz is not the only method in which we may truncate
the Schwinger-Dyson equations. The procedure most often employed is that of per-
turbation theory, and so the SDEs simply generate all of the one-particle irreducible
diagrams corresponding to a particular Green’s function.

If we expand our fermion wave-function renormalisation as a series of logs, with

& the ultraviolet cutoff, we obtain:
2 2y P’ 2 2 P’ P
.F(p,/ﬁ))—l + « A1,1h1—2+A1,0 + Az’gln —2+A2,1h’1—2
K K K
P p?
+ a3 (A3’3 1n3 - + A3,2 lIl2 —2) +oeee (266)
K K

The coefficients of these leading order and next-to-leading order logarithms are not
independent. The A, ; are related through:

Ann = A7/,
(2.67)
An,n—l = An—Z,n—2A2,1 - An—l,n—lAl,O .

If we consider the bare-vertex approximation in the quenched massless case we have:
2

1 _ g 4 2 2k_2 /N 2 21”_2
o) 1+47rp2 Ii/o dk f(k)p2+ . dk .7’:(Ic)k2 . (2.68)

45



Chapter 2: QED in Four Dimensions

This can be solved iteratively for F(p?), starting with F(p?) = 1. Expanding in
powers of « and displaying only the leading order terms we have:

2 .2\ _ a_{ o o P 4
F(p*r*) =1+ 47r +2(47r> /@2+2<47r> In® 52+(9(a). (2.69)
Looking at the coefficients, we find:

107 3 5
¢ Agpp = §Ai1 ) Azs = 5‘43,1 . (2.70)

1,l:E ’

Clearly, the A, , do not obey the relation of Eq. (2.67) for arbitrary covariant gauge
€. Indeed, with this vertex the Ward-Green-Takahashi identity is violated for & # 0.

We see that the bare vertex is insufficient to ensure that multiplicative renor-
malisability be preserved. Can this situation be changed by preserving the WGTI
in the vertex ansatz? If we look at the Ball-Chiu vertex in the quenched massless
case, and integrate over the angular measure using Eq. B.9 of Appendix B.2, we

have:

1 «

= 1-—
F(p?) 2mp?

2

x { /0,, dk2F(k?) [—5&’“—2 + /\2];—2 (% (K +p*) — € (K - P2)>]

dk"’]-' (k%) { §A12k2 + ,\22—2 (% (k* +p*) + £ (K° —p2))] } .
(2.71)

2

We once again solve for this iteratively with starting condition F(p?) = 1, and
perform a perturbative expansion in a at each step. We need only consider the
upper part of the integral, fp ';2, for the leading pieces to be apparent, obtaining:

2
F (k") = 1+<4§) (% 385)1 P +(——4§) 1222
o)’ (¢ 3¢ 3§ 3P 4

The fully specified longitudinal piece is again not sufficient to satisfy the require-
ments of multiplicative renormalisability. Thus the inclusion of the transverse piece
is essential, and so we look at the Curtis-Pennington vertex in the same approxi-
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mation scheme:

(lpz) = 1= 4?592{ /01’2 & (3 - igiz;) %z
L5z e

This can be solved via the same iterative procedure employed for the bare vertex

By

and Ball-Chiu vertex, yielding the series:

1 3 p?
Fp?) =1+ ﬁ p—2 + 3 (Zﬁ) + 5 <a_g) ln3%+(9(a4). (2.74)

We now see that the relation of Eq. (2.67) is upheld and multiplicative renormalis-
ability preserved for the quenched massless case.
Curtis and Pennington [39] performed a similar leading log expansion for the

mass function using:

P p? v’
M(p2) =My (1 + «a <Cl,1 In 2 + CI,O) + 02 (023 1112 ? + 02,1 In l<,2>
p* p?
-+ o (C3,3 In® ;2‘ + 03,2 1n? E) + ) . (275)

Their generalisation of the massless CP ansatz to include a mass, Eq. (2.65), turns
out to satisfy the same requirements of multiplicative renormalisability for leading
and next-to-leading logarithms. The C,, obey the same relations as the A, , of
Eq. (2.67). We will give numerical solutions to these ansitze in the forthcoming
sections.

2.2.3 The Kizilersii—Pennington Vertex

Although the Curtis—Pennington construction is successful in ensuring multiplicative
renormalisability in quenched QED for the F and M functions, and as a result has
improved the situation regarding gauge invariance, it has had limited success in the
realms of the fully unquenched theory. The introduction of this ansatz into the
transverse part of the vertex in the photon equation leads to unresolvable quadratic
divergences, although one may make some modifications to avoid this. This does
not lead us to a vertex ansatz that preserves multiplicative renormalisability in the
photon equation because of the different momentum regions probed by the two
Schwinger-Dyson equations; the vertex is found in the limit & > p for the fermion
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equation, but in the photon propagator we must consider & ~ p > q.

The most recent innovation in the construction of vertex anséiitze is that due
to Kizilersii and Pennington [40]. They attempt to construct a vertex that satis-
fies the notion of multiplicative renormalisability for unquenched QED. This they
achieve by considering a selection of forms for the transverse coefficients 7, 73, 76
and 73, embodying the appropriate charge conjugation symmetries. This was first
attempted by considering effective 7;’s independent of the momenta g2, and choos-
ing those that led to analytically solvable integrals [41]. From this analysis, it was
hinted that to achieve the correct resummation of logarithmic pieces, they needed to
include logarithms of F. Since this component is fixed in very particular limits, the
generalisation of this piece does contain some ambiguity. The form we present below
is therefore not unique. As with the Curtis-Pennington vertex, the longitudinal part
of the vertex is specified by Ball and Chiu, Eq. (2.12):

Mk = 5 (AR + AG) |
ha(kr) = 5 (AG) - AGY) |
Nakp) = s (BI) ~ A(BY)

with Kizilersii and Pennington [40] proposing the following form for the transverse
part:

n(pk,q) = _g(_kg__—ip—g)Az(k7p) 1(k2 2 2)2 (k,p)log (AiZJ; ) ’
5 12 (K A(P®)

T3 (p, k,q) = ——2 Ao (k,p) Gm)\ (k p) log ( (qz) ) )

7o (p, kyq) = 3%2 Xo (k, ),

Ts(p,k,q) = 0. (2.76)

The full set of transverse vectors are of course required when we have a dynamically
generated mass. We know, however, that the transverse part of the vertex is sup-
pressed by one power of & in perturbation theory, compared to the longitudinal part,
and that the mass-function in the chiral limit is renormalisation point independent.
These tell us that the contribution from the mass-function — specifically that with
regards to the consistent renormalisation of the SDEs — is sub-leading to that of
the fermion and photon wave-function renormalisations. It thus seems to be a good
first approximation to neglect those 7; proportional to the bare mass in perturbation
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theory.

To demonstrate the efficacy of this ansatz, we first introduce it into the massless
Schwinger-Dyson equations for the fermion and photon propagators. We then ex-
amine the solutions in a perturbative expansion of a in the limit of vanishing photon
momenta. This will be sufficient to show that the leading logarithms are correctly
summed to all orders. A more detailed analysis is needed to demonstrate the same
process for sub-leading logarithms. To show how these transverse pieces combine
together to satisfy multiplicative renormalisability, we replace the numerical coeffi-
cients 4/3, 1/3, 5/12, 1/6 and 1/4 by ¢; for i = 1..5.

We work directly with the wave-function renormalisation of the fermion propa-
gator, F, and the photon renormalisation function G. In terms of an expansion in
leading and sub-leading logarithms these are:

P’ P’ P’
]'—(p2) =1 + « (Al,l In 3 + A1’0> + a2 <A2,2 ln2 - + Ag‘l In —2—)
K K K
P’ P’
+ a3 (A3‘3 1113 —'2- —+ A3’2 lnz —2> + .- s (277)
K K

and

P P 7
Gr*)=1 + « (31,1 In =+ Bl,O) +o? (Bz,z In® =5 + By, In _2)
K K K

p? P’
+ o (Bg’g In® — + Bs2 In? —2> +--- (2.78)

K K
The idea is to substitute this into the SDE, with ansétze for the 7; that permit the in-
tegrals to be performed analytically. The resulting solution must exhibit the correct

relationship between the coeflicients A; ; and B, ; in the leading-log expansion.
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Fermion Propagator

We first start with Eq. (2.29) with the mass set to zero, and insert the Kizilersii—

Pennington vertex:

fén? -1 + /dk2f(k2)/d1/)sm Vo)

2r2p2

{; 7 7o) [* 7]
1

.

1( _ ) 1 2(k+p)
FE) T FP) R @

€ (k2 +p2) AZ

A2

1 1 1 !
TR PR (]—‘(kz) -~ F@ )
NG ipzf (f(lm ' féﬁ)) g (%) }
— (3k-pg®+24%) {—Cskz ip2 (f(lls?) B J-"(i)"’ )
i <f(1k2) ’ f(lzﬂ)) " (ﬁp—)) ]

+3k-p (K — p%) [05 2 Jlr 7 (f(lkz) B f(1p2))] }

sin ¢p

To tackle this equation in one go would be unpresentable, so we break it down into
its basis components and deal with each separately.

In order to considerably simplify the calculation and yet still obtain the leading
log behaviour, we will work under two approximations. The first is to expand
in powers of the coupling ¢, considered here to be a small parameter. The second
approximation is to work in the limit of vanishing photon momentum, that is &k — p.
This final step considerably reduces the work involved in calculating the angular

integrals, at the cost of rendering the sub-leading logarithms inaccessible. Thus we
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write the photon renormalisation as a Taylor series about ¢% = k2

G(¢*) = Gk + (P —2k-p)G'(K) + : 5 (" -2k )’ G"(K*) +
= (9(K*) +p*G'(K*) + O(p*))
+ (=26’ (K?) — 4p’G" (K*) + O(p")) (k - p)
+ (46" (k) + 12p°G" (K*) + O(p")) (k - p)’
+0((k-p)?) . (2.80)

All of the necessary angular integrals are given in Appendix B.2.

The Ai-piece

The first piece to evaluate is that associated with A;(k, p) from Eq. (2.29). Employ-
ing Egs. (2.77, 2.78), keeping only those terms to O(a®) we have:

a sin? 1/)
L, = —271'2])2 /1)2 dk2d'¢) G(q ).7-'(14;2),\1 (k, p) [3 k-pg +2A2]
- > 2712
T on?p? /pz dk*F (k") (K, p) !

(G(K*) + p°G'(K?)) (=2 k*p*Lon + 3L11 + 2152)

+ (—2G'(K%) — 4p*G" (k%)) (-2 K*p* L2 + 3Lo1 + 2I35) +

3

(2.81)

with the Iy ,, defined in the Appendix. For the angular integrals we are interested
in the region k2 > p? to O(p?):

«

L= 5 / RFEM(k,p) [—%M(k?)]. (2.82)

Expanding the product F(k*)\(k,p) in logarithms, together with G’'(k?) we can
easily perform the radial integral:

2 P’ 3 1 2 P
L1 = g (8] (Bl,l) In ;5 + B2,2 - ZAI,IBLI In E . (283)

al



Chapter 2: QED in Four Dimensions

The As-piece

The coefficient of this piece does not have any additional angular dependence, sim-
plifying the calculation. Thus:

Siﬂzw 2 2 2,2 E(kz""p)
LG A (2 - ) u k) | S B

_ _“ o 2
L, = o /,,2 dk*dip
o 3
B 2m2p? /pz dk2f(k2) (k2 - pZ) Az (k, p)
X |i (g(kZ) + ng/(k2)) (— k2p210’2 + 12,2)
+ (—29'(1(:2) o 4p2g”(k2)) (_k2p211’2 + ]372) + .- :I . (2.84)

Performing the angular integrals to O(p?) for the appropriate region gives:

hzﬁ%A:MWme@w“mﬁP%%ﬂ)] (2.85)

We expand the remaining functions in terms of logarithms and perform the radial
integral:

3 1 p? 1 1 1 p?
LQ = 8_71' l:a2 <1A1’1> 1112 E + 043 (_L—IA%’I + 5142,2 -+ EAl,lBl,l) 1113 ? .
(2.86)

The 7»-piece

The 75 piece brings an added complication due to the angular dependence on the
photon momentum ¢?. We need to evaluate the expression:

n=23Jﬁ%H/wm¢(mwﬁ—W%

1 F2(d%)
X l:— c12Xa(k,p) — Cg(k2—+p—2—)-2)\1(kap) In (f(kz)}—(pz)) ] )
(2.87)
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We thus expand the ¢g?-dependent part in powers of alpha:
72(¢) Pk ¢
In (W) = _Al,l (ln§+lnﬁ—21n?>a
2 2 2
p k q
+ (A%1—2A22) (1112?-{-11'12?—21112 E) 042

1
2
+ 0(a%), (2.88)

followed by an expansion about g — 0 using the substitution:
2 2
This yields:

_ o 2 2
T, = 27T—2p2/dk]:(k)

(g(kz) +P2gl(k2)) (12,1 - k2P2]0,1) +

X{ - 2A2(kap)

—C2 2/\1(kap)

1 /
| 66 e |
k? 2,2 4 2.2
aAl,l ln—z (12,1 -k D 10,1) - ﬁ (I3,1 —kp 11,1)

2
+a - (Afl 214212) [ln2 ;— (k2p210,1 — .[211)

8 k?

k:2 111 (13 1— k2p2]1’1)

8 k?

F (ln— - ].) (14,1 — k2p2.[2,1):| 4. }] } .
(2.90)

The angular integrals are substituted in, keeping only terms to order p?. The radial
integrals are then trivially performed, giving:

3 a? o D?
v [ ~pAua -zt
o? 2 3P
+E (3A1’1 - B1,1A1,1 — 4A2’2) (Cl - 262) In ;;2 + -] (291)
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The 73-piece

Like the 7, coefficient, this piece has a dependence upon the photon momentum g%

.9
o= — / dE*F (k%) / d%bSlI;zwg(qz) (3k-p ¢+ 247)

2m2p?
1 LT
X {c32)\2(k,p) + 04—(]€2 +p2)2)\1(k,.’0)1 (_]-"(k2).7-'(p2)) ] :

(2.92)
The function G is expanded using Eq. (2.80), with the logarithmic piece replaced
via Egs. (2.88, 2.89).

Ty = — / Ak F(k?)

2m2p?

X {03 2)\2(1{3,12) |: (g(k2) + p2g'(k2)) (3]1,0 + 2]2’1 - 2]621)2[0,1)

+ (—ZQI(k2) - 41729”(]“2)) (312,0 +2I3, — 2k2P2[1,1) 4

1
220k, p)—5——= k? 2G'(k? {
kz 2, 2 4 2.2
aALl In ? (3[1,0 + 2]2,1 — 2k D IO,l) - ﬁ (3]2’0 + 21371 — 2k D 11’1)

1 k?
+C¥2§ (Ail — 2142,2) [— 1112 F (3[1,0 + 2]2,1 — 2/62])2[0'1)

8 k2 2 o
+ﬁ In ? (3[2,0 + 213,1 — 2k yZ 11,1)
k2
-+ (—2gl(k;2) - 4p2g"(k:2)) {aAl,l [ln F (3.[2,0 + 2.[3,1 - 2k}2p2.[1’1):|

1 k?
+C¥2§ (Ail - 2A2,2) [— 11’12 F (3[1,0 + 2[2,1 - 2k2p2]—0,1):| } ] } . (293)

We substitute in these angular integrals for k% > p? and employ the leading log
expansion for F and G. On performing the radial integrals we have:

3| 2f A1 2 P°
T3 = 8_7T [0 (7(03—204) In E
p2
— 0® (34}, — Bi A1 — 44s2) (3 — 2¢q) In® Rl (2.94)
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The 7¢-piece

This coefficient function does not have any dependence upon the angle and is hence
simple to compute. We are concerned with:

Ts = %ﬁ/dk2f(k2)/d¢51n 1,[) G(q )Tﬁ(k piq ) [3k-p(k2—p2)]
2 K - p? 2 207012
- '2%/1, dE*F (K*) cs %%2 X2 (k, p) !(Q(k )+ %G (k)3 I,
+(—26'(K*) - 4p°G" (*)) 3 Iaa

+] . (2.95)

We perform the angular integrals to O(p?) for the region k% > p’gives:

(o]

KQ
. /,, K2 (K2)es 2 Aa(k, p)

(k* —p*) [3@2

T = 5

272p
(2.96)
Expanding the remaining functions in terms of leading logarithms and performing

the radial integral we have:

3 1 p? 1 1 2 p?
Tﬁ = 8_71'65 [02 (—§A1,1> 11'12 ? -+ (13 (iAil - EBl’lAl’l — §A2’2) 11’13 ?
+.. J ) (2.97)
The £-piece
The final piece to compute is the most trivial.
ag 2 2 sin’® ¢P 2
Ly = ————— | dk*F(k d k- —k-
3 D2 2f( ) / ‘7:( )/ "/) q ( p)
al F (k%)
dk? K21 I . 2.9
o2 7o) ( 02~ 1,2) (2.98)

On expanding the fermion wavefunction renormalisation in leadings logs and inte-
grating we find:

3( 2 . P 1, 5o.p 1., 3e108
Lf = S—W[—gaglng—i—g,ﬁlma fln F—§(3A1,1—4A2,2)a§1n E

(2.99)
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Combining Terms

Combining Egs. (2.83, 2.86, 2.91, 2.94, 2.97, 2.99) and exploiting the relationship

between the coeflicients A, ; we have:

1 3 2 p?
= 1+—| - -afln=—
F(p?) T 8 3a§ he
2A
a? In? %% (31 — 6y — 63 + 12¢4 + 65 — 46 — 3)
p(1
+ a3 1113 E (E (A?,l - B1’1A1’1) (Cl - 202 - 263 + 4C4 + 265 e 1)
L
A )T (2.100)

The Kizilersii-Pennington vertex requires, via comparison with perturbation the-
ory [40], that the coefficients ¢; take the values:

cl=§, Cz=%, 032%, 642%, CS:i’ (2.101)
resulting in:
f(lpz) = 1- % h{—i + Oé—ijl,l ln2€; — %Ail In? ’;—Z +-o0 . (2.102)
Comparing this with the leading log expansion Eq. (2.77):
1 P’ gA%1 2 P’ 3Ai1 3 P
}_(pz):l—aAl,llnE—f-a 2—!’ln o Tln o (2.103)

and setting A, ; = £/4m we find agreement between Eq. (2.102) and Eq. (2.103). This
demonstrates that the Kizilersii-Pennington ansatz satisfies multiplicative renor-
malisability in terms of leading logarithms in the SDE for the unquenched fermion
propagator.

Photon Propagator

The investigation of leading logarithms in the photon propagator proceeds in a
similar fashion to that of the fermion. We work in the massless limit with no
dynamical symmetry breaking, and so are to consider the projected Schwinger-Dyson
equation of Eq. (2.39) in four dimensions with symmetric momentum partition.
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Inserting the Kizilersii-Pennington vertex here explicitly yields:

1 aNf I%sin®
R / N ET - o

{ (F_ + Fy) ( 6 ;13)2 T 3q2>
T (g —2) ar e )

+2 (@) — 1P¢%) (41 + ¢°) [_ %zz +1q2/4 (f@ ?q])i)

e (2R

+ (3¢* — 8(1-q)° — 4%¢?) [— 6—2"'%
C4 1

2Erga- i (i(ﬁl) }

+6(1-q)° (4% - ¢%) (%5'12 +1q2/4 (le._q’)f‘“)) } , (2.104)

where we have employed the shorthand Fi = F(I1), with I§ = I* £ ¢#/2. Tt is
apposite to expand these functions F(ly) in the limit ¢> — 0 using the Taylor
expansion:

I 1 '
Flly) = FO+ g/ FO)+5(1-a-a/4)" F O+,
. (2.105)
Fl) = FO+(-l-a= ¢/ FO)+5(-l-a~ /4 F' O+,
which allows us to expand terms of the form:
— 2
% ~ —2.7-"’(1)—%.7—""(1)+---,
e (2.106)

2
The expansion of Eq. (2.104) will be broken up into its component basis pieces and

calculated individually in the following sections. The necessary angular pieces are
given in Appendix B.2.
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Ar-piece

To begin the calculation we look at the leading piece in the UV; that belonging to
the L, basis vector:

2 32 PAY
L, = _%/dﬁdzp "sin ¢(]2:‘+]:+)2 16(l g) — 417 - 3¢%| . (2.107)
6m2g (P+g*/4)" - (- q) q

Taylor expanding the functions for small ¢ using Eq. (2.105) gives:

- 607‘:2\2’2 / dz2z2{K0,1 [(—412 ~3¢) (2?(1) + q;}"(l) 4 )]

+Ky, [? (2?[1] + q;F’(l) ¥ ) + (—42 = 3¢%) (F'(1) + - -- )]

2

L1:

+Kas [Z_S (F'() +...)} } . (2.108)

For the angular integrals we are interested in the region 12 > ¢° to O(¢?), and so
find:

— _O!_]Vf 2 f(l) 1 2
L= -5 /dl (—4—12 + F'(D)I2 + : (2.109)

Finally, we substitute in the leading log expansion for F(I) via Eq. (2.66) and per-
form the radial integral:

aNf q2 9 q2 q2
L1 = __127[' |:4.hl§ +aA1,1 <21n E 4+ IDF
1 2 2 2
+ gota (4ln3 % +31n? % —6In %) +o } . (2.110)

Ao-piece

For this basis vector we wish to evaluate:

N l2 12
L, = —azfz/dﬂd?ﬁ S N
6m%q P+q*/4)" = (-9

(oo
(—2}"(1) - %Qf-”(l) - (% LU ~3q)2> F() + - > } . (2.111)
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which on writing out the angular integrals symbolically becomes:

2
L, = 6"‘]2\[1‘2/(11212{}(0 [ —4l* - ’¢) (—2F'(l)—%f"(l)+--'>}

+Ka, [ (—4l* — 1*¢%) (# + .- )

+(165-3) (0~ Loy )|
+Ky, [(16;—22—2) (—@Jr)} +} (2.112)

Using the Appendix to evaluate this angular integrals explicitly to the required order

gives:

Ly=— ‘I;Vf / di? (.’F'(l)—%f”’(l)) , (2.113)

which one may trivially integrate on inserting the logarithmic expansion of the

remaining functions:

»

2
L, = ———[— —aA, mZL _ 16221422 (1112 L 46l g—) +] - (2.114)
K 3 K K

Ty-piece

The first transverse piece to be calculated, exhibiting a non-trivial angular depen-
dence through its logarithmic term is:

aNy / 9 1*sin® ¢ 2 _ 22
T = — dl“d 8 ((l- —1
2 67r2q2 w(lz + q2/4)2 _ (l . q)2 (( q) q )

(_%) ll2 (1 - % +. ) @FO+--)n ;S?} . (2.115)

This gives a lengthy expansion and so we only present those pieces that contribute to
our final answer at the order we are working. To evaluate the angular dependence,
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we must expand In f"(‘ﬁz with the aid of Egs. (2.66, 2.105):

12 @\ ¢ @\ (L-q)°
AW N Y

2 4

¢\ (I-q)
g

in which we have already exploited the expected relationship between the expansion
coeflicients of the leading log expansion, Eq. (2.67)

FF A

(2.116)

1. Terms higher than () vanish
in this limit. Identifying the relevant angular integrals gives

T, = —6‘3‘:2\2‘2 / a2
X { (-341—) [SKO,I (@) (—2F' (1) + )
8K (<2F (1) + ) + - ]
+(- c’*>l2 [SKM( 12¢%) F (1) + )
(2tsa(nf )
8Ky, 2F (1) + -+ ) (—2A1,1a (m LN q2) +- )

K2

+]} (2.117)

which are evaluated according to the appendix for the region I > g

s TR SRS
+(=2) 5 1-1270) + - ]( 2A11a<lni—2—lnz_2)+...)

+]} , (2.118)

'If this relationship was not preserved, we would later find inconsistency in the equations
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We obtain our final result here by introducing the leading log expansion for the
function F and its derivatives, and perform the radial integral to give:

N 2 2
T2 —% C1 (3141,10 In 22— + 3A212a2 1n2 q—2 + - >
T K K
¢ ¢
+cp (—3A1,1a1n2 i A} o?In® o + - ) . (2.119)

T3-piece

The second non-trivial transverse piece to be calculated is that owing to the T5 basis

vector:

aNy / 9 I?sin? ¢ 4 9 9
T3 = ——= [ dlI*d 3" —8(l-q)— 4

2

+<—c2—4)l12(1—;1?+---)(2F(l)+---)ln—;—%}- (2.120)

The procedure is the same as for 75, whereby we expand the logarithmic term:

]: q2 l2 q2

ln}_+]___ ~ aALl

and identify the angular integrals. Substituting these in from the appendix gives:

T, = —%/dlz{ (-%) [12F'(l)+---]

C4 1 l2 q2
+ (——2“) l—2 [—12.7:(1) + ] <—2A111C¥ (ln? —hll-{‘; + -

+}} . (2.122)
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The last step is a leading log expansion of the remaining functions, followed by the
evaluation of the radial integral:

N 2 2
Ty o= —2Y e (641,0lnL + 6400022 L ...
127 ' K? ' K?
7
Ca (—6A1,1aln2 = —24% o’In® = + ) . (2.123)

Te-piece
The last transverse piece of the Kizilersii-Pennington vertex is described by:

aN; 1?sin?

9 ‘12
T= g [ Wergmr—q oY (47_2)

{(625> (1‘2_;+ )(—2F'(l)+'--)}. (2.124)

The angular integrals are identified:

7 - Gizrl;’f /dl212 ‘35)[61(21( —8F'()+-- )+,  (2125)

and are easily evaluated, giving:
aN f 2 C5 ’
Ts = dl 12F'(1) + . 2.12
o = g @ (2) (2P0 4 (2.126)
Introducing the leading logarithm expansion and performing the radial integral gives:

alNg
T6 = —E—C5

6A1 1C¥hl - -|- 6A2 20 hl — + ] (2127)

Combining Terms
The leading log expansion of the photon functions is given by the sum:

1
G(q?)

=14+Li+Lo+T+T35+Tg+Tx . (2.128)
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Exploiting the relationship between coeflicients of the log expansion, Eq. (2.67) and
simplifying we obtain:
¢

—aln =
2

4 M
G(¢?) 3

1 20 @ ¢ 1
=+ ZAl,la In E (2 - 362 - 664) In ? + g (901 + 1803 + 1805 + 2)

1A2 2 2 1
+ Z%az 1n? % ((2 —3c2 — 6¢4) In —Z—z ~3 (9¢1 + 18¢3 + 18¢5 + 2))
+oee (2.129)
This is to be compared with Eq. (2.78):
1 P’ 2Bi1, o P’ 3Big’,1 3 D°
mzl—aBl,llnFjLa TIH ?—a ?hl ?’ (2130)

on substitution of the Kizilersii-Pennington choice for the coefficients ¢;:

S 1 1
= = 6 s Cy = Z . (2131)

All but the O(a) leading logarithms cancel with this choice, and so Eq. (2.129)

becomes:

1 Ny ¢

which is the expected result.
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2.3 Quenched QED

In the course of studying coupled non-linear integral equations, one finds it appro-
priate to introduce a further series of approximations in order to make the problem
numerically tractable. The first of such simplifications, and one that leads to an in-
teresting theory in its own right, is that of quenching the model, i.e. setting G = 1,
leading to the SDE of Fig. 2.5. The coupling now no longer runs, with the result that
angular integrals may (usually) be calculated analytically rather than numerically.
Despite this, when not concerned with analytic results, we in fact choose to perform
these integrations numerically thus demonstrating the robustness of our numerical
method.

There have been many numerical studies of strongly coupled quenched QED,
both with the Schwinger-Dyson equations and on the lattice. The aim of these
has been to determine the phase-structure of the theory, an indication of which is
given by scaling laws close to critical points. The anomalous dimensions of the mass
function of the fermion propagator are related to those associated with operators
such as 9 (z)¥(zx). While renormalisability prevents us from including terms such as
G <1r/;¢>2 /k? in the Lagrangian — due to its canonical dimensions — the anomalous
dimensions can modify this significantly, thus rendering them renormalisable [42,43]
and hence relevant [9,44]. It is thus believed that the study of the phase structure of
QED is incomplete without the inclusion of such terms. Early lattice studies [45-47]
were found to be contaminated with these four-fermion interactions, i.e. G # 0, and
hence exhibited a different phase structure to pure QED. It was hoped in a later
reformulation of the lattice in momentum space [48] that the contribution from the
four-fermion interaction could be controlled, thus allowing comparisons of the two
approaches to be made.

Our goal is not to investigate the full phase structure of the theory. Instead,
we are solely interested in dynamical mass generation and its critical point in the
coupling constant for pure QED. This critical point should, in principle be a physical
observable and hence be gauge independent. We first explore the residual gauge
dependence of the critical coupling in quenched QED for a selection of vertex ansitze,
including that of Kizilersii and Pennington [40].

-1 -1

— e - —

Figure 2.5: The quenched fermion SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and ver-
tices.
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2.3.1 The Rainbow approximation

The rainbow approximation is the name attributed to the simultaneous use of both
the bare vertex and quenched approximations. This is due to the rainbow-like
structure appearing in the pictorial expansion of the SDEs, as illustrated in Fig. 2.6.
Our SDE for the fermion propagator in this case is given by:

S8R =87 - [ T ien) i) (i) i80), (2139)
M (2m)* #

where we have replaced the full vertex appearing in Eq. (1.73) by v and the photon
propagator remains undressed.

This equation has been investigated extensively in the literature [49-52] where it
has been determined when dynamically generated mass is supported. If we project
out the Dirac-odd and even parts of the fermion propagator, by substitution of the
general forms given in Eq. (2.20) and Eq. (2.22) we have:

2 2

AQ®) = 1+ af [/P I A(k2) k2 k2 +/n 2 A(k?) K2 2—2] |
0

4rp? AL BE | f. O AR + Bk k2
(2.134)
and
o a3+ |~ B(k®
B(p®) =m + )R +B2 k2 o A(k2) k2 +82(k2) !
(2.135)

where we have analytically performed the angular integrals according to Appendix
B.2, and presented the equations in Euclidean space. In Landau gauge the wave-
function renormalisation is trivially 1, and for general gauge is 1+ O(«) in perturba-
tion theory — leading to another oft-employed approximation, A(p?) = 1. In Landau
gauge, the mass function M = B/ A is:

2

2_§g‘/f k2 MK ./‘ 2 M)
M) = [ A dk AR A T 2 dk ARG | (2.136)

P L T

Figure 2.6: The quenched fermion SDE in the rainbow approximation.
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which can be recast as a differential equation:

d (wsz(x)) _ 30 aM(a) (2137)

dz dz amz+ M2(z)

Rewriting this with z = p? and for z > M? we may explore the asymptotics of
Eq. (2.136):
P M (z) + 20 M (z) + i—:M(:r) —0, (2.138)

which admits solutions of the form M(z) = z*. Substituting this in we find that:

1 o

3:5(—1i l_a—c> , (2.139)
with a. = 7/3 representing some critical point of the behaviour of the solution, above
which dynamical mass generation occurs. We show typical solutions for two gauge
choices in Fig. 2.7. In Fig. 2.8 we see the Euclidean mass, defined as M?(p? =
M}) = M}, as a function of the coupling for Landau, Feynman and Yennie [53]
gauges, where the unphysical dependence of the critical coupling on the gauge is
clearly evident.

This mass-function exhibits an infinite order phase transition as « — a. and so
obeys the Miransky scaling law [52]:

K A
E = exp <F - B) . (2140)

Using this to fit against our numerical data, we obtained the critical coupling for a
selection of gauges, see Table 2.6.

£ 0 1 3
o, 1.0472 2.0535 2.9378 | no WGTI
a. 1.0472 1.690 2.040 | WGTI

Table 2.6: Critical couplings for the quenched bare-vertex approximation, with and with-
out the WGTI employed in the £q,I'* part of the vertex.

2.3.2 The Curtis—Pennington Vertex

The CP vertex was developed in an attempt to restrict the transverse part of the
vertex through the requirement that multiplicative renormalisability be preserved.

66



Chapter 2: QED in Four Dimensions

120~ , — ; . 1.20 premer ; — :

1.00 3 LOOE 3
0.80F E 0.80f E
N 3 o 3
= 0.60F E £0.60 3
0.40F E 0.40::_ﬂ--o-n—o-u—s:c-_n-_n:ﬂ:'": 3 _i
— a=118 ] E — 2=205 ]
0.20F e--e =115 0.20F e--e =204
a-e a=L113 ; E a0 q=203 ]

0.00 Erima | " Losisiom 1 i 0.00 b 1y Lossimn 1 3

10" 10° 10° 10 10° 102 10° 10° 10° 10°
2,2 2,2
p /X p/K
107 = T T T 10‘:’ e Ui T T
-o--n—n--n—a—n--n—b—o—q_,._o_?\E
E Tl E
Ch Ak Shabhabab ob cT SIS B s,

L . 10*F Ny
N\E, E l\\ E NE ;-.-'_.-_.-’-'_.-.-.-.-.-‘—.-‘-.\*\ E
s 3 S -~ 1
= E E = E L

4 .

10 \\ . ] 10°F .

— a=118 AN \\
e--¢ a=115 Y
=== =113 N E
% 3
<]
10-8 ™ 1 1 aimm | BT b 1 4soum L iaime
102 10° 10° 10 10° 10° 10° 10°
2,2 2, 2
p/K p /K

Figure 2.7: Wave-function renormalisation and mass-function in Landau Gauge (left-
hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand side), in the quenched rainbow
approximation, without WG'TT.

10°§ T | T T T T T T T T T T3
F *~—e £=O ]
¥ I —a g:] 1
10 §_ ey §=3 3
10%F -
e 3 3
S r ]
10° 3 E
10%F -
-5 1 | L | 1 1 1 { L | ' | s l
10°g 0.5 I 1.5 2 25 3 35

Figure 2.8: The Euclidean mass, Mg, in the quenched rainbow approximation. The
explicitly gauge dependent part is derived from the vertex ansatz and is in
violation of the Ward-Green-Takahashi identity.
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The details of this vertex may be found in Sect. 2.2.1. In summary we employ the
following in Egs. (2.29, 2.34):

MED) = 5 (AR +AGY) |
hakp) = 5 (AGR) - A6Y) |
Mlkr) = g (B — AB) |

(k% +p?) (K* - p?)
(k2 — p?)° + (M2(k2) + M2(p?))*

75(k,p) = A2(k,p) (2.141)
with the remaining transverse components unconstrained and set to zero. Since our
longitudinal and transverse coefficients do not depend upon the loop momentum
¢?, and the photon equation is quenched, the angular integrals can be performed
analytically (Appendix B.2) to yield:

2

o _ 1 Ba [7 P2 A(K?) k? p?
AW = 15 | W e e |0 RO

XthM(W+pﬂ—AﬂKMi$2—WMhM(W—pﬂ] (2.142)
Lot 7, AR)ARPY) K BR)BGY)

)y N EER T B [(p2)2A<k2)A(p2)@‘ @+] :

2y 3a 2 P2
BP) = & | * Fme T B
X{2Oﬂkm+4dkM(W—mﬂ)B%5[—:+§E]
) ) p2 k‘2
2 2 k? P2

5 2 ( 2) k2 B(k2) B(pQ)
/dk Az(kz)k2 + B2(k?) [F.A(k?)e_ + TPQ)@+2| . (2.143)

For notational brevity, we use ©, = ©(k% — p?) and ©_ = O(p* — k?) where O is
the Heaviside step-function. We are able to investigate the critical behaviour of this
ansatz through two methods. The first is a brute force numerical determination of
the critical coupling strength by directly solving the coupled integral equations for
A and B. Results for this are presented in Fig. 2.10(a), where we note «, is almost
constant ¢f. Fig. 2.8. We determine the critical coupling a. by fitting the Miransky
scaling law of Eq. (2.140). The results are presented in Table 2.7.

The second method we can employ is a bifurcation analysis of the mass equation.
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€ Qc 3 Q¢

0 0.9339 4 0.8124
1 0.8909 5 0.7953
2 0.8584 6 0.7807
3 0.8329

Table 2.7: Critical couplings with the CP vertex in the quenched approximation.
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Figure 2.9: Wave-function renormalisation and mass-function in Landau Gauge (left-
hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand side), with the quenched Curtis—
Pennington vertex.

This was presented in (54] with the unfortunate inclusion of a piece that should
vanish due to translational invariance; the corrected analysis can be found in [55).
The method essentially requires us to linearise the equations with respect to the
mass function B. The A equation is then simply:

2 sz 2 sz 2
A(p?) = +ﬁ o AE % . /2 —, (2.144)
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(a) (b)
Figure 2.10: For the quenched Curtis-Pennington vertex, we show (a) the dynamically
generated Euclidean mass as a function of the gauge parameter, while (b)
shows the critical coupling o, as calculated through a bifurcation analysis.

which has the solution

1 0 p2 —a /4m
= AQ?) = (E) , (2.145)
due to the CP-vertex respecting multiplicative renormalisability. The exponent of
this is denoted by v = a€/4r and this solution is inserted into the linearised form
of B. At the critical point the equation is scale invariant and so is solved by:

B(*) = ()" (pZ)V : (2.146)

K2

with the factor in parenthesis coming from the A(p?) function. Following the method
contained within [54,55] we are left to solve a pair of coupled transcendental func-

tions:
v
fl&v,s) = % 27 cot sm — meot v + 3meot(v — s)w
L2113 1 ] 1-s
1-s v4+1 v v—s v-—s+1 v—s+1
0
g(€,v,8) = %ﬁzo. (2.147)

These two equations are solved using an iterative method, giving v, and s, for
a given £. This allows us to compute the critical coupling «. from the relation
v = af/4w. The results are given in Fig. 2.10(b) in agreement with our direct

numerical approach.
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2.3.3 Kizilersii-Pennington Vertex

Although not designed for quenched QED, nor specifically for the (F, M)-system,
we may employ this ansatz and examine the gauge dependence of the critical cou-
pling. Our coupled system of equations are given by Eqs. (2.29, 2.34) with the
longitudinal components of Eq. (2.12), and transverse part specified by Eq. (2.76).

Examining the chirally symmetric phase, we should obtain results for the fermion
wave-function renormalisation similar to the CP-vertex, see Eq. (2.145). This is
indeed the case, and we may see this comparison in Fig. 2.11(a). The logarithmic
scale of Fig. 2.11(b) clearly indicates the scaling behaviour is well approximated by
(p?/k%)". Thus, we indeed see that multiplicative renormalisability is preserved for

fermion wave-function, in the absence of dynamical mass generation and for Ny = 0.

w—e =05
—e8=1.0
—e£=20

08 T Te0e o000 00l )
pzh(2 plez
(a) (b)
Figure 2.11: Dressing functions (a) F and (b) log F for the quenched KP vertex in a
variety of gauges, without dynamical mass generation. Dashed lines show
the solution for the CP vertex, Eq. (2.145), for comparison

Now, we consider solutions in which M realises a non-trivial solution, and de-
termine values for the critical coupling as a function of the gauge parameter. The
results are in Table 2.8, with the approximate result for £ = 3 indicating a break-

down of the Miransky scaling law here for large values of the gauge parameter. In

] o0 1 3
ac | 09351 0.7222 ~0.5

Table 2.8: Critical couplings for KP-vertex in the quenched approximation.

Fig. 2.12 we show the Euclidean mass as a function of the coupling for three choices
of gauge. Surprisingly, despite this vertex’s failure to preserve multiplicative renor-
malisability of the mass function, the situation is much improved when compared
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Figure 2.12: For the quenched Kizlersii-Pennington vertex, we show the dynamically
generated Euclidean mass as a function of the gauge parameter.

to the bare-vertex. However, it is not competitive for the quenched approximation
where the Curtis-Pennington vertex performs better. This shortcoming is likely
to be evident in the unquenched studies which follow. However, we feel that the
KP-vertices ability to cope with MR of the photon equation will compensate for the

lack of consideration for fermion masses.

2.4 Unquenched QED

Now that we have made some progress with solving the SDEs for quenched QED,
we move on to the more interesting unquenched case. Here we will investigate the
residual gauge dependence of the critical coupling by direct numerical calculation
in a variety of gauges for a selection of vertex ansitze. This time we include the
SDE for the photon in our coupled system of integral equations. By doing this,
we introduce a further dimensionless parameter into the theory, that of the number
of active fermions Ny, in addition to the already present coupling a. A first step
towards including the running of the coupling can be accomplished by introducing
the one-loop running from perturbation theory as an ansatz:

o) = a0 1+ D10 ()] (2.148)
p — o 37T g pz + ,U2 ’ 4
with [- - -]7! the photon-renormalisation function, G(p?). This has formed the basis of

several studies [56-60] where it has been suggested the infinite order phase transition
in the quenched case becomes second order, with the mass-function described now
by the scaling law:

B(0) ~ & (a — a)/? | (2.149)
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in contrast to Eq. (2.140). In these studies, we don’t wish to simply employ the one-
loop approximation. Instead, we choose to couple in the equation for the photon
propagator and solve for the system of three equations simultaneously. We assume
that Eq. (2.149) will still approximately apply in the vicinity of the critical point.

On coupling in the photon equation, Fig. 2.13, we find that there are several
choices for the momentum partition 7. Most studies to date have employed the
asymmetric choice, n = 0,1 in the photon SDE. While this is easier to implement
numerically, it is believed that the unequal footing of the two fermion lines can in-
troduce spurious dependences upon the cut-off momentum, due to the breaking of
translational invariance of our regulation scheme. It is believed that the symmetric
choice n = 1/2 will reduce the contribution from these terms with the symmetry
allowing cancellations to take place. Despite this, we will continue to use the asym-
metric photon equation until the final section, where we renormalise the theory and
introduce new results with the Kizilersi—Pennington vertex.

We should make a further comment on the momentum inside the fermion loop.
For the fermion with momentum I* = (k + ng), we see that while both k and q are
restricted to the range [, k], the composite momentum is [ € [0,2x] for n = 0,1
and [O, %n] for a symmetric partition. This requires extrapolation on the part of
our functions beyond their own range of definition, [, k]. How this is implemented,
whether by:

g(q2 > 52) = g(52) !
(2.150)
M@* > k") = M) & /p?,

or through a logarithmic fit as expected from one-loop perturbation theory, will
affect the result. Until we impose renormalisation conditions upon the theory, we will
simply use Eq. (2.150) with x? = 10" to make contact with the work of Bloch [55].
Through the rest of the section we will consider one active flavour of fermion to be
present, and so Ny = 1.

k s+ 74
—1 -1
= amwwwwwwy — N
q q
k="TT—n)q
Figure 2.13: The unquenched photon SDE. Filled dots indicate full propagators and
vertices.
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2.4.1 Bare-vertex Approximation

The bare-vertex approximation is the simplest starting point for coupling in a third
non-linear integral equation. Our SDEs in this case employ ['**(k, p; ¢) = v* and are:

_ a 7 yA(y)
Al@ = 1_%/0 Y20y + B @)
></Tr dz/)sin21pg(zz) [meszinw —3\/x—ycos¢] (2.151)
0
- 5 [ e [ 4B0E@RE ~ 1) - AW At - o)
_ 3a ™ yB(y) " G(2)
B) = mo+ /0 g /0 apsin® 472 (2.152)
af w 1 Y
) Ey TG LBWAESE ~y) + B Aw)ew o)
1 ANso [ yAly)
Glz) b 37T2I/ @ A2(y)y + B*(y)

N .92 A z 2
X/o sin ¢A2(z)z2(+)32(z) [y (1 —4cos 1/)) +3\/:?§cosw] ,  (2.153)

with 2z = z +y — 2,/Ty cos ). Rather than solve all three simultaneously, it is only
necessary to solve for the A and B equations together, updating G outside the main
iterator. This procedure is looped until we obtain convergence, which is achieved in
only a few steps. The bare-vertex does not respect the WGTI, though we have used
this identity directly to fix the explicitly gauge dependent part.

We solve equations Egs. (2.151, 2.152, 2.153) as a function of the coupling, for the
gauge parameter £ € [0, 1]. Using the second order scaling law Eq. (2.149) we obtain
., the results of which are displayed in Table 2.9.

3 Ce 3 ac
0.0 1.72613 0.6 1.88649
0.2 1.77469 0.8 1.94249
0.4 1.82997 1.0 1.99704

Table 2.9: Critical couplings for the unquenched bare-vertex approximation with the
WGTI employed in the £g,I'* part of the vertex.

Representative solutions close to the critical point are shown in Fig. 2.14. A plot
of the Euclidean mass as a function of the coupling a(k) is shown for a selection of
gauges in Fig. 2.15.
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Figure 2.14: Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling for the
unquenched bare-vertex in Landau gauge.
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Figure 2.15: Dynamically Generated Euclidean Mass in the unquenched rainbow ap-
proximation. The WGTT is enforced in the &g, part of the vertex.

2.4.2 Minimal Ball-Chiu Vertex

We can make a small modification to the model by introducing a minimal dressing of
the bare-vertex; that is, we include just the first term of the Ball-Chiu construction.

This eliminates the need to evaluate the terms Ax(k,p) and A3(k,p) numerically,
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whose limit as & — p must be carefully evaluated, particularly in the photon equa-
tion. Thus we are solving Eqs. (2.151, 2.152) with an extra factor of A;(y, z), and
Eq. (2.153) with an extra A;(y, 2) in the kernels.

U AP % () i
Ale) =1 27T233./o dyAZ(y)waBz(y)Al(y’ )

T, 2zysin?y  3\/Tycosy
X/o dip sin ng(z)[ o — . ]

a w2 1 Y
= | aey i EG [ 5Bu)B@e- - Aw)A@e.] ,

_ 3o [~ yB(y) ", 6(2)
B(l’) = mp+ 271_2/0 dyA2(y)y2+B2(y))\l(y’$)/0 d7/)5m ’(/) P
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In Fig. 2.17 we show the dynamically generated mass as a function of a(x?) for a
variety of gauges, with the WGTI employed. Comparing this with its counterpart
in the rainbow approximation, Fig. 2.15, we see that the gauge dependence is in
fact more severe. Clearly simply dressing the first basis component is insufficient;
one must consider the whole longitudinal part of the vertex, most likely with some
specification for the transverse part. We present solutions close to the critical point
in Fig. 2.16.

3 Qe 3 Q.
0.0 1.89785 0.6 1.43815
0.2 1.70233 0.8 1.34002
0.4 1.55606 1.0 1.25067

Table 2.10: Critical couplings for the unquenched Minimal Ball-Chiu vertex with the
WGTI employed in the {g,I'* part.

We solve the SDE numerically as a function of the coupling « for a variety of gauges
so as to determine the critical point .. For the Minimal Ball-Chiu vertex we used
the second-order scaling law to fit o, the results of which are in Table 2.10.
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Figure 2.16: Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling in
Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand side), with
the unquenched Minimal Ball-Chiu vertex.

2.4.3 Full Ball-Chiu Vertex

The Ball-Chiu vertex poses a small challenge to solve numerically, particularly in

the photon equation. Here, we must ensure a smooth interpolation is employed,

for there are delicate cancellations in the angular integrals that will blow-up if not

treated properly. One must correctly integrate over the derivative-like pieces of the

BC-vertex in order to cancel a potential numerical singularity. These problems

have been dealt with in [55] by employing the Chebyshev expansion — the details
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Figure 2.17: Dynamically Generated Euclidean Mass in the unquenched Minimal Ball-
Chiu approximation. The WGTI is enforced in the £-part of the SDE.

of which can be found there, or in Appendix A. Away from Landau gauge, as
with all solutions given thus far, we must appropriately approximate the missing
infrared part of the integral. This may be done analytically since the behaviour of
the functions is generally known, or at least easily approximated, for small momenta.
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Figure 2.18: Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling for the
unquenched full Ball-Chiu in Landau gauge.
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Figure 2.19: Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched Ball-Chiu ap-
proximation.

In Fig. 2.18 we show solutions in the Landau gauge for couplings close to the
critical point @ (¢ = 0). It is evident that there exist some numerical instabilities in
the fermion wave-function. These manifest themselves here due to the difficulty in
accurately evaluating the differences of the function for small momenta, and are also
partly due to extrapolations employed for the mass-function in the UV, Eq. (2.150).
Removing the kink inherent at p = &, and introducing suitable extrapolations for F
reduces the presence of the bumps in the infrared.

We solve the A, B, G-system for a selection of gauges, determining the critical
coupling a.. A plot of this is shown in Fig. 2.19, with extracted values listed in
Table 2.11.

£ Qe 4 O
0.0 1.91220 0.6 1.63747
0.2 1.78815 1.0 1.54439
0.4 1.70200

Table 2.11: Critical couplings for the unquenched Ball-Chiu vertex with the WGTI em-
ployed in the g, I'* part.
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2.4.4 Curtis—Pennington Vertex

The Curtis-Pennington vertex was designed for use in quenched QED, in which it
was successful at significantly reducing the gauge dependence of the critical coupling
a,. One is therefore tempted to employ it directly in the unquenched system in the
hope that it proves equally successful. The ansatz in this case requires:

M(kp) = 5 (AK)+AGP) |
Mkp) = 5o 5 (AR*) —A(F) |
S(kp) =~ (BF) ~BG)

(k* +p°) (K* = p?)

6(k,p) = Xo(k,p) (2.154)

(k2 = p?)° + (M2(K?) + M2(p?))*
Unfortunately, the transverse piece of this vertex, 74, causes problems in the pho-
ton equation introducing an unresolvable quadratic divergence. The tack employed
in [55], and used elsewhere in other studies, is to form a hybrid system. The Ball-
Chiu vertex alone is employed in the photon equation, with the CP—vertex used for
the fermion SDE.

In Fig. 2.20 we show solutions to F, M and G for « close to the critical coupling,
in both Landau gauge and Feynman gauge. The gauge dependence of this criticality
is portrayed through the Euclidean mass as a function of « for a selection of gauges
in Fig. 2.21. Using the approximate scaling law of Eq. (2.149) we found the critical
points, and give these in Table 2.12.

3 Qe § Qe
0.0 1.61435 0.6 1.41316
0.2 1.54205 0.8 1.36640
0.4 147570 1.0 1.29152

Table 2.12: Critical couplings for the unquenched, unrenormalised hybrid CP-vertex for
a variety of gauges.

If we compare the numerical solutions for the hybrid Curtis-Pennington ansatz,
Fig. 2.20, with those of the Ball-Chiu vertex, Fig. 2.18, we see that the numerical
artefact present in the infrared for F(p?) has disappeared. The introduction of the
transverse piece of the vertex stabilises the numerical procedure, in addition to im-
proving the convergence of our procedure due to the elimination of local minima in
the vicinity of our global one. If we look at solutions in different gauges, for which
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Figure 2.20: Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling in

Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand side), with
the unquenched hybrid Curtis—Pennington vertex.

we compare similar masses M(0), we see the structure of the mass functions are

qualitatively similar. However, as with all of the unquenched solutions thus far the

photon wave-function renormalisation is significantly different in both the infrared

and ultraviolet, being more squat in Feynman gauge despite being a supposedly

gauge invariant quantity. We thus must conclude that the violation of gauge invari-

ance is still large for the hybrid CP vertex, despite its success for massless quenched

QED.
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Figure 2.21: Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched hybrid—CP ap-
proximation.

2.5 Renormalised QED

Up until this point we have not considered the renormalisation of the theory. As it
stands, the Green’s functions that we have calculated each depend upon the unphys-
ical cut-off x that we introduced to regulate the integrals. To remedy this we must
define our theory at some new scale 4 by employing a field renormalisation. This is
most readily accomplished by introducing a finite quantity of Z-factors multiplying
each of the fields, as in Egs. (2.41-2.43).

We recall from Sect. 2.2.2 that the vertex ansatz does not trivially respect the
notion of multiplicative renormalisability. Thus we may find a residual dependence
upon the cut-off, in addition to that arising from the breaking of gauge invariance
in part due to the regularisation scheme. Before we proceed with our vertex ansatz
that purports to satisfy multiplicative renormalisability, it makes sense to explore
simpler ansétze in order to have a fair comparison. In the studies that follow, we
will employ a symmetric momentum partition, rather than the asymmetric choice
used thus far. It is believed that this will reduce further some spurious terms arising
due to the breaking of translational invariance.

In this section we examine the Kizilersii—-Pennington vertex with and without
dynamical mass generation, in unquenched QED renormalised at the scale p = 108
GeV. We compare this with the bare and hybrid-CP vertices, in addition to a CP/KP
hybrid, for a variety of gauges, thus determining the residual gauge dependence of
the critical coupling a.

82



Chapter 2: QED in Four Dimensions

2.5.1 Renormalised Bare Vertex approximation

The bare vertex approximation will manifestly break multiplicatively renormalis-

ablity, as may be seen in Eq. (2.69). One of the consequences of this is an explicit

dependence of the mass function on the renormalisation point, an artefact since this

function should be strictly independent of p. We do, however, need to gauge the

violation of multiplicative renormalisability before we can claim to have improved

upon the situation. Thus we make the following study:

. QR o yA(y)
A@) = f- Zl%/o Wy + B
X /7r dy sin? YG(z) [2:1;3/ S;n2 L 3\/“3_:”(503’:[’}
o 2z z
1

2
arér
-7
Yar /0

3CYR <
B = ZoZy h—
(z) 24mMR + 41 7r2/0 dy.A )y +32 / dip sin®

Yy
dym [;B(y)A(ﬂf)@— + B(z)A(y)@+] )

aré .
A RR/
i Jg

4NfC¥R
3n2z

1

g(x) = Z3+Z1

A%(y)

< yA(y)
/o Wy + B )

¥
y—m [-;B(y)s(me- - A(y)A(wm] ,

)

1
y + B?

7r'2 A
x/o smzﬁAz() (2)

2)2% + B%(z2)

[y (1 —4cos”¥) +3y/zycosy] |

where Z; = Z, through the Ward identity, and the renormalisation procedure is
given in Eqgs. (2.51, 2.53, 2.56). The coupling « and the gauge £ are defined at the
renormalisation point u, with critical couplings given in Table 2.13, and a plot of

the Euclidean mass in different gauges close to the critical point is given in Fig. 2.22.

Note that here we are using the gauge parameter renormalised at u; to compare

£1)  ac(p) §(r) (k)
0.0 097615 < 00 1.89575
0.6 091443 035 1.55221
0.8 089251 « 049 1.46485
1.0 0.87083 <  0.63 1.38847

Table 2.13: Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised bare vertex for a variety

of gauges.

these calculations with the unrenormalised ones, we must run the gauge from u to &,
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Figure 2.22: Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched bare vertex ap-
proximation with symmetric momentum routing in the photon equation.
The coupling is given at a(x), with gauge defined at £(u).

in the same manner that the coupling is run. To do this we use the renormalisation

group invariant af = agrég.

2.5.2 Renormalised Curtis—Pennington Vertex

The kinematic structure of the CP vertex is such that it may not be used in the
photon equation without introducing a quadratic divergence, so as before we employ
the Ball-Chiu vertex in the renormalised photon equation, with the CP-vertex in
the fermion SDE.

This vertex is constructed to satisfy multiplicative renormalisability of the mass
function and wave-function renormalisation, up to leading and next-to-leading loga-
rithms, for quenched QED. We saw the improvement this made to the gauge invari-
ance of the critical coupling in Fig. 2.10. To date, the hybrid model represented the
pinnacle of vertex ansitze for the unquenched theory. Unfortunately, in this case
we found there still to be significant gauge dependence, Fig. 2.21.

First, let us investigate the case without mass generation and so determine the
extent of gauge dependence in the (F, G) system. In Fig. 2.23 we see solutions
for four different gauges with this ansatz employed. The fermion wave-function
renormalisation depends upon the gauge parameter &, as it should. However, the
photon wave-function renormalisation should be independent of our gauge choice
due to covariance. It is clear that this is not the case, with the function depending
strongly upon changes in the gauge.

Considering now solutions exhibiting mass generation, we see representative so-
lutions in both Landau and Feynman gauge in Fig. 2.25. We determined the critical
value for the coupling in a number of gauges by plotting the Euclidean mass against
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Figure 2.23: Wave-function renormalisation and running coupling in a variety of gauges
for the symmetric momentum partition. We have employed the Curtis—
Pennington vertex.
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Figure 2.24: Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched hybrid CP ap-
proximation with symmetric momentum partition in the photon equation.
The coupling is given at a(x), with gauge defined at &(u).

coupling, Fig. 2.24, and using the mean-field scaling law of Eq. (2.149). We present
the results for the critical coupling in Table 2.14. Comparing these renormalised

§(p)  acp) (k) aclx)
0.0 087127 « 0.0 1.61346
0.2 0.88302 < 011 1.57683
0.4 0.89263 <  0.23 1.54146
0.6 089827 <  0.36 1.50705
0.8 090348 <« 049 1.47357
1.0 090681 <  0.63 1.44091

Table 2.14: Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised hybrid CP/BC vertex
for a variety of gauges.

solutions with the unrenormalised ones Fig. 2.20 we see that the flattening with
increasing £ of the photon wave-function renormalisation is not so severe. One
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in Four Dimensions
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Figure 2.25: Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling in
Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand side), with
the unquenched hybrid CP vertex.

concludes that the renormalisation procedure subtracts away some of the spurious

dependence upon the cut-off due to the regularisation procedure, though with this

vertex not satisfying MR some will remain.

2.5.3 Renormalised Kizilersii—-Pennington Vertex

Our final ansatz is that of Kizilersii and Pennington, whose properties and construc-

tion we discussed in Sect. 2.2.3. It is designed primarily to satisfy multiplicative

renormalisability for the fermion and photon wave-functions, in the massless limit.
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Since it is built upon the Ball-Chiu vertex, it automatically satisfies the Ward-
Green-Takahashi identity together with the Ward identity. In terms of our standard
set of basis vectors, we employ the following coefficients in our projections of the
Schwinger-Dyson equations:

22 oy 420 (4p%) 120 (KPP (A(kz)A(p2)>
RO = SR s @eer M A )
2 12 2y _ _E 2 oy _ 12N (k*,p°) A(R*)A(p*)
7’3(1%’%‘1) = 2)‘2(]“’10) 6 (k2+p2) In 2( 2) ’
1 (k‘ - p°)
Te (sz kzaq2) Z (k2 )2 )‘2 (k27p2) 3
7 (p°, K%, ¢°) = 0. (2.155)
The functions A;, A and A3 are defined as:
1
A (K% p?) = 5[A(/#)+A(yo"‘)],
1 1
/\2 (k2ap2) = 5]02 ) [A(k2) - ‘A(p2)] )
1
As (K%,p°) = B [B(k*) — B(p?)] . (2.156)

which also play the role of the longitudinal coefficients.
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Figure 2.26: The wave-function renormalisation and running coupling calculated in
Feynman gauge with the KP vertex, at two different renormalisation points
2 = 10° and x2 = 10® GeV2. The coupling remains identical, with the

two fermion wave-functions related by the expected scale factor, Z5.

First, let us consider massless solutions in soime gauge & # 0. We can solve the
resulting system for F and G at a renormalisation scale, which we choose to be
s = p? = 10® GeV2. We must check that we may change to a new renormalisation
point, t = p'2 = 1 GeV? say, and that our functions are either invariant, or scale

87



Chapter 2: QED in Four Dimensions

correctly. In Fig. 2.26 we show this for Feynman gauge, and indeed see from the log
plot that J scales with the expected renormalisation factor Z;. Additionally, we

find that the running coupling a(p?) = a(u?)G(p?, u?) remains invariant.
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Figure 2.27: Wave-function renormalisation and running coupling in a variety of gauges
for the asymmetric (left) and symmetric (right) momentum partition. We
have employed the Kizilersii-Pennington vertex

The KP vertex is inspired by the requirement that multiplicative renormalisabil-
ity be upheld. It is hoped that the structure required to achieve this will improve
gauge invariance, in much the same way as achieved by the CP vertex. To test this,
we calculate both F and G iteratively in a number of gauges for a fixed coupling, de-
fined at renormalisation point y? = 108 GeVZ2. The results can be seen in Fig. 2.27,
with the left panel calculated for the asymmetric momentum partition 7 = 0, and
the right panel for symmetric momenta = 1/2. We can see that the dependence of
the coupling « on ¢ is significantly reduced, as compared to the Curtis—Pennington
vertex of Fig. 2.23. One may also see that the symmetric momentum partition
performs better than the asymmetrlc choice, w1th the contribution due to spurlous

terms in our regularisation’ procedure reduced.
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2.5.4 KP-vertex with Mass Generation

We have demonstrated the efficacy of this ansatz for QED in the massless case,
and so we now wish to investigate its properties when dynamical mass generation is
realised. In Fig. 2.28 we give examples of 7, M and G for a selection of couplings
close to the critical point a., with the left-hand side corresponding to Landau gauge,
and the right for Feynman gauge.

The solutions with the KP vertex are similar to those of the CP vertex, with the
spurious numerical artefacts from the BC part of the vertex removed. We do see
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Figure 2.28: Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling in
Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand side), with
the unquenched Kizilersii-Pennington vertex.
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§p)  adp) €(r)  aclx)
0.0 090567 « 0.0 1.57830
02 0.89071 < 012 1.54203
04 087650 < 023 1.50726
0.6 0.86290 « 035 1.47359
0.8 0.84950 «  0.47 1.44023
1.0 0.83658 <  0.59 1.40804

Table 2.15: Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised KP vertex for a variety
of gauges, with partition n = 1/2.

§p) alp) §(r) ac(x)
00 089592 < 00 1.61493
02 088206 « 011 1.57685
04 086830 « 023 1.53707
0.6 085500 « 034 1.50534
0.8 084200 « 046 1.47228
1.0 0.82914 « 058 1.43966

Table 2.16: Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised KP vertex for a variety
of gauges, with partition n = 0.
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Figure 2.29: Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched KP approxima-
tion with asymmetric (left) and symmetric (right) momentum partition
in the photon equation. All couplings are given at a(x), with the gauge
defined at £(u) — see Tables 2.15 and 2.16.

with like-for-like masses generated, that the photon wave-function renormalisation is
different for these two gauges, with this reflected in the value of the critical coupling
in- Table 2.15. The dependence of the Euclidean mass on the coupling is shown in
Fig. 2.29 for symmetric momentum partition (right) and asymmetric momentum
partition (left). Consequently, the critical couplings for the asymmetric partition
are given in Table 2.16.
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2.5.5 Hybrid CP/KP vertex

The KP vertex appears to be somewhat lacking is preserving gauge invariance where
dynamical mass generation is concerned. We thus form a hybrid system, in which
the CP vertex is used in the fermion SDE, with the KP vertex utilized in the photon
SDE, with 7 = 1/2. It is hoped that, since both these ansitze are formulated in
different momentum regimes appropriate to their particular SDE, that this hybrid
system will prove a useful combination.

In Fig. 2.30 we show solutions close to the critical coupling «. for both Landau
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Figure 2.30: Wave-function renormalisation, mass-function and running coupling in
Landau Gauge (left-hand side) and Feynman gauge (right-hand side), with
the unquenched CP/KP hybrid vertex.
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Figure 2.31: Dynamically generated Euclidean mass in the unquenched hybrid CP/KP
approximation with symmetric momentum partition in the photon equa-
tion. The coupling is given at a(k), with gauge defined at £(u).

M O O )
0.0 0.89860 > 0.0 1.55043
0.2 0.89130 “ 0.12 1.54214
0.4 0.88450 > 0.23 1.53399
0.6 0.88720 — 0.35 1.52618
0.8 0.87268 — 0.46 1.51972
1.0 0.86726 — 0.57 1.51260

Table 2.17: Critical couplings for the unquenched, renormalised hybrid CP/KP vertex
for a variety of gauges, with partition n = 1/2.

and Feynman gauge. We see that this choice of hybrid vertex exhibits the same
qualitative features as our other ansédtze. The real difference lies in the residual
gauge dependence of the critical coupling. Crucially, we now see strong similarity
between the photon wave-function renormalisation in different gauges, in contrast
with results of our other vertices. We plot the Euclidean mass as a function of
the coupling for a selection of gauges in Fig. 2.31, and give numerical values in
Table 2.17. We clearly see that this combination significantly reduces the gauge
variance of the critical coupling, ¢f. Figs. 2.22, 2.24 and 2.29, though the actual
magnitude depends on the scale at which «, is measured.

It appears that, even in the unquenched theory, it is the CP-vertex is most
apposite for the fermion SDE. Though it does not know anything about the photon
and its renormalisation, it is its ability to preserve MR of the fermion mass-function
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that appears to be most important. For the photon SDE, it is the KP-vertex’s
ability to preserve MR for the photon and fermion wave-function renormalisations
that is key, with knowledge of the mass-function less relevant. Learning lessons
from the construction of both vertices — to produce a consistent ansatz respecting
multiplicative renormalisability of all three scalar functions A, B, G — is the obvious
next step in future studies.

2.6 Summary

We presented the fermion-boson vertex of QED in detail, giving a summary of
the construction of non-perturbative ansétze that are most commonly used in the
literature. To this we added the Kizilersii—-Pennington vertex whose form is such
that it preserves the multiplicative renormalisability of F and G in the massless
limit.

We investigated this novel truncation scheme, in addition to a selection of ver-
tex ansatze, in both quenched and unquenched QED. Our analysis concentrated
primarily upon the numerical solution of the Schwinger-Dyson equations for the
propagators, in which we systematically changed the coupling in order to find o, as
a function of the gauge parameter. To quantify the residual dependence of a, upon
the gauge, we form the quantity:

a£€o,R=1)(ﬁ)

QEEO’R-_—O)(KI)

A= —1| /8¢, (2.157)

where ¢ is the difference between the two £ at momentum « and is typically 1 when
unrenormalised, or ~ 0.6 at the renormalisation point u = 10* GeV.

For the quenched studies, we looked at the bare-vertex approximation for which
a sizeable dependence upon the gauge choice was found, which we quantify with a
A of 61 — 96% depending on our use of the WGTI. Employing the CP vertex, one
could determine either through brute force numerical methods or by a bifurcation
analysis, the critical coupling as a function of the gauge parameter. It was seen
that the violation of gauge invariance is significantly reduced, yielding A = 4.8%.
As a precursor to unquenched studies, we looked at the KP-vertex in the context of
quenched QED. Although performing better than the simplest vertex ansatz, with
A = 30%, we found that the logarithmic pieces of the ansatz are not well-suited
to the quenched theory, though this vertex shares some favourable characteristics
to the CP vertex, such as MR of the wave-function renormalisation in the chirally
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symmetric phase.

We continued our investigation by reviewing calculations in unquenched and
unrenormalised QED, typically restricted to the Landau gauge in the literature,
and looked at the gauge dependence of the critical coupling as a function of the
gauge parameter. We began with the bare-vertex approximation, and found that
A = 16%. Introducing a minimal dressing of the first longitudinal piece worsened
the situation, yielding A = 52%. We thus considered the full Ball-Chiu ansatz,
requiring careful treatment of numerical singularities in the photon equation, for a
range of £&. The gauge dependence of a, was quantified by A = 24%. Looking at
the hybrid CP vertex, where the BC vertex is used in the photon equation due to
quadratic divergences, we finally found A = 25% with this ansatz.

To conclude our studies of unquenched QED, we chose to renormalise our theory
at the point u? = 10® GeV2. Finding solutions once again for the bare-vertex ap-
proximation, this time with symmetric momentum partition in the photon equation,
yielded a deviation of 58% as determined by Eq. (2.157). This is exacerbated here
by the manifest violation of multiplicative renormalisability. We then considered the
hybrid CP/BC vertex, finding this time that A = 19%. The Kizlersii-Pennington
vertex was examined for both symmetric and asymmetric momentum partition in
the photon equation, yielding A = 20% and A = 21% respectively. Despite per-
forming exceptionally well in the absence of dynamical mass generation, maintaining
near gauge invariance of the photon wave-function renormalisation, its lack of re-
spect for MR of massive fermions seems to indicate a shortcoming. Motivated by the
hybrid CP/BC vertex, we formulated a new hybrid ansatz employing the CP vertex
in the fermion SDE, for whose momentum regions it is designed, using only the KP
vertex in the photon SDE. This combination resulted in a significant improvement,
as quantified by a A of only 4.4%.

It is envisaged that improvements to the KP vertex that will respect multiplica-
tive renormalisability of the fermion mass-function will improve the gauge invariance
of the critical coupling further. We will then have a tool that (approximately) satis-
fies the symmetries of the underlying field theory, which will allow one to investigate
in detail the phase structure and triviality of unquenched QED on the inclusion of

irrelevant operators.
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QED in Three Dimensions

Three dimensional QED is an interesting theory for a multitude of reasons. In the
study of finite temperature field theories, it has been proposed that at high tem-
peratures the four dimensional formulation reduces to that of three dimensions [61],
so long as the coupling « is small and we look at distances greater than the Debye
screening length T/\/c. Interest in QED; has enjoyed a resurgence in popular-
ity with potential applications to condensed matter physics, for example in certain
cuprate superconductors where the conductivity is confined to a two-dimensional
plane [62-65].

Of more pedagogical importance are the characteristics intrinsic to this theory.
It is quite different to its four dimensional cousin for, despite being an Abelian gauge
theory, its compact version exhibits the property of confinement [66-69] with the
non-compact formulation realising dynamical symmetry breaking [70], at least for a
small number of fermion flavours. Moreover, in three dimensions this theory is super-
renormalisable and so avoids the additional complication of UV regularisation of the
quantum field theory, as this can obscure the connection between the intrinsic scales
and those that appear as a consequence of symmetry breaking. Since we have one
fewer spatial dimension, the coupling becomes dimensionful, which may be useful
for the study of dynamical mass generation in GUTs where we can link the natural
scale of the theory to the scale of generated masses.

Here we do not consider compact QED in three dimensions. Instead, we concen-
trate on the non-compact version at zero temperature where the criticality of the
theory is of 1nterest Here dynamlcal mass generation occurs for a small number of
" active fermions in the loop corrections to the photon propagator, with potential for
some critical point NJ?"”. The degree of mass generation is measured by the correla-

tor (11). This correlator may depend upon the parameter Ny, but of course should
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be gauge independent since it is reasoned to be a physical observable. There have
been many studies of the hierarchy of mass generation in this theory [71-76] and
several lattices studies have been performed [77-79]. These have taken a number of
different approaches to the problem at hand — one of identifying the existence of a
second order phase transition. Each have come to different conclusions.

Extensive investigations have been employed using the SDE approach to non-
perturbative phenomena. The SDE studies of [71,72] employed the 1/N; expansion
to leading order, when the fermion wave-function renormalisation was taken to be
identically 1. Following some further simplifications and writing the SDE as a dif-
ferential equation, the critical value for the number of active fermions could be de-
termined to be N§™ = 32/m% ~ 3.24. Higher order corrections were considered [80]
which modified the result to Nj‘i”" ~ 3.28, supporting convergence of the expansion
within this approximation scheme.

However, the existence of a critical number of active fermions in non-compact
QEDj3 was contested in [73,81] where they argue that the 1/N; expansion is a poor
approximation for momenta p <« M(0), the region of importance for dynamical
breaking of chiral symmetry. Indeed, it was argued that the fermion wave-function
renormalisation could contribute large O(Ny) corrections, a possibility that could be
equally true for the mass function. It was suggested that the scale of the dynamically
generated mass m was related to the number of flavours via:

log M(0) ~ —Ny, (3.1)

that is, the mass function decreases exponentially as a function of the number of
flavours. This behaviour is a numerical challenge in Schwinger-Dyson studies, for we
must work with a large momentum range. The scale poses an even greater challenge
for calculations performed on the lattice, necessitating huge volumes to work with
such potentially small masses. It has also been suggested that finite volume effects
may lead to an artificial phase transition on the lattice [82].

In the literature there have been many attempts to determine N}’”t through
methods other than SDE and the Lattice. A renormalisation group analysis [83]
suggests that the critical number of flavours may fall in the range 3 < N;”t <4.1If
one considers the inequality fir < fyv, where f is the thermodynamic free energy,
one finds through counting of the number of degrees of freedom that N 7 < 3/2.
However, this inequality may be inapplicable due to the system not being weakly
interacting [84]. One further approach is to draw analogy between QED; and the
Thirring model, which has the same breaking of global symmetries. Numerical
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studies [85-87] suggest 4 < N§™ < 6.

Calculations of non-compact QED; performed on the lattice have been performed
for a number of integer values of Ny, recently for Ny = 2 [88] and Ny = 1,4 [79].
Though evidence for dynamical symmetry breaking is found for Ny = 1, the con-
densate is too small to be determined on the lattice for Ny = 2, placing only an
upper bound. For N; = 4 it was hoped that qualitative differences would be ev-
ident, though if the condensate does drop off exponentially, as in Eq. (3.1), the
computational requirements for Ny > 2 may be too demanding to say anything
definitive.

In the next few sections we will first highlight the differences between com-
pact and non-compact formulations of QEDj3, thus motivating our choice of study.
We present the Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin (LKF) transformation in momentum
space, which we will use to explore the gauge covariance of our numerical solutions.
We then perform extensive numerical calculations of quenched and unquenched three
dimensional QED, in different gauges. We finish with a short corollary of the LKF
transformation that confirms some of our numerical findings.

3.1 Compact/Non-Compact

Since our gauge theory here is still that of Quantum Electrodynamics, irrespective
of the number of space-time dimensions, our Lagrangian is still written:

. 1
Loep; = V(' Dy)y — 7 i — o2

2

However, as a result of having one fewer spatial dimensions, QED in three dimensions

(8,4%)* . (3.2)

is a very different theory to that of its four dimensional counterpart. We have already
touched upon some of these differences, which we will further investigate numerically,
but for now discuss the composition of the three dimensional theory. It turns out
that the choice of representation is very important in QEDj3, for in the construction
of the Dirac equation it is only necessary to have three y matrices. It is thus possible
to write the 2 x 2 representation, in terms of the Pauli sigma matrices:

v’ =03, v =0y, v? =0y (3.3)

which satisfies the Clifford algebra {y*,~v"} = 2¢g**, with ¢ = diag (1, —1, —1) the
metric.

However, if we restrict ourselves to the 2 x 2 representation, we find there are no
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remaining 2 X 2 matrices that anti-commute will all of our 4. This is significant,
for it means there is no generator of the chiral symmetry that may be broken by a
mass term of the form majp. Thus the massive theory in the 2 x 2 representation
contains the same symmetries as the massless one, trivialising the phase structure.

Since our interest lies with the dynamical generation of mass, it is necessary to
formulate three dimensional QED using the 4 X 4 representation familiar to QED.
Here one could choose the Weyl representation of the -y matrices to be:

0 03 0 1 101 0 9 109 0
_ , — 7 = . (34
i ( 0 —o3 ) 7 ( 0 —ioy ) 7 ( 0 -0, > (3:4)

This time we have the choice of two 4 x 4 matrices that anti-commute with the ~°,

, (o s (o1
7—1(110), 'y—z(_HO). (3.5)

and so our (massless) Lagrangian is invariant under a global U(2N) symmetry with

! and %

the generators 1, v°, 7%, [v3,7°]. We could break this with a mass term of the form:

my [v*,7°] ¥, (3.6)

though this is not invariant under parity. Thus we introduce the usual mass term
of the form mn) to our Lagrangian:

-, 1 , 1
Larps = P(ir" Dy —m = ZFuF* = o7 (0,44 . (37)
This is of the same form as four dimensional QED in the previous section, other
than having a different space-time dimension d.

3.1.1 LKFT in momentum space

It has been shown that for QED in three dimensions, where the integrals are mani-
festly convergent, that the LKF transformation may be applied directly in momen-
tum space [89], so long as one makes positive shifts in the gauge parameter. If we
wish to perform a negative shift in the gauge parameter, it is necessary to Fourier
transform our momentum- space Green’s functions to coordinate space, apply the
LKF transform directly, and then Fourier transform back [90].

In order to derive the momentum space LKF transformation, we start with
the usual expressions for the fermion propagator, which in both coordinate and
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momentum space are written:

S(z;6) = #X(z;6) +Y(x;¢) (3.8)
. AT
B S Mo
= —igKx({p; &) + Ky(p;€), (3.9)

where the functions Kxy(p;{) are related to the parameterisations F(p;€) and
M(p; §) by:

F(p; )

Kx(p, — 2 3.10

X(p f) p2 +M2(p,§) ( )
F(p; )M (p; §)

K _ 7 3.11

These two representations are related via the usual Fourier transforms:

. — d3p —ipT .

S@e) = [ e sw:o). (312)

S(p;€) = /d3p "8 (w;€) . (3.13)

It is obvious that these Fourier transforms also relate the individual components of
the propagator.
In coordinate space, the LKF transformation is given by:

S(z; &) = e S(z;0), (3.14)

where a = /8w, and we assume the propagator starts in Landau gauge. If we
start in a covariant gauge &, then one simply replaces £ by £ — &; in the following
Egs. (3.17-3.19). Since we have that

X(z;0) = —+/dap e ?%p . zKx(p;0),
(2m)° 2 (3.15)
1 3 —ip-T .
Y(z;0) = “ d°’p e P Ky (p;0) ,
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which on performing some trivial angular integrations yields:

‘ 1 b 2 sin pz _
X(z;0) = W/o dpp (COSPCU - T ) Kx(p;0),
e . (3.16)
sin pz
Y(z;0) = —— [ dpp® Ky (p;0),
(z;0) onZ | PP ( o ) v(p; 0)
we can use Eq. (3.14) to move from Landau gauge to a more general gauge:
OO - A A sin pz _
X(z;€) = m/{) dpp (COSPIE— p )KX(P, 0)
(3.17)
e~ > sin px
Y{(z: = 2 Ky (p;0) .
(LE, g) ) \/0' dp p ( pT ) Y(p, O)

Using the inverse Fourier transform of Eq. (3.12) applied to the components K y:

Kx(p;¢) = /d‘“’xei”'xX(:r;é),
(3.18)
Ky(p;§) = /d3x ePTY (;€) .

So long as the LKF transformation parameter a > 0, the integrals are convergent
and we can swap the x and p integrations:

a 1
Kxni€) = =5 [ " AR K x (k; 0)[ Lot +]
3.19
a [ 1 1 ( )
Kowi§) = = [ dkkRy(0) |- - |

where we have employed the shorthand ax = a® + (k £ p)2.

3.2 Numerical Review

There are extensive examples in the literature of numerical determinations of QED3
for a variety of different vertex ansitze and approximations. As with most non-
perturbative studies, we start with the simplest system and proceed to relax these

_ restrictions or improve upon our assumptions. We thus start with the quenched the- . . . .,

ory, followed by a one-loop dressing of the photon equation and eventually building
up to the unquenched system.

In the forthcoming sections it will be necessary to quantify our models by de-
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termining the chiral condensate in systems where spontaneous breaking of chiral
symmetry is realised. To this end, we use the standard formula:

() = lim (0 OV [0) = ~Trp [Sr(@)], o

— Bk B(k?)
= 4/ (271_)3 k2.A2(k2) + 82(]92) ) (3.20)

which should give the same value to that of the asymptotic formula:

4

msz(pz) , for p? large . (3.21)

(¥9) = -
We will find in the following that the particular choice of vertex ansatz leads to vary-
ing degrees of agreement between these two equivalent determinations of extracting
the condensate. This is because descrepencies in the choice of vertex ansatz will
break the delicate correlation between different momentum regions. In addition to
this, the use of a vertex not embodying the correct structure will lead to an artificial
gauge dependence of this physical observable. We now explore the more common
vertex ansétze in both the chirally symmetric and broken phases.

3.2.1 Quenched Approximation

Quenched models are the natural starting point for any numerical study of the
Schwinger-Dyson equations. In the context of QED, this approximation involves
neglecting contributions from virtual fermion loops in our gauge boson propagator.
Hence, we set our photon dressing function G(p?) = 1, or equivalently the photon
polarisation scalar to be II(p?) = 0. Thus, our preliminary study only entails the
SDE for the fermion propagator and, depending on the form of the vertex ansatz,
one may often evaluate the angular integrals analytically.

It is enlightening not only to study those solutions in which we have dynamical
symmetry breaking, but also to look into the properties of the vertex ansatz in the
chiral symmetric phase. This latter case leads to a simpler set of equations that

may also yield analytic solutions.

-1 -1

-~ ®— = — 4

Figure 3.1: The quenched fermion SDE for QEDj3. Filled dots indicate full propagators
and vertices.
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We obtain a similar trend for the scale of the condensate as a function of Ny as in
the other ansdtze. However, what is clear is there exists a disagreement between the
two methods for extracting the value of the condensate. Comparing these results
with the Ball-Chiu vertex, it is possible that the transverse pieces like log F(p?)
interfere with the relationship between the infrared and ultraviolet behaviour. In-
deed, the Curtis—Pennington vertex involves the mass function M, an ingredient
missing from the Kizilersii-Pennington ansatz. The regulation that this provides in
the infrared may be the key linking the asymptotic and integral evaluations of the
condensate, as may be replacing the logarithmic pieces of the ansatz with something
more appropriate.

3.2.4 Unquenched Results for £ # 0

We now look towards the dependence of the condensate on the number of flavours
Ny away from Landau gauge. For the Ball-Chiu vertex we have calculated the con-
densate for Ny = 1,2 in different gauges, the results of which we give in Table 3.12.
The discrepancy between the two values of the condensate is more evident for £ # 0,

_ Nf=1_ _ Nf=2_ _ Nf=3_

5 - <wd}>asu B <w¢>mt B <1’m’b>asu _ <¢¢>mt B <¢,¢)>asy — <w¢>mt
0.0[1.19-107% 1.20-10°[1.21-107% 1.26-10% |813-10% 9.11-10°8
1.0 2.08-107% 1.81-103|1.03-10"% 0.866-107° | 0.682-10"3 0.562-103
2.0(237-107% 2.00-107%|1.23-10~% 0.999-10"%|0.881-10"3 0.705-1073

Table 3.12: Condensates for the unquenched BC vertex as a function of the number of
active fermions, Ny, evaluated for different gauges.

with the magnitude linked the the scale of dynamically generated mass. What we
see is that, for £ > 0 the condensate drops approximately by a factor of two as we
move from Ny = 1 to Ny = 2, and again as we move from Ny = 2 to Ny = 3.
However, in the Landau gauge this drop is of order ten, followed by a drop of 103.
In Fig. 3.18 we show the effect LKF transforming the solutions has on the value
of the calculated condensate, for Ny > 1 and for different start gauges. As alluded
to before, we find that the condensate remains perfectly flat. This trivial fact is
discussed in the next section.
" For'the CP-vertex we have closer agreement between the asymptotic and integral
extraction of the condensate:
We now consider the Kizilersii-Pennington vertex in different gauges with Ny =
1. From Table 3.14 we still see strong gauge dependence upon the condensate,
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solutions in arbitrary covariant gauge with those obtained by LKF transformations
of Landau gauge SDE studies, finding that gauge covariance was violated for all but
the CP vertex, which fails to match perturbative calculations. We also employed
the KP vertex to complete the numerical study, finding that it was a poor ansatz in
quenched QED;.

We turned our attention to unquenched studies in multiple gauges where the
criticality of the theory is of interest. The KP vertex proved to be largely inapplica-
ble here due to its explicitly four-dimensional forms, and was hence not appropriate
in furthering estimates for N¢™*. Solutions with the Ball-Chiu vertex in Landau
gauge were LKF transformed, for both the quenched and Ny = 1 case, which on
comparison with the relevant SDE solutions again showed violation of gauge covari-
ance. Qualitatively, the solutions behave quite differently with the shoulder of the
LKF obtained mass-function generally moving down and to the right with increasing
gauge; the SDE solutions simply move downwards.

Though the LKF transformations tell us nothing more about the validity of our
solutions, there is still use for them. In order to use these as a tool for learning
more about vertex construction, one must turn their attention towards the LKFT
of higher order Green’s functions, i.e. the three-point vertex, whose LKFT is given
by Eq. (1.102). Although a difficult task even in three-dimensions, if successfully ap-
plied to even the bare-vertex in Landau gauge, it is likely to show how the structure
of the vertex for arbitrary covariant gauges is built-up, highlighting inadequecies in

our existing ansétze.
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Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) is the accepted description of quarks and gluons
at the Lagrangian level. It has enjoyed much success in studies at high-energies
where its property of asymptotic freedom allows one to perform perturbative ex-
pansions. There we find remarkable agreement between theoretical calculations and
their experimental measurements. These perturbative calculations rely upon the
LSZ formalism, in which asymptotic states are regarded as free fields. Although
this works well for gauge theories such as QED, the situation is far more compli-
cated in QCD where asymptotic states are composite. Indeed, quarks and gluons
have not been directly observed, a phenomenon known as confinement, and so these
fields do not even appear in external states.

Ultimately, any study of high-energy physics requires knowledge of low-energy
phenomena; bringing our interest towards studies of hadrons and confinement. We
must therefore formulate alternative methods to extract the relevant information
from our QCD Lagrangian. It is the understanding of how coloured objects such
as quarks and gluons come together and form into the colourless hadrons, which
necessitates a non-perturbative study of the infrared behaviour of QCD.

Many methods have been employed over the years to describe the physical spec-
trum of hadrons and their scattering processes. One of the first models, that of
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL), was developed to describe nucleons in the pre-QCD
era; its use as an effective field theory has persisted since its inception in 1961 with
many extensions and developments. Besides effective theories, many tools have
been devised with the aim of extracting information from the Lagrangian of QCD,
including chiral-perturbation theory, the operator product expansion, and lattice
field theory. This latter involves the studying of a large quantity of representative
gauge configurations on a discretized momentum grid, whose spacing acts as reg-

127



Chapter 4: Quantum Chromodynamics

ulator for the intrinsic divergences of the QFT. However, to make this simulation
tractable there are severe limits placed on the volume of space-time examined, with
the discretization softening any singularities that may be so essential to the confine-
ment process. Of course, they also have the problem of keeping quarks with such
small masses “inside the box”.

The approach that we have chosen to follow in this thesis is that of the Schwinger-
Dyson equations. In contrast to lattice methods, these can be formulated in the
continuum limit thus avoiding two key caveats of the numerically intensive lattice
method. However, as we have previously discussed, the infinite tower that comprises
the SDEs must be truncated by introducing ansétze for some sufficiently low order
n-point Green’s functions — in practice this means the three- and four-point vertices
of QCD. In Sect. 2.1 we showed how one may construct the fermion-boson vertex
of Abelian QED, upon which we will base the quark-gluon vertex of QCD. The
remaining vertices (ghost-gluon, three- and four-gluon) will be replaced by either
their bare form, some suitable dressed vertex, or neglected altogether.

In the next few sections we will introduce a selection of approximations to
the SDEs of QCD. We begin with an overview of the Quark sector and the phe-
nomenology that may be derived from our solutions, without giving specifics as to
the model employed. Following this we examine the Yang-Mills sector, with and
without ghosts, and summarise the truncation scheme of Alkofer and Fischer [96]
that will play a role in later studies. One may use these to garner phenomenolog-
ical descriptions of the non-perturbative coupling in QCD, which we contrast with
another well-established phenomenologically inspired model [97,98]. We will end
by comparing and contrasting some chiral observables, specifically the pion decay
constant, quark condensate, and another quantity known as the Euclidean mass.

4.1 Yang-Mills Studies

The Yang-Mills (YM) sector of QCD comprises of the ghosts and gluons which, due
to the self-interactions that arise from the non-Abelian group structure, is an inter-
esting system in itself to study in the absence of quarks — for example, one could
imagine bound states of gluons, the so-called glue-balls. From the Schwinger-Dyson
equatlons of Eq (1. 90) we see that there is only one contribution that involves
quark loops leadmg us to the assumptlon that the main structure of the ghost and
gluon propagators largely arises from just the YM part. Of course, rather than
calculating these directly, we could just speculate upon their form and create phe-
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nomenological models of the running coupling for use in the quark SDE. However,
we need something from which to draw inspiration, and so explicit solutions to the
YM sector — even if with some gross approximation — are a necessary requirement.
Thankfully though, it turns out that the ultraviolet behaviour is quite well-known
from perturbation theory, and that the infrared dynamics may often be calculated
analytically (for a given truncation scheme) in the Schwinger-Dyson approach, leav-
ing us the intervening momentum region open to speculation. We must remember,
however, that these Green’s functions are gauge dependent objects and so their ex-
act structure will depend greatly upon the gauge-fixing prescription and the choice
of gauge parameter.

As a first approximation, one may wish to neglect the quark loop contribution
to the YM sector of QCD, and this has formed the basis of many studies in the
literature. Initial studies were concerned with determining the infrared behaviour
of the gluon propagator and worked within the Axial gauge:

n, A" =0, (4.1)

such that the gluon propagator is transverse to the gauge vector n,. This gauge
is chosen due to the absence of ghost-fields and so that the four-gluon vertex is

projected out. Hence, the gluon propagator can be written in Euclidean space as:
¢
Dy (p*,7) = —2 (F (0", My + H (p2,7)Nw) , (4.2)

for gauge parameter v = (n - p)° /n?p?, with the two tensors M, and N, given by:

Puny + Duny 2 DuPv
M, = — , 4.3
T Guv n-p +n (n ] p)z ( )
n,n,
Now = guw-— :L? ) (4.4)

An ansatz for the three-gluon vertex is provided via recourse to the Slavnov-Taylor
identity:
g (p, q, k) = TI*(k) — II*(p) , (4.5)

where IT*(p?,v) is the gluon vacuum polarisation tensor, defined as:

n’*n,

HAMD#V:Q?’_ n-p.

(4.6)

The longitudinal component of the full-vertex may be constrained with this, yield-
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A suggestion following the same approximations used in determining Eq. (4.15) is

Lup(0:0:k) = A(0®, 6560 (p — 9)p + A-(, % k7)o, (p + q),
A k2)
+ 2——;’; 9 (W\/pq pva) p—q),

+ cyclic permutations . (4.17)

where the quantity A, is defined as:

AS( 45 K) = 2608 (gpi(‘fz)p -l ) (4.18)

The SDE for the gluon reads:

D)™ = Z[DQ] - *N.Z, / (;l—ﬂzzqch(p)Dc(q)Fu(q,p)
(4.19)

2 4
g°N.Z d*q
_ 2c 1 / (271')4 Fgfo)a(k, —0,9)Dap(q) Dpo(P)Tpon(—q, 0, 1) .

Employing the above ansétze in Eq. (4.19) and projecting with the Brown-Pennington
projector gives:

1 2N 2 Z(0)G(h") 2(8)G(¢*)
zH - BT & {Nlp AR )
»? q° 2
e N <g()q< ZOIE) 7y ZLIE| 96
2 2.2
- O [ (0o ) (GGG - ()5
4(k-g) —3k gk? — kzng(kg)g(qz)}m}q (4.20)

Explicit forms for N; are given in the appendices of [113].

These two equations are simplified yet further by the introduction of angular
approximations. For the ghost SDE, the angular replacement G(p?) — G(k?) is
made for ¢° < k?, whilst for ¢> > k? the substitution is G(p?),G(k?) — G(¢°).
Similar replacements occur for Z. The angular approximations for the gluon SDE
.are detailed in .[113] and necessitates the ¢ < k? contribution from the three-
gluon loop to be neglected. The authors therein showed numerically that this was
an acceptable approximation since we are most concerned with the infrared and
ultraviolet behaviour rather than the interpolating behaviour between these regions.
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The resultant equations to solve in this scheme are hence:

L = Z g2 3N 1 2 2 Azd_q2 2 2
g ~ P iem 4 {23(’“ W)+ | 7 E@)9@) . (421)
and:
1 B g2 Nc k2 qu 7q4 17 q2 9 \ ,
Z(kZ) - Z3+leﬁ7ﬂ?{/; 'k_g (ﬁp _?ﬁ_g) Z(q )g(q)
A2 dq2 7k2 \ ,
[, F (G 7) 2eee) )

2 k2 7 29 .2 A? 2
9° Ne 49°3¢" ooy Lo 1/ dg”
*l6m2 3 {/0 Kz 2o R)G(@) = 39°(K) + 5 e ?G%¢?) )

By undertaking an infrared analysis, it was found that the resulting solutions have
a power-like behaviour

Z(p?) « (11, G(®) x (p*) " (4.23)

The calculation contained within [113] concluded that this k£ ~ 0.92. This system
was solved numerically in [114].

Following this work, Atkinson and Bloch [115] found inconsistency with this
ansatz and the angular approximations. They performed a similar analysis by em-
ploying a bare, rather than dressed vertex and the y-max approximation®. Starting
from Eq. (4.20), on removing the dressing and performing the trivial angular inte-
grals, one is left to solve:

1 ~ ¢2N, k2 dg? ) ¢ 3¢ ) A? dg* 0 2
= Zi+ 7 a9 _9 L o , dg*
Z(%) SRy (/0 9 |~ T o g(‘JH/ 220 @)
2 k2 4 2 4 2
INe| [0 A0 5oy (T8 199 50
T2 g2 [/0 K2 Z(k)<2k4 2%~ 3) 2@
A2 4 9 2
dg 7k 2/ .2
= (-71+— )2
+/k2 7 ( 7+8qz) (¢ )]
1 - - 992]\/'C l/k2 dq2 q2 A? dg®
0

G(k?) SRV DTS Fﬁz<k2)g(q2)+/;cz qTZ(QQ)Q(qz)] -(4.24)

At which point a further simplification was made, the omission of the term corre-
sponding to the gluon loop (i.e. set Z; = 0). An infrared analysis of this system with

n this case, this entails G(p?) — G(min(p?, ¢)) and similarly for Z(p?).
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the angular approximation yields a similar power-law behaviour, with x ~ 0.77.

So far we have seen two truncation schemes, one with a dressed vertex, that
aimed to solve the coupled system of ghosts and gluons. These both came to the
conclusion that, in Landau gauge, it was the ghost that is singular in the infrared,
whilst the gluon vanishes. Moreover, further analysis showed that a renormalisation-
group invariant was:

a= 272237200 , (4.25)

and, noting that in Landau gauge Z; = 1 [116], one could identify this with the
running coupling:
a(p®) = a(p®) Z(p*)G*(p*) - (4.26)

With the definition of the non-perturbative coupling given in Eq. (4.26), together
with the infrared analysis of Eq. (4.23) we have an infrared stable fixed point, o, ~
9.5 for Alkofer et al, while Atkinson et al obtain a, ~ 11.47

Before considering further ansétze, or indeed removing the angular approxima-
tion, we must first consider the ultraviolet behaviour of these solutions. From an

expansion in a, we expect for some perturbative renormalisation point pu:

Z(p?) = Z(u?) (1 + wlog Z—Z) : (4.27)

Q
o~
3
N
~—
I

P\’
G(p?) (1 + wlog E) , (4.28)

where the exponents v and é should be related via v + 26 = —1. In the case of

Atkinson et al [115], the omission of the gluon loop was expected to cause incon-
1
8
anomalous dimensions. Composing the running coupling, we find 3y = 4, in stark

sistency. They find v = ¢ and 6 = —% which does not agree with the one-loop

contrast to By = 11 we would expect for quenched QCD with N, = 3.

4.1.2 Removing Angular Approximations

So far we have discussed some of the preliminary studies of QCD involving the
Schwinger-Dyson approach to non-perturbative phenomena. It is generally believed
that confinement requires some form of singularity in the Yang-Mills sector, and
those studies in Axial gauge, or in which ghosts are neglected, necessarily gave this
role to the gluons.

However, recent studies including the ghost contribution [112,113,115] found
that in Landau gauge, that it is the ghost that becomes singular in the infrared,
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and the bare three-gluon vertex is dressed according to:

1 G(kz)—2—66 G(qz)—2—66 1"(0)

FAuu(k’p;Q): Zl(,u,A) Z(k2)1+25 Z(q2)1+25 ,\pu(kap; q) (4'33)

with ¢ = k£ — p. Two loop-like diagrams are ignored, as are the tadpoles that
contribute an infinite constant removed by renormalisation. The SDEs for the ghost

and gluon, Fig. 4.5, are therefore:

L g_gn, [ Bk K@)
g = BN [ G et dewz() w34)
! == 2& d4k M(ﬂf,y,z) 4
2w = 0y e we),
A d*k Q(z,y,2) Gly)~2% G(z)~2-6¢
+g?/(27r)4 Ty Z)®  Z(z)% (4.35)

where z = p?, y = k? and z = (k — p)? = ¢°>. We define the general projector:
Pubv
P;(ﬁ/) = (Sp,u - C ;2 ) (436)
where { = 4 is the Brown-Pennington projector, and ¢ = 1 the transverse projector.

Applying the projector, Eq. (4.36), to the gluon SDE of Eq. (4.19), and subtracting
quadratic terms in 4 — ¢ according to Eq. (3.32) of [27], yields the kernels:

wena = ()

e = (G- it)gea-it
+%(x_2‘4($+y)+y—2>
_(§§+i+%%)+z(%+é>+z%;—y, (4.37)

where we have set { = 1. The philosophy here is that both subtractions take place
in the gluon loop to prevent. interference with the infrared properties. An infrared

analysis provides us with power-law solutions:
Z(z) = Az* | G(z) = Bx™". (4.38)
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As in the previous section, it was noted that from the Slavnov-Taylor identity Z, =
g 7 g2 lisati . . )
9Z3Z3'" a renormalisation group invariant was:

o= 272237200 . (4.39)

Combining this with the result in Landau gauge, Z; = 1 [116], we arrive at the

non-perturbative running of the coupling as fixed by the ghost-gluon vertex:

a(p?) = a(u’) G*(0°, 1) 2(0°, %), (4.40)

where we have used o = g%/4w. Using the power laws of Eq. (4.38) we obtain the
fixed point value of the coupling in the infrared:

2
g 2
0)==AB 4.41
o(0) = £ AB?, (441)
in terms of the coefficients A and B. Infrared matching with the transversal tensor
gives rise to £ ~ 0.595353. With this value for &, the fixed point for the coupling in

the infrared is found to be: 8015
a(0) ~ N (4.42)

This entails that A and B of Eq. (4.38) are related. As a result, we cannot employ
the renormalisation condition G(u?) = Z(u?) = 1 and must instead use the more
relaxed condition Z(u?)G?(u?) = 1.

Numerically, the gluon equation is subtracted at the renormalisation point p? =
s = 980.975 with the ghost equation subtracted at ¢ = 0. This latter choice is
necessary to give numerical stability to the solution, and momentum units are left
unspecified for now. We are in fact free to choose values for A or B, so long as
they satisfy the relation of Eq. (4.41), and this consequently determines Z (1) and p
though the requirement that our functions remain smooth at some infrared matching
point. We make the arbitrary choice A = 420, which leads to Z(s) = 0.26847 to
avoid discontinuities in the IR?. By specifying a(u?) = g2/4m = 0.97 we determine
the value of the renormalisation point.

The momentum scale is fixed by requiring a(M%) = 0.1176 at the Z-mass, Mz =
91.187 GeV. The two dressing functions are shown in Fig. 4.6 together with the
non-perturbative running of the coupling, Eq. (4.40). The bump in the intermediate
momentum region was deemed unphysical, and so fits were employed that eliminated

2These values were suggested by Christian Fischer, who also provided advice on the numerical
procedure.
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not just the quark propagator Sr, but the full quark-gluon vertex, I'y, and the
gluon propagator D#”. Note that the ghost does not explicitly appear here, bar the
renormalisation factors; its presence is implicit in both the gluon propagator and
the quark-gluon vertex. In general covariant gauge the gluon propagator is:

kuk,,) Z(k?)

.k,
Duu(k) = (gy,u - k2 k2 £

Kt

+¢ (4.47)

from which we derive the bare gluon propagator, ng,), by taking Z(k?) = 1. Typi-
cally we shall work in the Landau gauge, for which £ = 0, also leading to the result
Z, =1[116].

We leave the proposition of suitable ansétze to the next section, instead con-
centrating upon what phenomenological quantities one may derive from the quark
propagator. Models with sufficient integrated strength below 1 GeV provide a non-
trivial vacuum such that a mass gap is created. This notion of dynamical mass gen-
eration was explored in the context of Abelian field theories for QED in both three
and four dimensions: for the three-dimensional formulation chiral symmetry was
broken dynamically for all values of the coupling, due to its dimensionality, though
a critical phase may exist in the number of active fermions; and four-dimensional
QED where it is the coupling strength that determines phase transitions.

For QCD it is the chiral limit where our interest lies. Here, the Goldstone mode
associated with the breaking of chiral symmetry is the pion. Employing the Bethe-
Salpeter equations to study the quark-antiquark bound state, one may calculate the
neutral pion decay constant f,. The difficulty here is how to relate the ansatz in
the SDE with that present in the BSE, with little progress being made beyond the

rainbow approximation. To calculate f, we can use the Pagels-Stokar [117] equation:

2 NC dk2k2 A_l(kQ;:u?)

o N k2 dM(K?)
T 4t (k2 + M2(k2))

2(M2(k2)—7/\4(1¢2) 3 ) (4.48)

which only embodies the leading order contribution, and is known to typically un-
derestimate the pion decay constant by approximately 10%. A different expression
for f2 may be obtained by considering the residue at the pion pole of the meson
propagator instead of the matrix element of the axial current. Including the fermion
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dressing function A(p?) in Eq. (2) of [118] gives:

2,corr _& A_l(kz;:uz) 2012 __k_2 2 dM(k2)
I - 47f2/dk2k2(k2+M2(k2))2!(M ) =5 M) =55 >( )
4.49

K (AMEDN? K2, o (AMEDN? K2, dM(K?)

?( dk? ) M (k)( dk? ) — g ME) e

As with the Pagels-Stokar formula, Eq. (4.48), this involves only the mass-function
and fermion wave-function renormalisation, with derivatives, and is hence calculable
from our solutions to the Schwinger-Dyson equations.

The non-trivial vacuum is polarised by long range gqg correlations, or condensates,
whose scale determines the mass dynamically generated. The scale of this may
be determined by exploring the short-distance behaviour of the quarks with the
Operator Product Expansion (OPE):

2?2 C (1 Tm—1
M(pz)asym = T'Ym}? (5 log (p2/AQC'D)> ) (450)

with C = — (gq), a renormalisation point (RP) independent quantity. The exponent,
Ym, is the one-loop anomalous dimension of the quark mass function; its value
12/(11N, — 2Ny) is known from one-loop perturbation theory.

Alternatively, we may obtain the RP-dependent quark condensate by evaluating
—iTr [Sr(0)], which in momentum space is:

d'k
(2n)"

Here Trp is the Dirac trace, while Tr acts on both Dirac and colour space. The

~@0), = Zalp N (s N [ <2547 7). (451)

renormalisation factor Z,,(p, A) is extracted from calculations of the mass function
away from the chiral limit. The (normal-ordered) RP dependent chiral condensate
can be related to the RP independent one by a one-loop running:

(qg) = (%log K ) (q9), - (4.52)

Abep

. These. two quantities, f, and (gq) are determinable -through experiment and thus
serve as a check of the model that we employ, and stand at 92 £ 3 MeV and
—(235MeV =+ 15)3 respectively [119,120].
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4.2.1 Phenomenological Models

Before we consider solutions as obtained by pure SDE studies, we first touch upon
purely phenomenological approaches. While we have an idea of the form of the
running coupling at large momenta, it is the intermediate and deep infrared regions
for which we have a lack of knowledge. However, it is recognised that the phe-
nomenology of the quark sector cannot be sensitive to precise details of the coupling
in this region, and so one aims to provide an ansatz that gives sufficient integrated
strength in the infrared, thus generating the required mass-gap of QCD. There have
been many suggestions for this in the literature [97,98] which have been extensively
studied. Following the lead of Maris et al. [97,98], we will employ an ansatz for
¢°D,.,(p — k) which has been shown to be consistent with studies of bound state
mesons, and consider other modellings elsewhere. Since this simple model assumes
a rainbow vertex truncation, the solutions are not multiplicatively renormalisable
and so depend on the chosen renormalisation point. The renormalisation scheme is
one of modified momentum subtraction at some point u. This we take to be at 19
GeV to compare with earlier studies. We use:

9 Zy

4 Z, Dy(q) = @ (¢*) DR() , (4.53)

where the coupling is described by [97,98]:
a(f®) = =5Dg* exp(—¢*/uw?)
e

2T Ym
log (T +(1+ q2/A?QCD)2)

+ x [1—exp (—¢°/ [4mi])] , (4.54)

with

my = 0.5GeV , T =e -1 ,
Ym = 12/(33—-2N;) , Agep = 0.234GeV.

Note that in Eq. (4.53) a renormalisation factor, Zs, is dropped. This gives rise
to a subtractive renormalisation procedure at the cost of breaking multiplicative
renormahsablhty, though this is already broken at the level of the bare vertex ansatz.

In past studles AQCD is taken to be 234 MeV a value we too shall use. The
parameters w and D control the infrared behaviour of the coupling a(q?) for mo-
menta less than Agep, or strictly speaking m;. The pion decay constant correlates
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suitably sized value for the condensate is obtained, together with f, and a range of
quantities associated with meson observables.

We must note that this model does not respect multiplicative renormalisability
(MR), and so the mass function is dependent upon the chosen renormalisation point
p?. There are various ways we may restore MR. The simplest is to keep the bare
vertex, but replace the Z, of Eq. (4.53) by Z;'. This is equivalent to dropping
the subtractive renormalisation of Maris and Tandy, and choosing the vertex to
be I'* = Zy¥*; hence we refer to this as the Z, vertex. This has previously been
employed [27] in the quark equation, to act as a comparison for more complicated
vertices. The renormalisation procedure should be changed appropriately to take
into account this extra multiplicative constant. We have performed parameter scans
in D and w for the Maris-Tandy model with both the bare and Z, vertex, calculating
the condensate (gq), pion decay constant f, and the Euclidean Mass p* = M?(p?).
These are displayed as contour plots in Fig. 4.9.

For multiplicative renormalisability to be realised, the components of the vertex
should behave like I ~ A, which is the inspiration behind the Z2 vertex. Then all of
our dressed vertices, from the Minimal Ball-Chiu to the Kizilersi--Pennington ver-
tex, preserve MR in Landau gauge. We have similarly calculated chiral observables,
and the Euclidean mass, on a parameter grid in order to compare the effect of the
vertex dressing on parameter choices. All dressed vertices favour smaller values for
D to obtain similarly valued observables. We can see parameter scans for the Mini-
mal Ball-Chiu and Ball-Chiu vertices in Fig. 4.10, while the Curtis—Pennington and
Kizilersii-Pennington are given in Fig. 4.11. We are working in the Abelian approx-
imation, where we use the WGTI rather than the Slavnov-Taylor identies of QCD -
our three vertices (Ball-Chiu, Curtis—Pennington, and Kizilersii~Pennington) that
respect the WGTI behave similarly. We see that in order to obtain similar values
for the condensate and pion decay constant, the range of viable parameters is very
different between the different vertex ansitze — the additional Dirac structure clearly
plays a sizeable rdle in the phenomenology of the quark SDE, even for just these
basic observables.

To show the differences more clearly, we picked a particular set of parameters for
the Maris-Tandy model ~ w = 0.4 GeV and D = 0.933 GeV? for four active flavours,
Ny — and calculated the chiral observables for renormalisation point x = 19 GeV. For
different verticés, we changed only the parameter D of the ansatz for the coupling
in order to match the quark condensate in the Maris-Tandy model. The results
are given in Table 4.1. We give the pion-decay constant as calculated through
Pagels-Stokar, Eq. 4.48, and via the Barducci et al formula of Eq. (4.49). We see
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Vertex | f Mg (- <¢¢>a3y)1/3 (- <¢¢>mt)l/3
[MeV] [MeV] [MeV] [MeV]

72 39.1 159.1 162.5 159.1

BC 64.1  257.8 284.0 268.0

CP 83.0 324.3 297.8 293.0

KP 90.8  355.0 325.1 313.9

Table 4.3: Chiral observables and Euclidean mass for a selection of vertex ansitze em-
ploying non-perturbative running of the Tiibingen model, without smoothing
out the bump.

is employed. However, for the quark-gluon vertex an ansatz has been specified such
that lattice results for the quark propagator have been reproduced on a similar
manifold. Solving the system also in the infinite volume/continuum limit one can
then study how finite volume affects the pattern of dynamical chiral symmetry
breaking [121].

In the infinite volume/continuum limit, i.e on R?, the solutions for the ghost and
gluon propagator are given by Fig. 4.6. The ansatz for the quark-gluon vertex is:

F,,(k, ,UQ) = Y I_‘1(1‘72) FZ(kz’ /1'2) PB(k2a /1'2) ) (463)

with the components:

Ty (k) = ™ im , 4.64
) = R R ) 4oy
To(k? 1) = G(K*,1%) G(¢P1®) Zs(p?) b [In(K? /A +7)]""°  (4.65)
2 2y _ 2y A(M) + k*/Adep
where § = —9/44 is the (quenched) one-loop anomalous dimension of the ghost,

¥m = 12/33 the corresponding anomalous dimension of the quark and 7 = e —1 acts
as a convenient infrared cutoff for the logarithms. The quark mass dependence of
the vertex is parameterised by:

a
1+ agM(C?)/Agep + asM?(C?) /Adcp’

a(M) = (4.67)

where M (¢?) is determined during the iteration process at ¢ = 2.9 GeV. The pa-
rameters have been fitted to lattice results using a staggered [122]| and an overlap
action [123]. Here we use only the fit to the overlap quark; the corresponding pa-
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regions are heavily correlated), while the Lattice model decreases. This essentially
describes the differences in shape of the mass function as obtained through the two
models. For the Lattice-model, the ansatz provides for screening of the interaction
due to massive quarks. Since this is modelled by comparison with Lattice studies,
it is hoped that an interaction of this form will provide more a more realistic input
for bound state studies of mesons.

4.3 Summary

We have explored the pure Yang-Mills sector of QCD, looking briefly at ghost-free
gauges, covariant gauges without ghosts and finally the full ghost-gluon system.
This culminated in an ansatz [96] for the non-perturbative running coupling with
an infrared fixed point. Taking the same solutions to the quenched ghost-gluon
system, confined to a torus to simulate finite volume effects of Lattice QCD, and
using the quark-gluon vertex ansatz of Eq. (4.63) to fit to Lattice data, a model was
found [121] that could be extrapolated to the continuum limit. This we compared
with a phenomenologically derived model, whose parameters are tuned such that
they reproduce chiral and meson observables in studies with the Bethe-Salpeter
equations. In the first we examined how different vertex ansétze affect the calculable
chiral observables, in particular that of the Kizilersii-Pennington vertex. We found
that by tuning the condensate, the quark mass function with the Ball-Chiu, Curtis—
Pennington and Kizilersii-Pennington vertex exhibited moderate variation for the
pion decay constant and Euclidean mass, and so the transverse structure makes
only small differences to the correlation between these variables. For the Tibingen
model we found that introducing the KP vertex did produce a sizeable difference,
giving rise to condensates ~ 20% larger, owing to differences in the infrared and
intermediate momentum regions that feed back on the solutions of the SDE.

Each of these models share qualitatively similar features, notably the agreement
of the mass-functions in the UV region with perturbation theory, and the generation
of dynamical mass owing to xSB. In order to further explore the differences of
these models, one must move towards bound-state studies in order to see what
dependence the extra vertex structure has on the predictions. However, this requires
development of ansitze for the BSE and SDE that are consistent in the satisfaction
of the Axial-Ward-Takahashi eqiiatién. Though there now exist such schemes as the
improved rainbow-ladder approximation, in which additional subclasses of diagrams
are infinitely summed, there is still little progress on the inclusion of additional
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vertex structure beyond the rainbow approximation.
We will further explore solutions to these models in the next chapter, where we
attempt to extract the mass dependence of the chiral condensate.
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Extracting the Condensate for

Massive Quarks

Solving the Schwinger-Dyson Equations for QCD is an entirely non-trivial process,
which we have investigated for simpler gauge theories and for QCD itself in the
previous chapters. The numerical treatment is given in Appendix A, though one
may see [124-127] for reviews. They comprise an infinite tower of coupled integral
equations, that can be solved analytically only for specific kinematical situations and
in the far infrared [128-130]. In general, some form of truncation has to be applied.
To this end we require some suitable ansatz for the three-point functions in order
to allow us to solve self-consistently for the ghost, gluon and quark propagators.
This we discussed in the previous chapter, whereby we introduced three truncation
schemes that have been tested elsewhere [97,121,131], within which one may solve
for the fermion propagator.

The solutions of the quark propagator provide for us a great deal of phenomenol-
ogy. We know that QCD is strongly coupled, and as a result the dynamics of the
interaction generate a mass-gap that for light quarks is significantly larger than the
scale of their masses present in the Lagrangian. Indeed, the mass gap generated
far exceeds the scale of the current quark masses present in the Lagrangian. The
strong coupling allows long range gq correlations to occur that polarise the vacuum.
It is the scale of these condensates that determines the mass generated, and this
gap persists even in the chiral limit. As long known this underpins much of QCD
phenomenology.

Once a solution is known for the quark propagator, either for massless or massive
quarks, one may employ the Bethe-Salpeter equations (BSE) to study bound states.
From this we can determine meson masses, together with their associated decay
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constants — the pion is hence well described, providing for us acceptable values for
both m, and f,. These studies not only require knowledge of the four point Green’s
functions, which must be consistent with ansitze employed in the SDE, but also
analytic continuation of our propagators from Euclidean p? to —p?. Both of these
steps are challenging, with no four-point kernel known that is consistent with the
quark-gluon vertex ansatz beyond the bare vertex. However, a great deal of work has
been done in this area, with simple models providing a number of results consistent
with the experimental determinations.

Although bound state studies are of great interest, we instead wish to inves-
tigate this mass generation using the Schwinger-Dyson equations with the aim of
understanding and extracting the behaviour of the §q condensate beyond the limit
of vanishing quark mass.

The interest in the value of such a condensate arises in the context of QCD
sum-rules. There the Operator Product Expansion (OPE) is used to approximate
the short distance behaviour of QCD. In studying currents like that of g;v*(vs)g;,
with ¢, = s and g; = u, d, the vacuum expectation values of %u; dd and 3s operators
naturally arise [132-134]. The value of the gg condensate for the u and d quarks
now well determined to be —(235+15 MeV)? by experiment [120] is the result in the
chiral limit. However, in the OPE it is the value of the condensates away from this
limit that actually enters. Since the current masses of the u and d quarks are only a
few MeV, the resulting condensate is expected to be close to its value in the chiral
limit, but how close? For the first 20 years of QCD sum-rules their accuracy was
never sufficient for it to matter whether this difference was even a 10% effect. This
equally applies to the estimate by Shifman, Vainshtein and Zakharov [135,136], and
also of Jamin [133], that the s condensate was (0.8 + 0.3) of the Tu and dd values.
It is the greater precision brought about by the studies of Refs. [132,137,138], for
instance, that motivate the need to learn about how the gg condensate depends on
the current quark mass. Our aim here is to illustrate a method for determining this
dependence.

For light quarks, u, d and s, studying the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the
fermion propagator in the continuum is essential, until computation with large lattice
volumes become feasible. Since the continuum Schwinger-Dyson equations can be
solved for any value of the quark mass, they also provide a natural way to bridge the
gap between lattice data at larger masses and the chiral limit of phenomendlogical
importance. Our primary focus is, of course, on QCD, but we shall draw on the
NJL model where necessary.
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5.1 Schwinger-Dyson Equations

Thus far we have demonstrated that solving the Schwinger-Dyson equations is a
difficult and challenging task, with the requirement that we provide knowledge of
higher order Green’s functions such that our truncation is efficacious. Thus far, three
models have been presented: one purely from phenomenology, though inspired in
part from the Mandelstam approximation, and two others arising through attempts
to solve the Yang-Mills sector of QCD and through complementary lattice studies.

Our chief aim is to calculate the mass function of the quark propagator for a
range of current masses. Our starting point is the renormalized Schwinger-Dyson
equation for the quark propagator:

-1 _ ©) Z2Z1 g 4
0 = Z[O0)" - [
XYuS(k)Tw (K, p) Dy (p — k) - (5.1)

In Landau gauge we note that Z; = 1. The inverse propagator S~1(p) is specified
by two scalar functions A and M:

S5~ (p) = A@®) (F + M©?)) . (5.2)

Whereas A(p?, 1) is also a function of the renormalisation point y, the quark mass
function M (p?) is renormalisation group invariant. Projecting out these two func-
tions from Eq. (5.1), we have two coupled equations that are solved using a globally
convergent iterator.

The operator product for the mass function has an expansion at large momenta
given symbolically by:

M(p®) ~ m(p®) + 2 @) +---, (5.3)

where the first term corresponds to the explicit mass in the Lagrangian, and the
second to the lowest dimension vacuum condensate. For now we just show the
momentum dependence given by the canonical dimensions, and leave for later the
implications of the anomalous dimensions of QCD. Having computed the mass func-
-tion using-the-Schwinger-Dyson-equations, the essential problem is-how to separate
these two terms in Eq. (5.3) with any accuracy if 7 is non-zero. We note that the
mass function for a physically meaningful solution is expected to be positive definite.

Concentrating on the chiral limit, the OPE for QCD is well described by the
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expression:

M(p%)

212y, C (1 Ym—1
on the consideration of anomalous dimensions, and valid only for large momenta,
where C = — (qq) is the chiral condensate. However, we are in fact interested in the
chiral condensate for massive quarks. As stated in Eq. (5.3), this time showing the

anomalous dimensions so necessary for QCD, we have:

M(p®) ~m (log (p?/A2)) "™ + 2”?’"}% (% log (p2/A§)> . , (5.5)

with again 77 taking into consideration the necessary renormalisation factors.

Separating these two functional forms proves to be a formidable task. With the
expectation that the condensate is entirely inconsequential for large masses we may
assume C = 0 for very large 7, say of the order of the charm mass and beyond, we
can attempt to fix the scale A; by consideration of large masses. From this we may
expect to fix the scale A;, whose value is not expected to equal Agep due to the
effect of corrections beyond the one-loop level. However, this in itself is naive for
it precludes the contribution of higher order corrections to the OPE present for the
very large quark masses where a vanishing condensate is expected.

Regardless of this, we attempted such a fit procedure by fixing A; from the chiral
solution, which gave Agcp as expected since higher order corrections to this piece
of the operator product expansion are suppressed by powers of p?. Despite this
foresight, we cannot expect A; to be the equal to Agep since these higher order
corrections are only suppressed by powers of logarithms. As a result, in this work
the logarithm raised to the power of the anomalous dimension of QCD, as connected
to the massive term of Eq (5.5), is in fact representative of powers of the running
coupling — and thus we employ the two-loop form given by a momentum subtraction
renormalisation scheme. Taking this on board, we fixed A; by recourse to large
quark masses, with Ay determined by chiral studies, and thus attempted to glean
the behaviour of the condensate C beyond the chiral limit. While a quantitative
number could be determined, it was clear that there still existed much ambiguity
between the two parts of Eq. (5.5): with dependence upon the fit region indicating
A, was still poorly determined, or fitted to an ambitious momentum region.

- As"arésult, we attémpted to model the whole momentum region of the quark
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mass function with the fit form [139]:

ag + as
(p2/a? +1)"  (p*/ad +1)
(p%/a3)’ 27 a

1 Ym—1
—Ym - -1lo 2a2+e) . 5.6
(p2/ag+1)237p2+a3<2 g (p*/al +e) (5.6)

M(p*) =

5 + ag (log (p*/al + ag))_7m

This is sufficient to describe the mass function for the whole momentum region under
consideration, characterised by the scales a,, ag, a4 and a;. The first two scales are
fixed by the chiral dynamics, with the latter determined from the large quark mass
behaviour, together with as which acts like an infrared regulator. The remaining
parameters ag, ag and ag are left free, to be fitted depending on the mass function
under question, with ag relating to the chiral condensate.

We applied this to the lattice model of the previous chapter, in an attempt to
extract ap and so the chiral condensate for a range of quark masses. We found
that the fitting the infrared region interfered too strongly with our intermediate and
asymptotic momentum range, thus masking the determination of the condensate
and returning artificially large values, with equally large uncertainties. This equally
applied to other quark models, even when constraints on the parameters were lifted
— too much slack existed between the many parameters and so accurately modelling
the mass-function imposed significant errors on the chiral condensate. We thus view
this as a method of obtain upper bounds on the value of the condensate, and look
towards alternative methods of extracting its value.

5.1.1 Multiple Solutions

It is at this point we note that in the chiral limit, there exist three solutions for
the mass function M(p?). These correspond to the Wigner mode (the only solution
accessible to perturbation theory), and two non-perturbative solutions of equal mag-
nitude generated by the dynamical breaking of chiral symmetry. These we denote
by:

MY (p?) =0

M(p*) = : (5.7)

M*(p*) = £M°(p*)
One can ask whether analogous solutions to these exist as we move away from the
chiral limit and what relevance they hold. Indeed, in a recent paper [140] Chang et
al. suggested that one could make an unambiguous definition of the massive quark
condensate by taking a particular combination of these solutions. The existence of
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these is restricted to the domain:
D={m:0<m<mg}, (5.8)

where only the positive-definite solution exists beyond m,,. Chang et al. found
that inside the critical domain, the solutions for both M™*(p?) and M~ (p?) exhibit
the same running current-quark mass in the ultraviolet. In terms of Eq. (5.3), this
means both solutions have the same 7 term. Noting that in the chiral limit the
M=*(p?) solutions have a condensate of opposite sign, they proposed a definition of
the massive quark condensate given by:

Aq
amu)) = Jim Zalu )NTep [ 318, - ST (5.9)

where 1 denotes the renormalisation point, and Z; = Z,Z,;. Since both propaga-
tors Sy share the same asymptotic behaviour M(p*) — m(p?) for large momenta,
potential divergencies in the integral cancel and the expression (5.9) is well defined.
The resulting condensate (m(u)) will be equal to the one for the physical M+ so-
lution provided Si have condensates of equal magnitude also away from the chiral
limit. However, we will show that this assumption is not correct. Morever, we find
here that there is in fact an analogous solution Sy, to the Wigner mode of the chiral
limit. (This has been noted in the revised version of [140]). This solution has the
same ultraviolet running current quark mass, i.e. all three, M, and My, have the
same m(p?) in their OPE, see Eq. (5.3). Consequently, the combination:

S(B)=(2-p8)Sr —BS-+2(6-1)Sw, (5.10)

has its asymptotics controlled by the second term of the OPE, Eq. (5.3), for any 3.
Thus we can extend the definition of Chang et al. [140] to a family of condensates
parametrised by g:

A
5 (m(u),f) = lim Zy(u,A) N, Trp / 55(6) (5.11)
where all S_, S, and Sy are dependent upon the momentum ¢?, the renormalisation
point x4 and the quark mass m(u). The choice 8 = 1 corresponds to the definition
of Eq. (5.9), with 8 = 0 and 8 = 2 corresponding to two other natural choices. In
fact B could take any value from —oo to +00 and so we could have a whole range
of values for the quark condensate: all agreeing in the chiral limit. Consequently,
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the definition proposed by Chang et al. is far from unique, and does not provide a
value for the condensate that corresponds to the physical M solution of interest.
Eq. (5.11) merely defines the value for the difference of the condensates for M+ and
M~. However, we will show that when combined with the OPE these three solutions
will pick out a precise physical definition of this condensate. Before investigating
this in the context of models of the QCD interaction, we shall draw analogy with
the NJL model, within which a natural definition of the massive quark condensate
already exists.

5.2 The Nambu—Jona-Lasinio Model

Because of the complexity of QCD, it is often prudent to examine simpler systems
exhibiting similar characteristics first. One such example is the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio
(NJL) model. Though originally formulated to describe nucleon interactions in
the pre-QCD era, the model can be reinterpreted by regarding the nucleons as
quarks [141,142]. It can be used to study bound states and so determine basic
phenomenological quantities of meson interactions. The NJL model shares the same
symmetry structure as QCD, and is dominated by DCSB effects at low energies too.
The Lagrangian for the NJL model with just two flavours of quarks with degenerate

mass Mg = My, = My 1iS:
[:NJL = E(.’E) (’L 7"8,, — mo) ¢(.’L‘) + cint . (5.12)

The interactions are given by a four-fermion contact term:

Gr

Lot = 5 |B@w@)’ + @@inrv@)’] (5.13)

with the two terms corresponding to the scalar and pseudoscalar channels respec-
tively. From this can be derived the so-called gap equation:
. d*p
m = mg + i GoN Ny | —— TrpS(p), (5.14)
(2m)
where the trace is over spinor indices in d-dimensions. At this point one has a choice
of how to.regulate the integrals. Since we are dealing with a non-renormalisable ef-
fective theory, our results will depend upon the cut-off used. One may introduce
a non-covariant cut-off in the Euclidean 3-momentum, or employ a variety of co-

variant regularisation schemes such as a four-momentum cut-off, proper time or
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Pauli-Villars. The four-momentum cut-off is most closely related to the scheme we
will employ in the later sections, so we choose this method. By inserting the form
of the propagator into Eq. (5.14) we arrive at:
A
‘ a‘k 1
m = mg + mG,,NCSz/ ‘(Wm s (515)
where we have introduced a cut-off A on the 4-momentum. Rotating to Euclidean

space we obtain:

A2 —m?lo <1+A—2)) (5.16)
g 2 . .

The coupling G, and cut-off, A, are fixed by fitting to experimental data. To do
this we must calculate the order parameter associated with the breaking of chiral
symmetry. Thus the chiral condensate is given by:

‘ d*k
@a) = =i N. [ 25 TepS(kim) (5.17)
(27)
and for non-zero current masses we define [143]:
_ ) d*k ‘
(@) = —i N. W Trp [S(k;m) — S(k;mo)] - (5.18)

Working with explicitly massless quarks and employing a covariant cut-off in the
Euclidean 4-momentum, the pion-decay constant is given by [144]:

- \ A2 A2

ffi= N.m [log (1 + W) - m] . (5.19)
By solving Eq. (5.17) and Eq. (5.19) simultaneously and demanding that f, = 93
MeV and — (6q)1/3 = 235 MeV, we obtain A = 0.908 GeV and m = 0.265 GeV.
These can be substituted into the mass gap equation of Eq. (5.16) and thus we can
solve for the effective coupling, finding G, = 10.2 GeV 2.

Our interest is to investigate the condensate’s dependence on the current quark
mass. In Fig. 5.1(a) we see that the behaviour of the condensate depends upon
the chosen coupling. Indeed, it either increases to a maximum then decreases, or is
nllc;n(;t“ohicé'x'l‘ly décreasing for larger couplings as the quark mass increases. Moreover,

one finds that the condensate can become vanishingly small for sufficiently large
masses (~ 500 MeV).
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the lead of Maris et al., we will employ an ansatz for gD, (p — k) which has been
shown to be consistent with studies of bound state mesons. We will consider other
modellings in a later section. Since this simple model assumes a rainbow vertex
truncation, the solutions are not multiplicatively renormalisable and so depend on
the chosen renormalisation point. For comparison with earlier studies we take this
to be u = 19 GeV. This model has been discussed in the previous chapter, for which
the model requires the replacements given in Eqgs. (4.53) and (4.54). Thus we use:

Vi
a(d?) = JD‘f exp(—¢° /w?)

2T Ym 2 2
+ _ 2 X |1 —exp(— / 4mt ) (521)
log (T+(1+q2/A2QCD) ) oo (/i)

with

my = 0.5GeV , T =¢e2-1 ,
Ym = 12/(33—2Nf) , AQCD = 0.234GeV .

Note that we work in the Ny = 0 limit first since in Sect. 5.5 we will investigate
the mass dependence of the condensate using a model derived from quenched lattice
data [121]. The precise value of Agcp is irrelevent for our current study, and we
choose the parameter set w = 0.4 GeV, D = 0.933 GeV?2.

Solutions are obtained by solving the coupled system of fermion equations for .4
and M of Eq. (5.2), which we may write symbolically as:

A(szﬂ) = ZZ(/J’v A) —Yp (p,A) )
(5.22)
M@ )AW 1) = Za(u, A)Zmmg(p) + s (p, A) -

The Y5 and Xp correspond to the scalar and spinor projections of the integral
in Eq. (5.1). For massive quarks we obtain the solution M* by eliminating the

renormalisation factors Z,, Z,, via:

Zy(u,A) = 14+Zp(p,A),

1 _ ES (M: A)
Zo(iA)  Zo(p, Nymp ()

(5.23)
Zm(p,A) = ’

Crucially, for a given mpg we obtain the M~ and MW solutions by inserting the same
Zy and Z,, found for the M solution. This ensures that differences in the dynamics
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of the three systems do not influence the ultraviolet running of the current-quark
mass. A representative example of the solutions is shown in Fig. 5.4.

The value of the critical mass is model-dependent, and is summarised in Ta-
ble 5.1. Chang et al. [140] imbue this critical mass with some significance for the
dynamics of QCD. However, criticality does not feature in the physical solution
M, which exists for all values of m,. It only occurs in the M~ and MW solutions,
which appear only in a strongly model-dependent region. Consequently, we find
little evidence of criticality being important to the mass generation in QCD. We
will comment again on this when we consider more sophisticated vertex structures
in a later section.

As with the analogous NJL model, we clearly have an infinite set of ambiguous
definitions of the quark condensate, each of which agrees with the chiral condensate
in the limit m, — 0. This ambiguity seen in Fig. 5.5 arises because, although each
solutions exhibits the same leading logarithmic behaviour in the ultraviolet limit, the
condensates for each are not equal in magnitude, cf. Eq. (5.3). Indeed, the solutions
M~ and M" have negative condensates, but we cannot directly use combinations
of these mass functions to form a well-defined and unique condensate that coincides

with the true condensate contained within M™*(p?).

5.4 Extracting the Condensate

We continue our investigation of quark mass-functions with the Maris-Tandy model
interaction. At very large momenta the tail of the mass function is described by the
operator product expansion of Eq. (5.3). For QCD, let us introduce the appropriate

Ny w 03 04 05 [GeV]
0 | malu=19GeV) | 38 34 16 [MeV]
0 Mer(t= 2 GeV) 49 4 21 [MeV]
4 Mmer (= 19 GeV) 35 31 16 [MeV]
4 Mmer(L = 2 GeV) 49 4 23 [MeV]

Table 5.1: How the critical mass that defines the domain of solutions Eq. (5.8) depends
on the number of quark flavours, N¢, on the gluon range parameter w, in the
' ‘Maris-Tandy model. This critical mass is listéd at two different renormaliza-
tion scales, 19 GeV of Ref. [140] and 2 GeV for ease of comparison with other
works.
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where 7 is related to the quantity mg(u) via some renormalisation factors. This
provides an excellent representation of all our solutions. If we included the expression
to all orders then the scales A;, and A, would both be equal to Agep. However, the
leading order forms in Eq. (5.24) absorb different higher order contributions into the
two terms and so A; and A, are in practice different, as we will discuss below. For
large masses the condensate piece, C, is irrelevant and so it is the leading term that
describes the mass function well. In contrast, in the chiral limit, 72 = 0 and so the
second term of the OPE describes the behaviour of the mass function. This then
accurately determines the scale A,. Indeed, its value is equal to Agcp. We can then
easily extract the renormalisation point independent condensate, C = — (Gq), from
the asymptotics.
In this latter case, strictly in the chiral limit, we may also extract the condensate
via: . .
(@0, = 2 M) (N [ DS (529
where (gq) . 1s the renormalisation dependent quark condensate. At one-loop, this

is related to the renormalisation point independent quark condensate:

_ 1 wr 7"

(@), = (510g iz ) (@q) - (5.26)
Qcp

which we compare with the asymptotic extraction to good agreement.

However, for small quark masses, where the condensate is believed to play a
sizeable role, we cannot apply Eq. (5.25), since it acquires a quadratic divergence,
cf. Eq. (5.3). Indeed, it is the elimination of this that inspired the original Eq. (5.9)
and later Eq. (5.11), which we have seen lead to a wholly ambiguous definition of the
physical condensate. Nevertheless, one can attempt to fit both terms of the OPE
in Eq. (5.24) to the tail of the mass function, M* for instance. While a value for
the condensate can then be extracted, this procedure is not at all reliable because
of the difficulty in resolving the two functions in the OPE from one another and in
fixing the appropriate scales, A; and A,.

It is to this last point which we now turn. Instead of one single solution, we now
have three solutions to the same model, each with identical running of the current
quark mass (the first term in Eq. (5.24) in the ultraviolet region, differing only by
their values of the condensate. Thus it is possible to fit Eq. (5.24) simultaneously
to the three mass functions M*, MW and determine the condensates C* and CV.

The scales A; and A, are the same for any current mass within the current model
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5.5 More sophisticated Phenomenological Models
of QCD interaction

We now consider the effect of using more sophisticated vertex structure for the quark-
gluon interaction in the quark Dyson-Schwinger equations. The first framework
we study is a truncation scheme introduced in [27,131]. It involves replacing the
bare quark-gluon vertex with the Curtis-Pennington (CP) vertex [39], thus ensuring
multiplicative renormalizability for the fermion propagator. In the Yang-Mills sector
of QCD ansatze for ghost and gluon interactions have been introduced, which enable
a self-consistent solution for the ghost and gluon propagators. The second scheme
we investigate is an ansatz for the quark-gluon vertex, which has been fitted to
lattice results, and was previously employed in Ref [121].

Both of this models are presented in some detail in Chapter 4, where we explored
in some detail the positive semi-definite solutions and their phenomenological ob-
servables in the chiral limit.

Continuum studies: CP-Vertex

We have already given details of this truncation scheme. In summary, the solutions
for the ghost and gluon propagators:

Dg(p) = —ng), (5.28)
Du(p) = («Suu—p;f”>%€2), (5.29)

can be represented accurately by:

c(P*/Agep)” +d (P*/AScp)*”

R(p®) 1+ ¢ (P2/A20p)~ + d (07 Adg )2~ (5.30)
oy a(p:z) 1+248 .
2w = (a(u)) @), (5.31)
2 —4
s - (5) =, (532

with the scale Agep = 0.714 GeV, the coupling a(p) = 0.97 and the parameters
¢ =1.269 and d = 2.105 in the auxiliary function R(p?). The quenched anomalous
dimension 7y of the gluon is related to the anomalous dimension § of the ghost
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by v = —1— 26 and § = —9/44 for Ny = 0. The infrared exponent s is given by
K = BB 5 (0.595. The running coupling a(p?) is defined via the nonperturbative
ghost-gluon vertex,

a(p®) = a(n) G*(0°) Z(p") (5.33)

and can be represented by

a(p?) = ;2 a(0) + 52 ar 12 - — 21 ](5‘34)
1+p*/Ajop Adep Bo \In(P?/Aep)  P*/Ajep —1

The value a(0) ~ 8.915/N, is known from an analytical infrared analysis [145].
In the quark SDE, Eq. (5.1), we use the solution (5.31) for the gluon propagator
together with an ansatz of the form

T.(q,k) = V5(p,q, k) WN4(p, ¢, k), (5.35)

where p and ¢ denote the quark momenta and k the gluon momentum. The ansatz
factorises into an Abelian (AB) and an non-Abelian (NA) part which are specified
and discussed in detail in [131]. Here we only need to remark that the Abelian part
VAB is identical to the Curtis-Pennington vertex [39]. This construction carries
further tensor structure in addition to the 7,-piece, which makes it an interesting
ansatz in comparison with the simple model in the last section. The corresponding
numerical solutions for the quark propagator are discussed in detail in [131], and
presented in chapter 4. Here we are only interested in the chiral condensate as
a function of the current quark mass. The corresponding results can be found in
Fig. 5.7. Regardless of the complicated tensor structure of the vertex (5.35) we find
similar results for the condensate as in the previous section.

We were able to extract the condensate from all three solutions M* and MW.
The physical condensate rises for small current quark masses, with its rate of increase
decreasing as we approach the critical mass. The critical value of m,, is found to
be 20 MeV at p = 19 GeV. This corresponds to 30 MeV at u = 2 GeV. With the
parameters of [131], the condensate in the chiral limit is 270 MeV, rather than the
phenomenological 235 MeV we have used. However, its dependence with the quark
mass hardly depends on this exact value and so at the critical point we obtain the
ratio:

(@9) rm—somev / (@) m=o = 1.175 . (5.36)

As with the phenomenological model considered in Sect. 5.3 we find a considerable
increase of the chiral condensate with the current quark mass.
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h A Agep ay as as
(GeV) (GeV)
overlap || 1.31 1.50 0.35 25.58 | 3.44 | 2.23

Table 5.2: Parameters used in the vertex model, Egs. (5.37-5.40).

We repeat the ansatz for the quark-gluon vertex:
Fu(k’ ,u‘z) = T I‘1(1{:2) F2(k27 p‘z) F3(k27 lu’2) (537)

which has the components:

Ti(K?) = T 5.38
() In(k2/A3cp + 1)’ (5.38)
Lok %) = G, %) G(C, 1) Zs(w?)
(5.39)
x h [In(k?/A2 + 7))+
M) + k? /A2

Da(k2 12 = Zo(u2 af Qco .
3(k y b ) 2(#’ ) 1 +k2/Az?CD 3 (5 40)
where § = —9/44 is the (quenched) one-loop anomalous dimension of the ghost,

Ym = 12/33 the corresponding anomalous dimension of the quark and 7 = e—1 acts
as a convenient infrared cutoff for the logarithms. The quark mass dependence of
the vertex is parametrised by

a

M) = 1 +a2M(C?)/Agep + asM?((2)/AS0p

(5.41)

where M(¢?) is determined during the iteration process at ( = 2.9 GeV. The pa-
rameters have been fitted to lattice results using a staggered [122] and an overlap
action [123]. Here we use only the fit to the overlap quark; the corresponding pa-
rameters are given in Table 5.2. Explicit solutions for the quark propagators are
discussed in [121].

For the massive condensate we again find solutions similar to the previous sec-
tions. The condensate corresponding to the M* solutions are given in Fig. 5.8 and
the critical value m,, is in Table 5.3.

This modelling provides a link between lattice results and the continuum. The
vertex function, as defined by Eqgs. (5.37-5.40), which is currently fitted to the lattice
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data, involves several different scales: Ay, Ayay and Agep. In the continuum this
results in a failure to reproduce the perturbatively determined anomalous dimensions
in the OPE, Eq. (5.24). The extraction of the tiny condensate term in the OPE
is very sensitive to these anomalous dimensions. Combined with the effect the
uncertainties in determining the multiple scales has on A; and A, in Eq. (5.24) leads
here to much larger errors than in our previously modellings. Nevertheless, for the
massive condensate we again find solutions similar to the previous sections. The
condensate corresponding to the M* solutions are given in Fig. 5.8 and the critical
value m,, is 22 MeV, see Table 5.3. The large errors point to the need for further
studies of matching lattice on a torus to the continuum, if we are to extract reliable
infinite volume, continuum quantities like the quark condensate. That is for the
future. The ratio of the condensates is here (4g),,_somev / (@9} = 1.17. This is
a little lower than for the previous models of Egs. (5.27,5.36). However, uncertainties
in extraction are considerably larger. Nevertheless the ratio is still bigger than one.

Model ‘ CP  Lattice

me (=19 GeV) | 20 16 MeV]
me(p=2 GeV) | 30 22 MeV]

Table 5.3: The critical mass for our quenched CP and Lattice model.

5.6 Condensate Beyond the Critical Mass Range:
Noded Solutions

We see in Figs. 5.6(a), 5.6(b) that the M~ and M" solutions bifurcate below m,, ~
43.4(44.0) MeV with w = 0.4 GeV for Ny = 0(4) respectively. But what about the
value of the condensate for the physical solution M* beyond the region where M~
and MW exist, i.e. mg(u) > m.,? Having accurately determined the scales A; and
A, in the OPE of Eq. (5.5) in the region where all 3 solutions exist, we could just
continue to use the same values in fitting the physical M* solution alone and find
its condensate. However, this would make it difficult to produce realistic errors as
the quark mass increases.

However, as soon as one allows for solutions for the fermion mass-function that
are not positive definite, one exposes a whole series of variants on the solutions M~
M"Y we have already considered. Thus there are noded solutions, which have also
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model. We can then fit the remaining M solutions shown in Fig. 4.8 of the previous
chapter, to give the physical condensate for acceptable values of w as determined
by [147]. In Fig. 5.11 we have in fact scaled the quark mass from u = 2 GeV in the
(quark-gluon) MOM scheme by one loop running to the M.S scheme at 2 GeV using
the relationship between Apron and Agzs for 4 flavours deduced by Celmaster and
Gonsalves [148]. We take the strange quark mass to be ~ 95 MeV [119] in the MS
scheme.

Within the range of the Maris-Tandy modelling of strong coupling QCD we find
that the ratio of the condensates at the strange quark mass to the chiral limit is

(‘7(1>m(m)=95Mev/(¢7(1>m=0 = (1.1+02 )3- (5.42)

in a world with 4 independent flavours. Moreover, here all the quarks have the same
mass and there is no mixing between different hidden flavour pairs.

Of course, in the quenched case quark loops decouple and exactly replicate the
results given here. Chang et al. have proposed that the fact that the M~ and MW
solutions only exist for some domain of quark masses, m, € [0,m.], is directly
linked to the domain of convergence of the chiral expansion [143,149]. While the
existence of multiple solutions for the fermion mass function is essential for the
extraction of the condensate, we note that distinct domains exist for the different
solutions and that the simplest noded solution exists in a larger domain. Though the
value of m,, is indeed some measure of the range of validity of the chiral expansion,
the fact that m,, is both strongly model and solution dependent indicates its value
is no more than a guide and not likely to be the exact bound claimed by Chang et
al.

What we have shown here is that there is a robust method of determining the
value of the gg condensate beyond the chiral limit based on the Operator Product
Expansion. Of course, as the quark mass increases the contribution of the condensate
to the behaviour of the mass function, Fig. 4.8, becomes relatively less important
and so the errors on the extraction of the physical condensate increases considerably.
Nevertheless, the method is reliable up to and beyond the strange quark mass.
Alternative definitions are not.

We believe that only the M* solution has any physical significance and the
others are mathematical curiosities, which only exist on the restricted domains of
Eq. 5.8. In contrast, the physical solution exists for all current quark masses, even if
we cannot reliably extract the value of the corresponding condensate from the OPE.

While it is clear that the radius of convergence of the chiral expansion in terms of
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corresponding to the solution with a positive-definite mass function increases mod-
erately with current quark mass in the region under consideration. For the Maris-
Tandy model we were able to look at masses corresponding to that of the strange
quark, where we found (39),., 73y =95 Mev / (@) m=o = (1.1 & 0.2)%, not in disagree-
ment with the estimate of [133,135,136) that the Ss condensate was (0.8 £ 0.3) (uu).
However, it is the Ny = 3 case that should be compared, and more specifically for
Ny = 2 + 1 non-degenerate. This we leave for a later work.
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Chapter 6

The Transverse Ward-Takahashi
Identity

The Ward-Green-Takahashi identities [24-26] play an important role in the study
of gauge theories, particularly in the implementation of consistent non-perturbative
truncations of the corresponding Schwinger-Dyson equations [33,39]. The Ward-
Green-Takahashi identities involve contractions of vertices with external momenta
and relate these to Green'’s functions with a lesser number of external legs. The best
known of these relates the 3 point vector vertex coupling a fermion-antifermion pair
to the gauge boson, I}, (p1, ps), to the difference of fermion propagators, Sp(p;) and
Sr(p2), so that with ¢ = p; — pe:

4. TV (p1,02) = Sp'(p1) — Sp'(p2) - (6.1)

Such projections constrain the so called longitudinal component of the vertices, while
leaving their transverse parts unrestricted.

We have seen how the Ward-Green-Takahashi identity constrains the longitudinal
part of the fermion-boson vector vertex in chapter 2. To recap, first let us recall the
very first Ward identity, which is the ¢ — 0 limit of Eq. (6.1), viz.

M) = T2 (6:2)

Let us separate the vertex into longitudinal and transverse components defined by:
I, =T + I't , with ¢, T4 =0 . (6.3)

We can arrange for I' alone to satisfy the original Ward-Green-Takahashi identity,
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Eq. (6.1), and for T alone to contribute to the left hand side of the transverse
Ward-Takahashi relation, Eq. (6.6), by writing:

=L (S;'pm) - Si'(py)) ,end T% = (g‘“’ - q“‘j”) Ty . (64)
q q
This separation seemingly makes the longitudinal and transverse components unre-
lated. However, each component of Eq. (6.4) has a kinematic singularity at ¢ = 0.
Consequently, the Ward identity in Eq. (6.2) requires an inter-relation between I'y
and I'7. An alternative separation is to abandon Eq. (6.4) and ensure that each com-
ponent is free of kinematic singularities. Then one can require that the longitudinal
part alone not only satisfies Eq. (6.1), but its ¢ — 0 limit too, viz. Eq. (6.2). With
this definition of the longitudinal part, whose form is given in Eq. (2.12), we arrive
at the Ball-Chiu construction. Writing the massless inverse fermion propagator as

S p) = A(p*)¥, Eq. (2.12) is:

(AGR) + AR) * + 5 Alpd) - Alwf)

P — D3

(i +#)(pr+p2)* . (6.5)

NN

™ (p1,p2) =

The transverse component is then only constrained to satisfy the condition that
I'%.(p,p) = 0, which the separation of Eq. (6.4) does not.

While the Ward-Green-Takahashi identity follows from the divergence of the vec-
tor vertex, Takahashi made plausible the existence of new relations that follow from
the curl (or wedge product) of the vertex [150]. These are referred to as transverse
Ward-Takahashi relations and have the potential to restrict the transverse vertices
from gauge symmetry alone. Kondo [151] re-derived these relations for the 3-point
functions in coordinate space using the path integral formulation. Subsequently,
He, Khanna and Takahashi [152] using canonical field theory cast these relations
in momentum space. However, He [153] then showed that an essential part of the
Fourier transform was overlooked and that the correct relation in QED (in the sim-

K
©n P2

o =
oo >

Figure 6.1: Fermion-vector boson vertex and its momenta
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pler massless fermion) case is:

. v %7 — v v Qo— 1 1
i’y — iq F;‘L/ = Spl(pl)‘f” + ot Spl(Pz) - 5(131 + pa)a {0“ ,Fi\/}
T L {a’“’ f*} (6.6)
(271_)(1 A LV .

where o# = i [v#,4"] /2, T% = T%(p1,p2) and T = T (p1,p2; k). In contrast
to what is written in the paper by He [153], it is the anti-commutator {a’“’,7"}
that is used in the derivation of Kondo [151]; the identification of {o#,y*} with
—2eM¥Py 5 is only valid in exactly 4 space-time dimensions and should not be
used when the requisite integrals contain divergences. It is this requirement that
motivates the analysis presented here.

The last two terms of Eq. (6.6) are given by the momentum transform of:

lim — (85~ ) (01 76(") {7, "} Up (&, s @) ) (67

' —z

with

’

Up(z',z) = Pexp (—ig / ’ dy”f%(l/)) : (6.8)

where 1 and A are the fermion and gauge fields respectively. P means the integral
is path ordered, in fact a Wilson line integral. This implicitly defines the non-local
vector vertex in our anti-commutator {a‘“’, f‘{\,} of Eq. (6.6), related to the axial one
T a,(p1, p2; k) in He [153]. Being non-local these involve integrals in momentum space
some of which cannot be represented diagrammatically in terms of Feynman graphs.
An example is the last term of Eq. (6.6), which for later we denote by W**. With
a textbook factor of Z; renormalising the vector vertices and Z;! renormalising
the fermion propagator, multiplicative renormalisability of the transverse Ward-
Takahashi relation, Eq. (6.6), is ensured by the same condition Z, = Z, as required
by the renormalisation of the longitudinal Ward-Green-Takahashi identity, Eq. (6.1).

Although the Ward-Green-Takahashi identity fixes the longitudinal part of the
vertex, I'}, it places no constraint upon the transverse part other than requiring
it to be free of kinematic singularities. However, the transverse Ward-Takahashi
relation now involves both I'; and I'}. as well. We can illustrate the power of the
transverse relation by considering the ¢ — 0 limit of this equation. We can then
deduce to all orders in perturbation theory, and genuinely non-perturbatively, the
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constraint W*”(p + ¢, p) places on the transverse vertex. From Eq. (6.6) we have:

dik
(2r)

W (p1,p2) = / ka {U’W,f‘{\/(l)hm;k)}

1
= —{SEI(Pl)UW + 0" Sp (p2) — 5(1’1 +p2)x {o*, T3 (p1,p2) }

—ig"Ty (p1, p2) + iq”F’é(pl,pz)} . (6.9)

When ¢ — 0 then W*"(p; = po = p) = 0. The general transverse vertex in the
massless fermion case involves 4 vectors orthogonal to g#, the basis vectors T}, which
are listed in Eq. (2.19) and Ref. [34], so that:

Thp+a.p) = Y, nullp+9%0" AT P9 (6.10)
1=2,3,6,8

where the coeflicients 7; are themselves free of kinematic singularities and are func-
tions of the three relevant invariants, p?, p2 and ¢?. T4 and T} are quadratic in gq,
while T¢' and T}' are both linear. In particular

T = i'y“p‘l’pé\a,,A + pige — Do - (6.11)

The coefficients 7; are all symmetric under p; = p+q « p2 = p, except for 75, which
is antisymmetric and so vanishes when ¢ — 0. We then have non-perturbatively to

first order in the boson momentum g¢:

Wi =p+qp=p) = —i[(P"¢" - p'¢") ¥ + q-p (P"7" — p"v*)] A(°)
+ 2[(p"¢" — p"¢") ¥ — a-p (P — P"Y¥)

+ (" = ¢"v*)] 78 (p, ), (6.12)
where we expect A’(p?) to result from terms like (A(p?) — A(p3))/ (p? — p?) as in
Eq. (6.5). Such constraints restrict the form of the transverse coefficient 7g, for
example, and have the potential to play a critical role in constructing consistent non-
perturbativé Feynman rules. Consequently, it is critical to check how to evaluate

the transverse Ward-Takahashi relation, which is what we do here.
It is trivial to check that the transverse Ward-Takahashi relation holds at tree
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level. This follows directly from the identity:

. 7 v 1
19"y —ig"y" = o™ + 0"z — S (pr+p2)a {o*7'} . (6.13)

when the non-local term does not appear. Note that at tree level we are in 4-
dimensions so we would be permitted to use the identity {o#,y*} = —2eM¥Py ;.
He and Yu [154] have sketched a proof of the relation at one loop order. The purpose
of this paper is to check this in detail in d-dimensions, where d = 4+¢. For notational
brevity we introduce the following form of the Chisholm identity:

—i{o" P} = P = (P =) (6.14)

There has been discussion in the literature [151,155] about the role of the Adler-
Bell-Jackiw anomaly [156-158] in these relations. It has been shown [159,160] that
this plays no role in the axial-vector equivalent of Eq. (6.6). We will consider the
transverse Ward-Takahashi relation in the massless fermion case for simplicity. We
show that this only holds if appropriate care is taken of the integrals divergent in
4-dimensions. This allows us to complete the proof to one loop order outlined by
He and Yu [154].

6.1 Perturbative Derivation of the Transverse
Ward-Takahashi Relation

Following the formal derivation of the transverse Ward-Takahashi relation contained
in Ref. [152], He and Yu [154] give a proof of how the relation should hold at one
loop order by considering the relevant integrands, but without evaluating any of
the integrals. Here we will investigate the relation in greater detail. First in this
section we will reconsider the proof by deducing the integrands in d-dimensions,
where d = 4 + e. To manipulate the divergent integrals in d-dimensions we must
clearly use the original object {a’“’,y"}, since once again its identification with
—2e P 5 is valid only in 4-dimensions. We will then confirm this result in the
next section by explicit evaluation of each of the contributing integrals.

To derive the transverse Ward-Takahashi relation at one-loop order, we begin
with the tree-level relation of Eq. (6.13):

ighy” —ig"y* = ot + o*ip — % [(#1 + #2) ™ + o™ ($1 + #2)] - (6.15)
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%
Figure 6.2: One loop corrections to the vector vertex of Fig. 6.2 with the momenta
labelled as in our calculation

It is obvious that this relation is trivially satisfied at tree-level, hence we need only
concentrate on the one-loop corrections to the relation. To simplify the answer we
introduce the following shorthand for the integration:

— d’k —1
—_ 2 -
/dlC =9 /(27r)d k% a?t? ’ (6.16)

where a = p; — k and b = ps — k as shown in Fig. 6.2.
We use the standard Feynman rules for QED with, for example,

Besk)= 73 (gag +E-1) ’“;’?) (6.17)

for the bare gauge boson propagator, where £ is the usual covariant gauge parameter.
If we write the full vertex to one-loop order as

Iy (P, p2) = v + Ay (pip2) (6.18)

we can read off from Fig. 6.2 that

Ay (pryp2) = / kY gV ¥ e (6.19)

in the Feynman gauge, when { = 1. We see that the left-hand side of Eq. (6.6) can
be obtained by sandwiching Eq. (6.15) between v*¢ and §v,, then integrating over
the measure [ dk, so that:

ig*AQy) (p1, p2) — iq"Afy) (p1,p2) = /%’70‘(1 (#10" + 0" ¥2) Pra
(6.20)

- 5 [Tl o+ o G+ )l
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p
p -k

= B +pﬁ::wfzg+
&

Figure 6.3: One loop correction to the fermion propagator

The second term on the right-hand side is the —3(p; + p2)a {a’“’, Aé(z)} piece of
the original relation and is one of the terms we wish to identify.
At the one-loop level we can write the fermion self energy parts of Fig. 6.3 as

SEI(Pl) = g — Z3(2)(1’1) ) where Z3(2)(131) = /ﬂ’YQ (¢b2) Ya

B (6.21)
Spl(p2) = Pa—Ty(p2),  where Sp(p2) = / dkv* (a®¥) Ya -

In order to extract such terms from Eq. (6.20), the unidentified term on the right
hand side of this equation is re-expressed using the replacement:

/ dky°d (pr0" + " Pa) Pra = / dky* (—0" a?f — gb*o*) 7o
+ [ @org o + o e
" / dkyd (2d0" + 20" f) o - (6.22)

To the first line on the right-hand side of Eq. (6.22) we commute the o-matrices to
the outside of the ¥* by using o#*~y* — g — 2ig® 4" + 2ig*’~y*. This gives:

iq* Ay (P1,p2) — quAl(‘z) (p1,p2) = —X)(p1) o™ — 0" g (p2)
1
- 5(101 + Pa)a {UW,Ae(z)}

T / Tord (Ko™ + 0" H) o

+2 / dk{7*d (do™ + o*§) Pra

— ((a®F + @b®) o + o (a?Y + b?))} .
(6.23)

To be able to express this in terms of the Wilson line integral in the transverse
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Ward-Takahashi relation, we need to introduce a factor of ¥* and v, either side of
the last term in Eq. (6.23). On rearranging this becomes:

ig"* ALy (p1,p2) — 1" Alyy (P1,p2) = —Z)(p1) 0" — 0™ Tz (p2)

- %(pl +p2)a {o* Ay}

+ [ g (o + o) e

- / dk (v*o* + a*y*) (a®f — db*) 7o

—2(d — 4) /?I/E (dot + ™) b* . (6.24)

Putting back in the tree-level result, together with the identification of the last 3
lines with the Wilson-line integration over non-local contributions allows us to write
the transverse Ward-Takahashi relation, derived for the massless case of QED in
d-dimensions in the Feynman gauge, as:

ig" TV (p1,p2) — 1" Ty (p1,p2) = Sp'(p1) o™ + 0" S5 (p2)

1

_§(P1+p2 »{o*, T} }

+/(er]§ kx {a‘“’,f‘{\,} . (6.25)

which is indeed what is found by He, though written with explicitly d-dimensional
objects. It is straightforward to check that this relation would hold in any covariant
gauge.
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6.2 The One Loop Integrals

Since the integrals are not finite and so the manipulations more subtle, we now
proceed to explicit computation of the terms in the transverse Ward-Takahashi
relation to one loop order. The following sections deal with the terms in Eq. (6.25)

in turn:
e Sect. 6.2.1 gt Ty, —ig' Ty
o Sect. 6.2.2 Sz (p1) o + o™ St (p2)
e Sect. 6.2.3 s(m +p2)x {0, T}}
e Sect. 6.2.4 [ d*k ky {g#l’,f‘{\,}

The O(a) correction to each of these we denote by (ia Pi*/4m) with i = 1,..,4.
Then Eq. (6.25) if true would become simply:

P* = [Py +Ps+P, " . (6.26)

This is what we set out to prove. The calculation is performed in full for an arbitrary
covariant gauge, specified as usual by £, and in dimension d. We will be particularly
concerned with the results with d = 4 + & when ¢ — 0.

6.2.1 Partl

The first part of the calculation is the (ig*I%, —i¢*T% ) piece. This involves the
full vertex I',(py,p2), as calculated for arbitrary covariant gauge by Kizlersii et
al [34]. Once we know all of the relevant standard integrals, which are collected in
Appendix C, the calculation is straightforward. We begin by writing the vertex to
one-loop order as in Eq. (6.18)

I5(p1,p2) = 7 + Ay (p1,p2) - (6.27)

Defining the momentum flow from Fig. 6.2, we then have, using the standard Feyn-

man rules, the vertex correction given by:

AN (p1,pa) = o /d4w’Y°‘ (# — )V (2 — o) 7° <9aﬁ+(5—1) wawﬂ) |

4r® w? (py — w)? (p2 — w)” w?

(6.28)
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where we have suppressed the -+ie prescribed to define the propagators. If we de-
compose this into its constituent tensor integrals,

Yo
AM=-i {7 " H2) Ya IO = v VY + V1 V2) Yo IV
+ (VY1) IR+ (€= 1) [(=7 I — v hay”) I
+y* K © + (v g1y o) (2)]} , (6.29)

with each function in bold depending upon p;, p;. Reducing the tensor integrals to

scalar integrals, and collecting terms together with common Dirac structures gives:
o
I (p1,p2) = Y+ = {#eph [2J4 —2Jc+ (1) Ip pi)

+ #hp¥ [2J —2Jp + (€= 1) Ipp}| + 1Pk | — 2Jo + 204 + 205 — 2Jp

1 1 1
+(€-1) (—§Jo - ifcpg —Ipp-p2+ §IEP21) + JA)]

+ #eph [-2Jp+ (- 1) (Icps — Ja)] +v*Pebr[Jo — Ja— JB

1 1 1 1 1 1
+(¢—-1) (ZJO + Z-’CP% + §IDP1 P2+ ZIEP? = §JA - §JB)]

1 1 1 3e
+ M [—Jw% —Jgpt + §Jcp§ +Jpp1-pe + 5JEzo’i’+ 3 (1 + Z) K,

+(€-1) (—%Jw% - %Jspf + %Ko)] } , (6.30)

where each of the functions I, -, Jg, Ky depend on p;, p» and are given in Ap-
pendix Egs. (C.16, C.17) as well as Eqgs. (6.32, 6.33, 6.34) below. Collecting the
terms together with common Lorentz and Dirac structure at one loop we obtain:

P = (pzpl Pﬂpz) [(_IEP% - ]ng + JB) (5 -1)— 2(Jp—Jp — JE)]
+ o (php] — Pi5) [2(Jo — 204 — JB + Jo + Jp)
1
+5€ = 1) (~2Iopi + Iepi — Iop; + Jo = 2J5 + 2Ip 1 'P2)}

+ Fite (Vs DY — Ay — ) [Jo — Ja— JB
1
+Z(§ —1)(Iep} + Icpi+ Jo—2Ja — 2Jp + 2Ip 1 'Pz)}
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v 174 v 14 1
+ (PP - R ) |5 (20592 — Jppt +2Japs — Jops

—Ko—2(2Jo — 2J4 — 2Jp + Jp) p1 - p2 + 3)

1
_5(5 -1) (—JBpf — Japs+2Ip (p1 - p2)°

+Ko+ (Iep} + Icpd + Jo — 204 — 2J) p1-p2)] -
(6.31)

Except where explicitly stated otherwise, Ky, -- - , Jg are functions of p;, p, as given
in the Appendix, Egs. (C.16, C.17) as well as Eqgs. (6.32, 6.33, 6.34) below. This
answer, Eq. (6.31), can then be substituted into the first part of the transverse
Ward-Takahashi relation, Egs. (6.6, 6.25), i.e. in Eq. (6.26).

6.2.2 Part 2

It is useful here to note that the many integrals appearing in evaluation of the loop
graphs are expressible in terms of a set of basis functions Jy, L, L', C and S given
by:

2 [ (PP—pi P2+ A 2 pp— A
Jo = Z[Sp(pl PL P2 )_Sp(p1 PPz )

1 1
1 pl-p2—A> (p2 — ;1)
2n(p1-pz+A v} (6:32)
with A = \/(131 -p2)® — pin3 and
2 2 2
p1 . r_ ps . _ 1 (P = 2)
L) (B s
2
C=-Z—vy-l(r) . (6.33)

In terms of these the K-scalar integrals which are about to appear are given simply
by:

Ko(0,p2) = 2(C+2-1L") ,
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With these definitions the (Sz'(p1)o + oSz (p2)) piece of Eq. (6.25) requires
the evaluation of the inverse fermion propagator to one-loop. We note that the

inverse propagator can be written as Sz'(p1) = #1 — Z(2)(p1), where

. o s
o) = —— /dde—Wg- (gag+(§—1)%)

4r3 k2 (p1 — k)
0 :
= 5 (2= [LK® (5, 0) - K (51, 0)]
o

-2 €= ) [P T 0,0+ KL (01,0)] - (6.35)

Once the tensor integrals have been substituted, the inverse propagator is

with a similar expression for Si'(p;) with the replacement p; — p, in Eq. (6.36).
From these we deduce that

P = (" =) % (Ko(p1,0) — 2)
bW OM =)+t — 4rB) S (Ko(0p) —2) . (637)

Substituting for these in the transverse Ward-Takahashi relation, Egs. (6.6, 6.25),

will give us the second piece.
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6.2.3 Part 3

The third part we wish to compute involves the anti-commutator of o#* with the
vector vertex with momentum routing as defined in Fig. 6.2. In the work of He [153]
the anti-commutator is replaced by its 4-dimensional identity, hence the appearance
of the axial vector therein. We choose not to follow this path for obvious reasons —
the integrals must be evaluated in d = 4 + £ dimensions.

Thus we begin with:

1

—5 (P +p2), {o, T3} =

lia [ 4 VW -0){" 7} -1
i | 2 ¥ (o1 — B (o — k)’

x (gaﬁ +(€-1) k;’:") : (6.38)

After extensive use of Dirac algebra identities and noting the definition of r** in
Eq. (6.14), we deduce

1
) (p1 + p2), {U”V,Ff\/}

) o
= —5E AL ™+ S0 +p2)A{

1
(7[37"\’"”76) (P16P25J(0)(p1,112) - PwJ;(; )(Pbpz) - P2BJ§1)(P1,P2))

1 a v 2
- 57 Y ¥ad 53 (1, p2)

+(€-1) [%7[3]/17"\“” (J;(al)(Pl,Pz) - 152761[(4?;)(?1,?2))

+%r’\‘”’ (ZfﬂﬁJ;(al)(Pl,Pz) - K(O)(Pl,pz)>] } - (6:39)

Substituting the forms of the integrals from the Appendix, we again collect the terms
according to their Lorentz and Dirac structures:
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Ps* = gy ((Iep — Ipps — JB) (€ — 1) (D} — PiDY)
—2(Jg + Jp — Jg) (php! — p/ip¥)]
+#1#2 (V'Ph — vp8) [Jo + Ja — Jg — 2Jc + 2Jp

1
+-(6-1)(AIpp} +Igp? - 3Icp2 + Jo+2Ja — 2Jp + 2Ippy 'pz)]

4
+#2 (pypy — Pi'ps) [2(Jo — JB — Jc + JD)
1 2 2 2
+§(§ —~1)(2Ippi + Igpi — Icp3 + Jo — 2JB + 2Ip p1 - p2)
+p#2 (Vo) — DY) [Jo — Ja+ Jp + 2Jp — 2JE

1
+7(6 = 1) (=8I p} + Icp} + 4Ip P} + Jo — 2J4 +2J5 + 2Ip 1 'P2)]

+%I/2 (Y =) [% (—2Jop? +2J4 P2 — 4Jp P? + 3Jg P} + 2Ja D3 — Jo P2
—Ko +2(2J4 — 2Jc + Jp)p1 - p2 — 5) + 3(1 — &) (-3Ig pi + Ic P3P} + 4lp P3P}
+Jopi — 2Jap] — 2Jap} +2Ko - 2 (Ipp? — 2Ic P} + 2J4) p1 - p2)]
+%¢1 (Y = y*) [% (2J5 P2 — Jg b? —2Jop3 +2Jpp3 + 3Jcps — 4Jp pé — Ko
+2(2Jp + Jp — 2JE)p1 - p2 — 5) + %(1 — &) (—3Icp; + Alp pip3 + I pip}
+Jops = 2JB p — 2Jp Pt + 2Ko — 2 (—2Ig p? + Ip p3 + 2Jg) p1 - p2))
+(7*ph — 7v'1h) [% (—2Jp} — 4Jp p} +3JE p? + 2Ja P} — Jo P — Ko
+(4Jo +4J4 — 4Jp — 8Jc + 6Jp)p1 - p2 — 5)
+5(1=8) (~2Lsp} + 20p 5k + J5 1~ Jand ~ 2o (p1 - 2)? + Ko

— (4Ipp} + Igp} — 3Ic P} + Jo + 274 — 2J5) p1 - p2)]

1
+ (ot = 'P) |5 (2786} — Jep} — 40P} + 2Japh + 495 P} + 3Jc S — 4Jp 13

1
—Ko = 2(2Jo —2J4 — 2Jp + Jp)p1 - p2 = 5) + 5 (1 — €) (~Ic b} + 2Ip pip}
+Ig pips + Jops — Japs — 2Jpps — Jep} + 2Ip (p1 - p2)° + Ko

+(IE])%+Icp%+2IDp%+Jo—2JA—QJB)p1~p2)] . (6.40)
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6.2.4 Part 4

The Wilson-line contribution comprises integration over several non-local diagrams
in order to retain gauge invariance. To one-loop order these contributions are ex-

plicitly:

[ )

e [, —¥) {o" ¥} (#2— ¥)° o kaks
= —15 [ @k YT — (gaa +(E-1) 5 )
_ ot g ¥A (I/ﬁ fy){a"”aﬁ’a} {o",7*} (o — ¥) +*
43 @k [ k2 (p — k)* i k2 (p2 — k)° }
x (gm (€-1) ’“;f") . (6.41)

Computing these two pieces separately, we find the first to be:

o 7* (ﬂl-//){a“",f‘i\/}(ﬁz*lﬁf)ﬁfﬂ 1\ kakp
473 /d bk k2 (py — k) (p2 — k)° (gaﬂ -1 k2 )

« 1 y 1 .
= 53 {—EJ,{I)(pl,Pz) VBT YoV — §K,(\1)(P1,P ) YT g
1 v
+ §J§fs)(ip1;p2) (B T Y+ A T ) }
o (1) Apv (1) u v A A v,
+ 5 (6= 1) LB (pryp2) (T™) + I3 (p1p2) (7" B2 + VY )

2 o ' v v v

+ T8 (1, 02) (7 — P + Y By — YY)
2 o v

+ I3 (p1,p2) (Y Iy — Yy v 7 02

+ IB (01,0) (VA YY) + TL0, p2) (—7"7“7”%27*)}- (6.42)
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The second set of contributions to the Wilson-line at one-loop is:

da [ oo [P B {7} | {7y = K)Y°
4w3/dk[ Bk R k) ]

kok
X (gaﬁ + (€ - 1) k2ﬁ>
a
= 33 {(Pz,\K(o)(O,Pz) — pnK©O(p,,0) + K,(\l)(ph 0) — Kg‘l)(O,Pz))
YAV v Ap v LN A
X (294gY — 29" g™ + & (Y — ") YY)
+e <101,\K ©(p;,0) — K" (p1, 0)) 7'*‘“’}
a
+ o (€ = 1) {TD 1, 01725 7 + T 20, p2) iy

- (BL 0,0+ KL 0,p0) P} (6.43)

Collecting these together and again ordering the terms according to their Lorentz
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and Dirac structure, we have:

P = (127" pl — $ida'DX) [2(Js + Jp — Jg) + (~Iepi + Ipp3 + JB) (€ — 1))
+ (¥ s — 182y’ Ph) [2(Ja — Jo + JIp) + (Ippi — Icp3 + Ja) (€ — 1)]
+2 [-2Ip (€ — 1) (0P} — pi'ps) Pt — 4(Ja — Jo) (Y — Pliph])
+71 (47D (BhpY — Piph) + 2 (JB — Iepl) (€ — 1) (PhpY — pip})]

+ (7P — ) [-2Jp Pt +2Jc P — Ko +4(Ja — Jo + Jp) p1 - 2
+5(1 =€) (-2I5 5 + 210 38} + Jo 1 — 30} + 2Ko
—2(2Ipp} — 2Icp3 +2J4 + Jp) p1 - p2 — 3) + 2]
—%z«ﬁ (Y9 = vv*) [Jep? — 2Japs + Joph +2Jpp1 - p2 — 4

1
+5(1 =€) (~2lcpz + 2Ie pips +2Jap; — 4Jp 5 + Ko —4Jpp1-p2 = 4) — 1

+*;-I/2 (v —¥"v*) (20 P} — Je Pl — Jops — 2Jpp1 - po
+§(£ = 1) (=3Igp} + Io p3pl + Ap p3p} + Jop} — 4Jp P} + Je b} — 3Jo pj
+3Ko — Ko(0,p2) —2 (Ippt — 2Ic p§ +2Ja + 2Jc + Jp) p1 - p2 — 5) +1]
+ (7P} —v'pt) [4Ja P} — 2Jc P3 — 2Jp P — Ko+ 4(Js — JE)p1 - p2 + 4
+%(§ — 1) (=Icps + 2Ip pips + Ip pips + Jops — 4Jp p3 + Ko

~Ko(p1,0) + (2Ip p% — 4Jg) p1 - p2 — 2) + 4]

+%¢1 (Y =) [% (4 — Ko(p1,0)) (§ — 1) — 2]

+%¢2 (Y = ¥"*) B (4 — Ko(0,p2)) (6 —1) + 2]

+ (7*p} —'pl) [Ko(p1,0) + € — 5]

+(v'ph —p5) [1 + Ko (0, p2)] - (6.44)
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6.3 Summing terms gives the result

We now collect together the terms from Eqgs. (6.31, 6.37, 6.40, 6.44) to form
QY = [PA-P— Py — Py" . (6.45)

The fact that each term is individually antisymmetric in u and v assists the check-
ing. Rather than report every term of this somewhat tedious exercise, we illustrate
that the answer for Q" is indeed zero by considering two structures. First those
proportional to C of Eq. (6.33), which are individually singular in 1/¢, then we will
consider those proportional to unity.

6.3.1 Equating C’s

We denote the singular term in Q" by Q."”. Collecting these parts we have:

QM = Y@y -p)C+ - (s —p))C (+P*)
£ [% (# +#2) Y'Y + 2’7“1)5] C (—P2")
#6500 7 Ol ) € (~Py)

+29% (py —p7) C + 29" (p{ —p5) C

HE=1) |3 6h o) ot + 298] €

—(€-=1) E (#1 +#2) Y™ + 27“175} c (—P4*)
- (peov

-0 . (6.46)

The P;* in brackets indicate from which part the terms originate.
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6.3.2 Equating 1’s

We next collect together the terms proportional to unity. We denote this collection
by Q1)*:

Q" = %{(2 — &) (—pi'ps) [P (Bf —p1 - p2) + 71 (P — p1 - p2)]

+2 (€ — 1)* (ph — pY) A? (+P*)
- B (#1 + F2) VY + 29Hps | AP (=P*)
(4+¢)

+ = W) v A%+ 69" (p] + ) A2
=28 {7 [P} (01 P2+ 1) +28%] — v*pip} (05 + 1 - o)
+pp* [Py (1 + p1- p2) — pY (P2 + 11 - p2)]
+ 015 [ (03 + 11 -p2) — 1 (B3 + 11 p2) ]} (—Bs™)
— A + 4p) AT — (2§ + dytph) A
+(2-€) {003 (b} +p1- p2) — v*Psp} (P} + 1 - p2)
+p " [pg (pf +p1 ‘Pz) -y (pg +m ‘P2)]

+ oDy (2720} — 20101 - p2) } (—P*)

- (ke }

=0 . (6.47)
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6.3.3 The Result

We can similarly check for all the terms in Q*”, i.e. for the combination of P*”
(i = 1,4) of Eq. (6.45), that the result is indeed zero. This confirms that the
transverse Ward-Takahashi identity to one loop order in d close to 4 dimensions is
indeed given by Eq. (6.25):

ig"Ty (p1,p2) —iq" T4 (pr,p2) = Sgp'(p1) 0™ + 0™ S5’ (ps)
1

- 5(?1 + P2)a {U‘wv Fi\/}

+/(;ldT’;d ky {aﬂ",fs} L (6.48)

6.4 Summary

We have shown that the transverse Ward-Takahashi identity of Eq. (6.25) is indeed
satisfied to one-loop order. This is a critical step in developing non-perturbative
Feynman rules for the key fermion-boson interaction so central to Abelian and non-
Abelian gauge theories in the strong coupling regime. From this relation, we have
determined a constraint for one of the transverse pieces of the fermion-boson ver-
tex. The examination of different momentum regions, combined with knowledge of
the perturbative form of the wilson-line may give similar constraints, allowing the

construction of non-perturbative vertex ansatze.
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Chapter 7
Conclusions and Outlook

In this thesis we have considered the numerical and analytical, where appropriate,
study of non-perturbative phenomena within the Schwinger-Dyson approach to field
theory. Starting with QED as the prototype field theory, we have shown how one
may construct non-perturbative ansatze for the vertices so necessary in applying an
appropriate truncation. We showed that one obtains powerful constraints on the
structure of the fermion-boson vertex by imposing the condition that our theory
observed multiplicative renormalisability.

Extensive numerical studies were performed in which we explored the critical
phase structure of strongly-coupled QED and the residual gauge dependence present
as a result of the truncation scheme. We found that, though the novel KP vertex
performed exceptionally well in the absence of dynamical mass generation, this was
not so when we entered the critical phase. Oddly enough, the CP vertex, as created
for the quenched theory, in fact performs better here in combination with the BC
vertex in the photon propagator. Motivated by this hybrid system, we utilised the
KP vertex in the photon Schwinger-Dyson equation while keeping the CP vertex in
the fermion, since each are derived for the specific momentum limits important to
each. The result of this was a dramatic improvement in the preservation of gauge in-
variance in the critical coupling, in which our photon wave-function renormalisation
was near gauge independent.

After exhausting all the possible calculations of QED in four dimensions, we
turned our attention towards the three dimensional non-compact formulation. Be-
ing as when the four dimensionally derived CP-vertex was tried in QED, it was
surprisingly found that in the chirally symmetric phase solutions were consistent
with the LKF transformations, we investigated the KP vertex in the same context.
This was perhaps a little naive, being as the logarithmic factors of the ansatz are spe-

203



Chapter 7: Conclusions and Outlook

cific to renormalisable theories, rather than super-renormalisable. We hence found
that the KP vertex was a poor performer in both quenched and unquenched studies.
It was recently found that one may apply the LKF transformation directly in mo-
mentum space; proposals that the slope of the chiral condensate as a function of the
gauge parameter could help determine the efficacy of vertex ansétze were explored.
Instead, we found that the observed slope was simply the result of the numerical
methods employed and was in fact an artefact. A corollary of the momentum space
LKF transformation showed that was trivially true, which if looked at in coordinate
space was even more apparent.

For QCD we investigated the basic chiral observables for severally widely-used
models. For the Maris-Tandy model coupling we explored the parameter depen-
dence of the chiral observables for different vertex ansiatze. We also investigated the
Tibingen model with the KP vertex to see how it compared with previous calcula-
tions. Once satisfied with the modelling, we examined the dependence of the chiral
condensate on the quark mass and investigated whether it was possible to extract
this value with any degree of accuracy. By considering a class of solutions that exist
one some critical domain, we indeed managed to obtain values for the condensate
within certain models of QCD. This is important in the context of QCD sum rules
where it is the condensate in the presence of non-zero quark masses that arises. We
obtained values that were not inconsistent with the guestimate of Shifman et al.

Finally, in an effort to find more methods for constraining the non-perturbative
form of the vertex, we examined the Transverse Ward-Takahashi relation. It is
hoped that once we have more understanding of the forms present here we will be
able to obtain suitable constraints on the vertex thus improving ansitze for the
fermion-boson vertex.

In this thesis we have examined only the lowest order Schwinger-Dyson stud-
ies that describe the propagators of our theory — the two-point Green’s functions.
Though these are important building blocks, which contain in themselves some of
the underlying phenomenology, they are not the only system that one should study.
In QCD, for example, we do not in fact observe the quarks and gluons present
in our Lagrangian description; in experiments, we see bound states of quarks and
gluons — the Hadrons. Though the lowest order SDEs exhibit the phenomena of
dynamical mass generation, they do not allow us to study bound states; for these
we must turn to SDEs of at least one order higher. One Schwinger-Dyson equation
that allows the study of mesonic bound states is the homogenous Bethe-Salpeter
equation (BSE). This constitutes an eigenvalue problem in P? which is the square
of the bound state mass, with the eigenvector giving the amplitude of the bound
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state. The main difficulty arises when one considers the symmetries that must be
preserved. For example, the axial-vector Ward-Takashashi identity (in the chiral
limit):

TH TH
~PIg, (ki P) = S7H ke )5 + %5758 (ko) (7.1)
where we note that the th on the left-hand side satisfies the BSE, whilst the S~! on

the right-hand side must satisfy the SDE. Thus there is a non-trivial constraint that
must be satisfied by the truncation employed in our vertex ansitze. It is the last
point which is the problem — only one consistent scheme is known in which the bare-
vertex is employed in the SDE with the ladder approximation in the BSE. However,
in combination with the phenomenological ansatz we discussed in Chapter 4, this
procedure has provided a wide variety of observables [161] in good agreement with
the experimental data for pseudoscalar and vector mesons — a testiment to the
philosophy that only the provision of a mass gap of the right size is what dominates
phenomenological predictions.

Clearly finding improved truncation schemes for the lowest order SDEs is an
important goal, but we should look to SDEs of higher order and so form consistent
truncation schemes that will aid us in bound state studies. However, one should not
discount results with the simplest of truncation schemes, where there has been con-
siderable success [97,161-165]. Attempts have been made to extend this truncation
and so improve the applicability to axial-vector mesons and exotic mesons [166-170],
but these are still in their early stages.
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Appendix A

Numerical Techniques

In the main body of this thesis we discussed solutions of the Schwinger-Dyson equa-
tions. What remains is to develop a framework within which to solve these coupled
integral equations.

A computer is inherently finite and hence it is necessary for us to introduce
several cut-offs in representation of the functions, in addition to those necessary in
computation and regularisation of the integrals. We wish to look at a large region
of momenta, therefore it is appropriate to use a logarithmic scale ¢t = log(p?) for
the parametrisation of the external momentum. Thus we have both an infrared and
ultraviolet cut-off:

2 <p? <K?, (A.1)

where the range is chosen such that we adequately capture an interesting physical
region. We are similarly forced to introduce cut-offs into the integration momenta.
Here we must either evaluate analytically or estimate numerically that part of the
integral corresponding to fosz, were we to take the same 2 as the IR cut-off of our
function.

Generally, we have dealt with the two-point correlation functions herein. This
necessitates solving the fermion SDE, described by two scalar functions due to its
spinor structure, and either the photon or gluon and ghost equations depending on
the gauge theory. Thus we have at most four unknown functions to solve simultane-
ously, coupled together through non-linear integral equations. In the case of QED,
we solve for the two functions fermion SDE simultaneously for an input photon polar-
isation scalar, calculate the updated photon equation and iterate until convergence
is achieved. For QCD, we have not considered quarks in the ghost/gluon Schwinger-
Dyson equations and solve for these two simultaneously. The results are then fed as
input into the quark SDE and the two functions therein solved for together.

206



Chapter A: Numerical Techniques

A.1 Root Finding

The procedure of solving non-linear integral equations can be generalised into one
of solving for the root of some function. For example, imagine we have some one-
dimensional function f(z) which possesses a root, f(x) = 0 for some unknown value
z. This can be solved by employing a natural-iterative approach:

Tpyl = Tp — f(xn) (A2)

where we iterate over ¢ until convergence is achieved. More sophisticated methods
exist in this case, such as bisection and Newton’s method:

f(@n)
Tppl = T — . A3

S CY) (43

Our integral equation is not one-dimensional since it is discretised in the external
momentum, and so in the case of the naturally-iterative method we simply form the

vectorial equation:
Xnt1 = Xp — F(Xy,) (A.4)

where the residual F(x) = 0 is the function whose roots we wish to find.

Although this is a good starting point for any numerical study it has several
drawbacks. The convergence is linear and thus slow, and to find a solution we
must be close to a root. There are, however, more psychological disadvantages to
using such a basic method; we are tempted to simplify our whole approach to the
problem. For example, implementing linear interpolation between points destroys
the functions smoothness which may have an impact upon delicate cancellations in
the angular integrals.

An improvement upon the natural-iterative procedure is to employ a multidi-
mensional form of Newton’s method, stemming from a generalisation of Eq. (A.3).
We expand the vector of equations we wish to solve, F(x) = 0 as a Taylor series:

N g F, ,
Fy(x + 6%) = Fy(x) +Z$5xj + O(62?) (A.5)

=t =

where J;; = OF;/0x; is the Jacobian matrix. This can be written in matrix form:

F(x + 0x) = F(x) + J - 6x + O(62?) (A.6)

207



Chapter A: Numerical Techniques

Neglecting higher order corrections and setting the equation equal to zero, we have:
J.éx=-F (A7)

which is a matrix equation that one may solve using LU-decomposition to find éx.
It is this dx, the Newton step, that brings the vector F closer to zero for all vectorial

components simultaneously. We need only iterate the procedure:
Xnew = Xold + ox (A8)

and recalculate the Jacobian at each step until the desired convergence is met.

This approach is not infallable, however, since it is possible to get stuck inside
local minima, or to overstep the root entirely and end up oscillating towards the so-
lution. This is particularly dangerous for multidimensional root finders. To improve
this, we introduce the notion of try to ensure the global convergence of the function.
This is achieved by asking for subsequent iterations to minimise the function:

f=FF, (A.9)

that is we always move towards a root. We can see that our Newton step 6x describes
a descent direction of the function f from the following:

Vf-ox=(F-J).(-3"-F)=-F-F<0, (A.10)
and replace Eq. (A.8) with:
Xnew = Xold + A dx ) (A].].)

where ) is chosen such that the magnitude of Eq. (A.9) is reduced with each iteration.
The calculation of an optimal A depends upon the implementation, though one
suggestion is:

it = —“*32’”_1 with 1= W (A.12)

where f is the BEuclidean norm of Eq. (A.9). 7

This requirement to calculate the Jacobian at every iteration is time consuming.
Thankfully, there exist algorithms for calculating a Rank-1 approximation to the
Jacobian which then may be used for subsequent steps. These iterations, where the
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Jacobian is used in combination with the gradient, are referred to as dogleg steps.
They can often dramatically improve the rate of convergence in multidimensional
problems. One example is a modification of Powell’s Hybrid method whereby the
dogleg step is:

ox = —aJ M (x) — BV fx)| (A.13)
One may find routines for Newton-Raphson, with or without the global condition
Eq. (A.9), as part of Numerical Recipes [171] or contained within the GNU Sci-
entific Library [172]. Similarly, routines for hybrid methods can be found in these

references.

A.2 Chebyshev Polynomials

Before we implement the numerical solver we must first decide on some way of repre-
senting the functions A, B, G and Z. To this end we represent the functions as a sum
of Chebyshev polynomials, which we will proceed to introduce. The functions are
necessarily defined on a logarithmic momentum scale by ¢t = logp? € [loge?, log A?].
These t are then discretized, ¢;, and ultimately located at the zero’s of the Cheby-
shev series. Since this particular choice of polynomial is defined on [—1, 1], and so
we must employ a mapping ¢ — s.
A Chebyshev polynomial of degree n is given by:

To(z) = cos (ncos™(z)) (A.14)

Obviously the parameter z is defined in the range [—1,1]. Despite the appearance
of trigonometric functions in it’s definition, these indeed form a polynomial series:

TO ($) = 1
TO ($) = T
T() (iII) = 2(1,'2 —1

Toii(z) = 22T,(z) — Tha (A.15)

where the final line indicates the recurrence relation that one may use for the suc-
cessive determination of higher order polynomials. There are well defined minima

209



Chapter A: Numerical Techniques

and maxima, and more importantly zeros located at:

Tk = COS ((k + %) E) k=0.n-1 (A.16)

i

These polynomials also obey two orthogonality conditions: one continuous and one
discrete. Here we only need the discrete form for the main result:

n—1 0 1 7é]
> Tz T(zx) = n/2 i=j#0 (A.17)
k=0 no i=j=0

The continuous orthogonality allows us to write any continuous function of z €
[—1,1] as a sum of Chebyshev polynomials:

f@) = Ty 5 (A.18)

The difference in normalisation accounts for the factor of 1/2 in the cyp-term.
We now truncate this series such that the approximation is exact at the N-zeros
of the Chebyshev series, z;:

fl@e) =) _cTi(xe) — 5 (A.19)

N-1 N—-1N-1 N-1 Co
flzy) = ¢; Ti(we )T (k) — 571'(%)
k=0 3=0 k=0 k=0
_ N
2 N-1
=6 = 5 Ti@)f(z) (A.20)
k=0

With this we can fit a Chebyshev series to any known function.

A.2.1 Clenshaw’s Recurrence relation

In order to evaluate our approximation to the function we can calculate each and
every T;(x), multiply by its respective coefficient, and sum. This is needlessly ineffi-
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cient and prone to numerical inaccuracies due to the delicate cancellations that take
place. A more sensible approach is to exploit the recurrent relation of the Chebyshev
series and employ Clenshaw’s recurrence formula.

In general we write a polynomial series as:
f(@) =) ¢Fj(x) (A.21)

for which there is a recurrence relation of the form:
Fri1(z) = a(n,z)Fy(z) + B(n,z) F—1(x) (A.22)
We then define the recurrence relation:
Y = a(f, 2)yjr1 + B + 1, 2)yj42 + ¢ j=N.1 (A.23)

with initial values yny+1 = yni2 = 0. Clenshaw’s formula then comes from recog-
nising that when the ¢; in Eq. (A.23) are substituted into Eq. (A.21) many of the

terms cancel and leave us with:
f(z) = B(L, 2)Fo(z)y2 + Fi(z)ys + Fo(z)co (A.24)

All we need to do is determine the quantities y, and y;.
Applying this directly to the Chebyshev polynomials we have a(n,z) = 2z,
B(n,z) = —1, thus:

yny1 = yn=0
Yi = 2xYjq1 — Y2+ Cj j=N-1.1
f@) = oy —ya+co/2 (A.25)

NB. The last step is different because of the ¢/2 in Eq. (A.21) for Chebyshev
polynomials.

There remain a few more definitions to make. This first lies with the range over
which our polynomial series is defined, since we need to map our function from
t € [a,b] to s € [—1,1]. This is achieved with:

t—%(a+b)
3(b—a)

S =

(A.26)
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For our purposes ¢ = log p® € [loge?,log A?], hence:

o _ log(p®/A%?)

oW/ ]/ A.
log(A2/e?) (A.21)
Our unknown functions 7, M and G will then be written as:
N-1
Ft:) =D a;Ty(s:) — ao/2
j=0
N-1
M(ti) = ) bTy(s:) — bo/2
7=0
N-1
G(t:) = ) c;Ti(s:) — co/2 (A.28)
j=0

When calculating the Jacobian we will need to take derivatives of these w.r.t. the
coefficients a;, b; and c;. This is simply:

0a; F(t;) = Ty(s:) — %503' ; ObjF(t;) =0 etc. (A.29)

A.3 Gaussian Quadrature

Since we have a smooth representation of the functions to be integrated we are free
to use whichever integration method we prefer. One of the more powerful methods
is that of Gaussian Quadrature. Here, not only do we calculate the weights of the
function at different integration nodes, but we also distribute these points optimally
to maximise the precision.

Gaussian quadrature is defined as the evaluation of the integral:

b N
/ w(@) @)~ 3 w0yf () (A.30)

The precise form of the quadrature depends upon the weight function chosen. In
order to find the set of orthogonal polynomials we define the inner product by:

(flg) = / w(@)f(@)g(x)dz (A31)

To generate the set of orthogonal polynomials we can use the procedure of Gram-
Schmidt orthonormalisation. This procedure is begun by defining the first two
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polynomials of the series as:

poz) = 1 (thus the series is monic)

_ [, (zpo|po)
m(z) = [:v <p0|p0>]po (A.32)

Here po and p; are obviously orthogonal since (po|p1) = 0. The remaining polyno-

mials are found from the recurrence relation:

The weights for each root are given by:

__{pn-ilpy-1)
“1 7 ova @)y (;) (A34)

where N is the number of orthogonal polynomials.

A.3.1 Gauss-Legendre Polynomials

This class of polynomial occurs when we choose the weight function w(z) = 1. The
resulting polynomials are the Legendre Polynomials P;(z), and are defined on the
interval [—1, 1], and obey the recurrence relation:

(G + D Pja(z) = (25 + D)aPj(z) — jPi-(z) (A.35)

In this special case we can write Eq. (A.34) as:

2
(1= 23) (Pr(z))’

(A.36)

Wi =
Integration on a logarithmic scale is then achieved by:

b log b
/ f@)dy = / b (1)t t=logy
a 1

oga

N
1 1 1
~ 5 lOg b/a JEZI thjf (5 log(ab) + 5 log(b/a)tj> . (A37)

213



Chapter A: Numerical Techniques

A.4 Numerical Singularities

On calculating the integral equations we observe numerical singularities. These arise
due to coefficient functions Ay(k?, p?) and Az(k?, p?), which behave like
1 1

3 () = F@) —= = 37w, (A.39)

)‘2(3/7 CC) =

in the limit ¢ — 0. Despite being well-defined analytically, we must treat these
carefully numerically by explicitly cancelling the divergence when ¢ is small.

Our functions are represented by a series of Chebyshev polynomials. By ex-
ploiting Clenshaw’s recurrence formula one more time, we may factor out a part
proportional to z — y in the limit ¢ — 0. This we explore in the next two subsec-

tions.

A.4.1 Difference of Chebyshev Expansions

The method for summing the difference of a Chebyshev series has been presented
in [55]). We proceed in the same manner, by exploiting Clenshaw’s recurrence formula,
for the difference of two functions.

Suppose we are evaluating the difference between Af = f(z,) — f(z2), where
f(z1) is some Chebyshev expansion. Then, since the coefficients of the expansion

are the same, we can write this as:

N-1

Af = ¢ (Ti(m) - Tj(as)) (A.39)

=0

Into this expression we can substitute the original Clenshaw’s recurrence formula
Eq. (A.25) to give us:

Af = zy(z1) — Tay(z2) — (y2(21) — y2(22)) (A.40)
We also arrive a recurrence formula for the Ay;:

yi(21) — ¥5(@2) = 2 (:1y541(21) — D2yjr1(21)) — (Yiaa(@2) — yjaa(z2))  (A41)

This recurrence formula allows us to find the second set of terms in Eq. (A.40), so
we should look for a recurrence formula for the first set. Again, we substitute in
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from Eq. (A.25):

1y;(z1) — Tay;(z2) = 2|(z1 + 22) (T1Y541(21) — Tays41(22))

—21%2 (Yj41(71) — Yj41(22))

— (T1Yj+2(21) — Tayjra(®2)) + (z1 — 22)c;  (A.42)
For simplicity we define two recurrence variables o;(z1, z2) and 8;(z1, z2) to be:

. m — . :E
aj(z1,T2) = ——yJ( ;z_il( 2)

(A.43)
,Bj(iL'l,:L‘Q) = xlyj($;3 : zzyj(zg)

and rewrite the recurrence formula Eq. (A.40) and recurrence relations Egs. (A.41,
A.42) as:

Af = f(z1) — f(z2) = (21 — 22) (b1 (21, T2) — 271, 22))
a;j(z1,72) = 20j31(21,22) — ajyo(21,22)
Bi(@1,22) = ¢+ 2(z1 + 22)B541(21, T2) — 2710511 (21, T2)

—ﬂj+2($1, T3) (A.44)

where once again the sum runs from j = N —1..1, and the initial conditions for the
recurrence variables are Oy = By = ayy1 = any = 0.

This is only half the story. We required a mapping s(z;) from [e2, A%] to [-1, 1],
and so for the Ay(y, 2) coeflicient for the Ball-Chiu vertex, with f(z) = A(z):

f(s(2)) = f(s(y)) _ s(z) — s(y)

zZ—Y 2=y

(B1(s(2), s(y)) — ea(s(2), s(y))) (A.45)
In the limit 2 — y we have analytically that:

Numerically we must cancel this explicitly, which we do so in the next subsection.
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A.4.2 Cancelling the Divergence

In the case of the Chebyshev Expansion, we want to eliminate a divergence in the

term:
S(Z) - S(y) (A 47)
z—y ’
where the mapping function s is given by Eq. (A.27):
_ log(p?/A%?) (A.48)
log(A?/e?) '

Substituting this into Eq. (A.47) gives:

s(2) - s(y) _log(z/y) 2

. A 49
oy oy g (A.49)
If we write )
z_ 1t where u = =2 (A.50)
y 1l—-u z+y

Then the Taylor expansion is readily computable:

z 1+u I T T
1 - =1 — ) =2 — =+ =+ A5l
og(y> 0g(1—u) (u+3—|—5+7+ ) (A.51)
Finally, when we are in the neighbourhood of z — which we will choose to be when
|u] <1073, we evaluate:

He) —t(y) _log(z/y) 2 ( o’ 1;4 u: ) (A.52)

o~
~

2=y 2=y z+y

and our divergence is cancelled.
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Angular Integrals

B.1 QED in 3 Dimensions

In the course of studying QED in three dimensions, we are left with a selection of
angular integrals in the SDEs. For the quenched case these, and in the explicitly
gauge dependent part of the projection, these can usually be analytically. Thus we
need to evaluate integrals of the form:

. k- p)®
Lo, (k,p) = /dw smw( ng ; (B.1)
(¢%)
which can be rewritten using the substitution:
k2 + p? — g2
—Z; ? =k-p. (B.2)
We expand and collect in powers of g2, using the following angular integrals:
" . 4 a4, 10,55
dysinyg* = 2(k*+p +?kp (B.3)
0
/ dysinyg® = 2(k*+p%) (B.4)
0
/ dysiny = 2 (B.5)
0
T siny 1 }k + p‘
d = —In|—— B.6
/0 v ¢ kp |k—p (B.6)
/ dwsm;,[) _ 2 i (B.7)
0 q (k* —p?)
(B.8)
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which are easily evaluated.

B.2 QED in 4 Dimensions

For QED in 4 dimensions (also appropriate for QCD) we will need the angular in-
tegrals as appropriate for the fermion propagator, and additionally in section 2.2.3
we need specific integrals evaluated for the photon propagator with symmetric mo-

mentum routing.

Integrals for the Fermion Propagator

The angular integrals we encounter for the fermion propagator, with asymmetric

momentum routing, can be generally written in the form:

(k- p)*
(¢%)°

Since we have that ¢ = k — p, we may use recast this integral with the following

Lnalop) = [ dwsio? 92 (B.9)

substitution:
=k-p, (B.10)

and hence we can recursively define the I, s in terms of I; .

Calculation of I 5 for 3 <0

Integrals of the form I 4 (k,p), given by Eq. (B.9), are trivially evaluated when
is either zero or negative, and so we obtain the following results:

Iy = [T dy sin?y =g (B.11)
I = [7dy sin?yg® = g (k? + p°) (B.12)
I = [T dy sin?ygt = g (k* + 3p2k? + pt) (B.13)
Is = [Tdy sin?yq® = g (K + p?) (k* + 5p*k? + p*) (B.14)
Ioa = [T d sin®yg® = g (K® + 10p%k°® + 20p*k* + 10p°k? + p®) (B.15)
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Calculation of I,

The first such equation that we wish to evaluate is:

T sin?
T [ap=E (B.16)
which may be rewritten as:
8 (»* — k%) /” sin® ¢ 2 2
Iy =———+ d + (k* « . B.17
o p? 0 ¢1—21k|cosw+k2 (=) (B17)

One may now use the identity:

4 sin? 31
=B(=,-|F —1;2;a? B.1
/0 (1+ 2acos®y + a?)" (2’2) (mn = 1;2;.0%) (B.18)

where the beta-function is evaluated to be:

31\ _T(ErG) =
B(33)-"Fm -7 (19

on knowledge that I' (3} = /. The hypergeometric function F(a,3;7;2) can be

written in terms of a series expansion for |z| < 1:

o I(
Fla,B;7; 2 Z (@ +7”+ n)ﬁnT ") (B.20)

n=0

which terminates on the condition that « or § is negative. For Ip; we have that:
F(1,0;2;2) =1, (B.21)

and so we find that Eq. (B.16) evaluates to be:

m[0(p® —K?)  6(K —p?)
Iy = 5 [ po + 2 (B.22)

Calculation of I,

We now wish to evaluate the angular integral:

T 102 0 2—]{22 T 22
Ios = / ” 311;41/) _ (Pp4 )/ d¢ sin” 7 o+ (k2 - p2)
0 0
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which is once again written in terms of the beta-function B and hypergeometric

function F*:

™ sin? 3 1\ [6(p?—Kk?) k?
/0 d “;4 =B (5,5) [p—4F (2, 1;2; F) + (R o p2)] (B.24)

The beta-function gives the same value of 7/2, but on application of Eq. (B.20) the
hypergeometric function is:

1
1—2"

FR,L2%2)=1+z+22 422+ = (B.25)

Putting this together the integral yields:

o w [0 =K | (kK -p?)

Calculation of I, g

For angular integrals with oo > 1 we may use Eq. (B.10) to reduce our integral to
those already calculated above. Generally, we have that:

k2 +p2

1
Io-1,p(k,p) — 51a-1,p-1(k, D) (B.27)

Ia’ﬂ(k, p) = 2

Employing this we find the following integrals for a = 1:

Iy = —7k*p*(k* +p%) (p* + 4k%p* + K*) (B.28)

L_s = —Zk:2p2 (3p* + 8k2p? + 3K4) (B.29)
s

11,_2 = —§k2p2 (k2 +p2) (B30)
7r

Il,—l = —Zkzpz (B31)

Lip =0 (B.32)

n [k? P
L, = 1 {?9 (p2 k2) + k2 (k2 - p2) (B-33)
_ T k? 212 P 2_ .2
L = 9 [pz (p2—k2)0(p —k )+ kz(kz_pz)o(k -p%) (B.34)
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Following the same recursive procedure, for &« = 2 we obtain:

Iy_s = gp2k2 (p® + 9k%p* + 9K*p? + K°) (B.35)
Lys = %pzkz (p* + 4K%p* + k) (B.36)
Iy = gk2p2 (K + p?) (B.37)
12,0 = z](72]92 (B38)
8
Ly = = (K +p) k—29(2~k2)+ie(k2— %) (B.39)
2,1 — ] p p2 p k2 p .

7 [k% [ 3k% + p? 9 p? (3p® + k?

For integrals of the form I3 g we have:

o = —7p'K@*+K) (B.41)
I, = —gp‘*k‘* (B.42)
Ly =0 (B.43)
4092 | 1.2
L, = % [%9 (p* — k*) + (K p2)] (B.44)
L S PR 2
I3 = — | —+——0 —k k 2 B.45
2 = R o) (B4)
Finally, we look at the integrals with o = 4:
T
Ly = % (K + p*) p*k* (B.46)
Lo = 116164})4 (B.47)
4(k2 1 p2) (202 4 k2
L, = & k* (K +p)(p+k)6(p2—k2)+(k2<—>p2) (B.48)
’ 32 p?
m [k* (5k* +2p* +9Kk%p%), , » 9 0
Ly = 3—2[ P2 (p? — k2) G(p —k)+(p Hk) (B.49)

Integrals for the Photon Propagator

The standard integral that appears in the angular part of the photon propagator,
necessary for the calculation of Sect. 2.2.3, is written as:

(-9
PR+¢/4) - (-9

Koy = / " dpsin® (B.50)
0
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By making the substitutions a = 12 + ¢?/4 and b = |l| |g|, we can write this using
partial fractions:

T 1 1 1
K,1 = dip sin® o — b .
ot /0 Vsin ¢2a (a— bcos®y + a+bcos'z/)) (beosy)
1 1 -
_ 1 L 51
2aIa’1 * 2(110"1 ’ (B.51)
where the integrals
= T l-q)a ~ _
Loy = 2y (LD Ii=1I, B.52
. /0 - ¢a—bcos1p’ a o . (B.52)

are related to those calculated in the previous section. Indeed, we find for the
simplest case of & = 0 that:

. 4 1
Lyy=1I = I = z [;0 (@/4-1)+ 6 (1 - q2/4)] (B.53)
From Eq. (B.51) we have:

Koy = g; [;—29 (¢°/4- 1) + lize (- q2/4)J (B.54)

To calculate the integrals for a > 0 we may use:
“E+ @+ =1l-¢q , LB-C+d/4)=1g,

to form the recurrence relations:

2
Iy = (12 + qZ) Toii—To1p (B.55)
~ q2 ~ ~
I,i = — (lz + Z) Inc1a+ Ia1p - (B.56)

_ - T

oo =Ioo=ly = 3 (B.57)
- - m

12’0 = 12,0 = .[2’0 = §l2q2 (B58)
Lg=ILig=1I, = 17r—614q4 (B.59)

222



Chapter B: Angular Integrals

Thus for the case & = 1 we have from Eq. (B.55):

L, = (l2 + q2/4) Io1— Ioo (B.60)
hy = —(P+¢/4) Iy + oo (B.61)

Since 1—1,1 = —I~1,1, it is obvious from Eq. (B.51) that:
Ki1=0, (B.62)

and we find this to be the case for all o odd.

The next non-trivial integral to evaluate is for K3 ; which necessitates evaluation of
1-2’1 and fg,ll

Ly = (l2 -+ 42/4) Ly — Ty (B.63)
j2,1 - (l2 + (12/4) i1,1 - fl,o (B.64)

Il

We hence find Ip; = I, = (12 + ¢%/4) I 1, yielding:

4l2 2
Ky = g [?9 (°/4-1) + (11—20 (1* - q2/4)] . (B.65)

Finally we need the integral K,; whose evaluation procedes in a similar fashion:

4 (072 | 2
q2/4—l2)+q (21 +¢%)

m [4l*(¢?/2+ 17
Ky = — [—————(q (;2 )9( B

r 012 - q2/4)] (B.66)
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Integrals for Transverse
Ward-Takahashi Relation

Note that in the text these functions will be assumed to depend upon p; and p,
unless explicitly indicated.

KO (p),py) = /d"‘w o _w)21(p2 — _ ?Ko (p1,p2) (C.1)
K©(0,p) = /d4w m = %%Ko 0, p2) (C.2)
K© (p,0) = /d4w m = ?Ko (p1,0) , (C.3)
KD (p1p) = /d4w (; -w);)I(Lpz —w? % (1 +p2), Ko (p1,p2) (C4)
K®(0,p) = /d4w m - ?;%KO 0,ps) (C.5)
KD (p,0) = / d'w (pl_wm = %mKe (p1,0) , (C.6)
JO () py) = / tw — - _w)l2 o = ?JO, (C.7)
T o) = /d4w 2 (101—:))”2 (pr—w) gm“‘]ﬁ’p”“]’g] - (C8)
JIM(0,p) = /d4w #"_w)? = m;% ; (C.9)
J,(Ll) (p1,0) = /d4w m = iﬂ;:glu ] (C.10)
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J(2) (101,;02) — /d4w Wywy
* w2 (p1 — w)* (pr — w)?

im? uw p2 p2
= 7 {%KO + (p?u.p2v - g/.tuz?) JC + (plpplv - g;wzl) JE

+ (pmpzu + PouPry — G 22 ém) JD} : (C.11)
B " Wiy
J'(‘?/) (0,ps) = /d w " (p:— w)2
in? (g, DouD2
= Gy PouPow ,
2 ( 4 0(0>P2) + p% ) 9 (C 12)
o 4 Wuly
J2 (01,0) = /dwm
i7f2 Guv P1uP1v

Wy

IO (p1,pa) = /d4w Wi (

p—w)’ (9 ~w)’

i’
= 5 [Pouda + pruls] , (C.14)

I3 (p1,p2) = /d4“) oA (

WuWy

P — w)2 (p2 — W)2

2

im? 2
= 5 {% Jo + (qupm/ - !Juu%) Ic + (pluplu - gﬂu&) I

+ (plup2u +p2p,p1u - g;_wpléPQ) ID} . (C15)
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C.1

Ja
JB

Je

Jp

JE

C.2

J-scalar functions

1 (J
- Az{ 7 (A (p%_pl'm))+P1‘P2L'—pr—2(p1-p2—pf)S}

1 [ J
= E{QO( pz(P — D1 pz))+P1‘P2L—P§LI—2(P1'Pz—Pg)S}

= 4A2 {2p} — 4py - p2 S+ 2p1-p2 L' + (2p1 - p2 p? — 3p3p3) Ja — pi IR}
- 4A2 {2171 p2p3Ja+ 2p1 - papide — 2p1 - P2 + 2p28 — p2L’ — ppiJa
+2p1S — piL — plpsJm}

= A2 {2p5 — 4p1 -2 S+ 2p1 - p2 L+ (2p1 - p2p3 — 3p2p3) Jp — psJa}
(C.16)

I-scalar functions

1 (P% — p1° P2) D1 P2 ;, P1-D2
= — - 2 - - L
A2 { 5 Jo + 1 p% S -+ p% L

_ 1 (P%*Pl'm) P1-D2 P1-P2 .,

1 P2

= T{Qleg s + (2p1-p2 —3p%) Ja — piJs
+ (2P1 ‘p2pi — 3P%P§) Ia—pilIs }

= 4A2 { 2prp2 o+ 4+ (2271 D2 _p2) Ja+ (2P1 P2 —P1) JB

+ (2p1 - p2p3 — PIP3) Ia + (2p1 - pap? — p2p2) I}

1 X
= W{Zﬂgt]o — 4B sz + (2p1 - p2 — 3p3) Jg — p3Ja
P1

+ (2p1 - p2 P35 — 3p2p3) I — P} IA} (C.17)
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