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Abstract

The content of two additional Ward identities exhibited by the U(1) Higgs model is exploited. These novel
Ward identities can be derived only when a pair of local composite operators providing a gauge invariant setup
for the Higgs particle and the massive vector boson is introduced in the theory from the beginning. Among the
results obtained from the above mentioned Ward identities, we underline a new exact relationship between the
stationary condition for the vacuum energy, the vanishing of the tadpoles and the vacuum expectation value of
the gauge invariant scalar operator. We also present a characterization of the two-point correlation function of
the composite operator corresponding to the vector boson in terms of the two-point function of the elementary
gauge fields. Finally, a discussion on the connection between the cartesian and the polar parametrization of the
complex scalar field is presented in the light of the Equivalence Theorem. The latter can in the current case be
understood in the language of a constrained cohomology, which also allows to rewrite the action in terms of the
aforementioned gauge invariant operators. We also comment on the diminished role of the global U(1) symmetry
and its breaking.

1 Introduction

In a series of previous works [1, 2, 3] the U(1) Higgs model has been analyzed within the gauge invariant formulation
outlined in [4, 5, 6], see also [7, 8, 9] for recent contributions. More precisely, the field content of the theory enables

∗david.dudal@kuleuven.be
†gperuzzofisica@gmail.com
‡silvio.sorella@gmail.com

1

ar
X

iv
:2

10
5.

11
01

1v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 2

3 
M

ay
 2

02
1



one to introduce the following pair of local gauge invariant composite operators (O(x), Vµ(x)):

O (x) =
1

2

(
h2 + 2vh+ ρ2

)
,

Vµ (x) =
1

2

(
−ρ∂µh+ h∂µρ+ v∂µρ+ eAµ

(
v2 + h2 + 2vh+ ρ2

))
, (1)

where (h, ρ) stand for the Higgs and Goldstone fields, while v is the classical minimum of the Higgs potential,
eqs. (10), (12). For the record, we will work in Euclidean convention in this paper.

In particular, from the one-loop computation of the two point functions 〈O(p)O(−p)〉, 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉T carried
out in [2] in the ’t Hooft Rξ gauge, it turns out that, besides being independent from the gauge parameter ξ,
the pole masses of 〈O(p)O(−p)〉, 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉T coincide, respectively, with the pole masses of the corresponding
elementary correlation functions 〈h(p)h(−p)〉 and 〈Aµ(p)Aν(−p)〉T , where T denotes the transverse components1
of 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 and 〈Aµ(p)Aν(−p)〉. Also, both tree-level and one-loop expressions of the longitudinal part of
〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉L remain independent from the momentum p2, so that they are not associated to any physical mode.
Finally, both correlation functions 〈O(p)O(−p)〉, 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉T display a Källén-Lehmann (KL) representation
with positive and gauge parameter independent spectral densities [2], a feature which highlights the relevance of
the operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) in order to provide a local and renormalizable framework [3] for a fully gauge invariant
description of the Higgs and vector gauge bosons.

Following the standard quantum field theory setup [10], in order to study the correlation functions of the local
composite operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) one has to introduce them in the starting action by means of a suitable pair
of external sources (J(x),Ωµ(x)). It is remarkable that, in doing so, two novel powerful Ward identities [3], see
eqs. (38), (39), arise which enable us to establish a set of non-trivial all orders statements about (O(x), Vµ(x)).
For instance, in [3], these Ward identities have been already employed to prove the all order renormalizability of
(O(x), Vµ(x)) as well as to detect their possible mixing with other gauge invariant composite operators. Moreover,
besides the renormalization aspects, these Ward identities encode many other features whose description is the main
aim of this paper. Let us also underline that the aforementioned Ward identities can be obtained only when the
operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) are manifestly present in the starting action, yielding a further striking evidence of the role
played by these operators in the gauge invariant picture of the Higgs model.

For the benefit of the reader, we enlist here the set of results which give rise to the content of the present work:

• After providing a short self-contained summary, Section 2, of the quantization of the U(1) Higgs model in the
Landau gauge2, of the introduction of the local gauge invariant composite operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) and of the

1The correlation function 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 can be decomposed into transverse and longitudinal components, according to

〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 = V T (p2)Pµν(p) + V L(p2)Lµν(p) , (2)

where Pµν and Lµν are the transverse and longitudinal projectors, namely

Pµν(p) =
(
δµν −

pµpν

p2

)
, Lµν(p) =

pµpν

p2
. (3)

An analogue decomposition can be introduced for 〈Aµ(p)Aν(−p)〉. Moreover, in the Landau gauge, ∂A = 0, the two-point function
〈Aµ(p)Aν(−p)〉 is already transverse.

2Although other renormalizable covariant gauges, as the ’t Hooft Rξ gauge, could be employed in the quantization of the model
[1, 2], the gauge invariance of both operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) strongly motivates the adoption of the Landau gauge as the most natural
and direct choice [3].
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respective Ward identities, we start by addressing the issue of the nature of the vector operator Vµ(x), eq. (1),
a topic covered in Section 3. It turns out that the vector operator Vµ is nothing but the conserved Noether
current corresponding to the global U(1) invariance of the Higgs model. Let us also point out that this global
symmetry is manifestly preserved by the Landau gauge, being broken in the Rξ gauge by unphysical BRST
exact terms which can be kept under control to all orders by means of the introduction of a suitable set of
BRST doublets of external sources, see the extensive analysis worked out in [11, 12]. The conservation law
of the vector current, through the Ward identity (39), is at origin of the all orders (non)-renormalization
properties of Vµ(x), as expressed by [3]

ZΩΩ = 1 , Ω0µ = ZΩΩ Ωµ ,

(V0)µ = Z
1/2
h Vµ , h0 = Z

1/2
h h , Zv = Zh = Zρ ,

Ze = Z
−1/2
A , (4)

where ZΩΩ stands for the renormalization factor of the external source Ωµ coupled to Vµ and (V0)µ denotes the
bare operator written in terms of bare fields and bare parameters. In particular, as a consequence of ZΩΩ = 1,
the operator Vµ displays vanishing anomalous dimension, an expected feature for a conserved current [13].
Also, the last equation in (4) expresses a well known general feature of U(1) gauge models, see for example
[10].

• We move then to the investigation of the exact consequences of the first Ward identity, eq. (38), directly
related to the composite operator O(x). As we shall see in details in Sections 4 and 5, this Ward identity
enables us to establish an exact bridge between the BRST invariant counterterm accounting for the vanishing
of the tadpole diagrams (〈h〉 = 0) which arise from one-loop onwards, another independent BRST invariant
vacuum counterterm connected to the vacuum energy Ev and the vacuum expectation value of 〈O〉, namely

〈h〉 − ∂Ev
∂v

= λv 〈O〉 . (5)

Let us remind here that the appearance of a BRST invariant counterterm from one-loop onwards allowing
to kill tadpoles order per order, see the δσ term in the fifth line of equation (55), is a well known feature of
the Higgs model since its original BRST formulation [14, 15], see also [11, 12] for more recent investigations.
However, to our knowledge, it is the first time that such explicit relationship, encoded in (5), is derived from a
renormalizable Ward identity related to the construction of a gauge invariant framework for the Higgs model.

• Section 6 is entirely devoted to the study of the two-point correlation function 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 by exploiting
the second Ward identity, eq. (39), from which a couple of exact non-trivial statements about 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉
can be derived. The main results are summarized in eqs. (100), (101), which we report below, namely:

Pµν(p) 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉 =
p4

4e2
Pµν (p) 〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉 − 3

(
p2 −m2

)
4e2

, (6)

and

Lµν(p) 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉 =
v2

4
, (7)

where Pµν(p) and Lµν(p) are the transverse and longitudinal projectors, eq. (3). From eq. (6) one can see
that the transverse component of 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 is fully determined by the elementary two-point function of
the massive gauge field 〈Aµ(p)Aν(−p)〉. This result has a deep physical meaning, implying in fact that the
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pole masses of the transverse component of 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 and of 〈Aµ(p)Aν(−p)〉 are identical. On the other
hand, eq. (7) states that the longitudinal component of 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 does not receive any quantum correction
beyond the tree level one, which is moreover completely independent from the momentum p2. Both results
(6), (7) confirm the usefulness of the conserved current operator Vµ for a genuine gauge invariant description
of the gauge massive particle. In Appendix A one finds the details of the explicit one-loop verification of
eqs. (6), (7).

• Finally, in Section 7 we present an account of the connection between the Higgs model expressed in cartesian
coordinates and polar coordinates3 in the light of the Equivalence Theorem [16, 17, 18, 19], a general result in
quantum field theory stating that field redefinitions have no effects on physical observable quantities like the
S-matrix amplitudes. Here, we shall follow the more recent approach outlined in [20] where the Equivalence
Theorem has been re-formulated within a BRST framework by exponentiating the Jacobian arising from
the field redefinition à la Faddeev-Popov. In fact, when exponentiated, the Jacobian can be re-expressed by
introducing a new set of harmless ghost variables, in much the same way as the Faddeev-Popov determinant.
Further, BRST transformations leaving the transformed action invariant can be established for the new
ghosts. As pointed out in [20], the new ghost fields compensate precisely the effects of the field redefinition.
The existence of such BRST transformations guarantees that physical observables are insensitive to field
redefinitions, according to the Equivalence Theorem. We will discuss this from the viewpoint of a constrained
BRST cohomology. We will also briefly sketch how this Equivalence Theorem can also be used to rewrite the
action in terms of the gauge invariant field operators (1).

2 Summary of the U(1) Higgs model in the Landau gauge: introduction
of the gauge invariant composite operators O(x) and Vµ(x) and related
Ward identities

The aim of this section is that of providing a short self-consistent summary of the results obtained in [1, 2, 3] when
the composite gauge invariant operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) are introduced from the beginning in the starting action.

2.1 The U(1) Higgs model in the Landau gauge

The Abelian U(1) Higgs model [21, 22, 23, 24] is described by the following action
3With the name cartesian coordinates we refer to the parametrization of the complex scalar field ϕ written as, see eq. (12),

ϕcart =
1
√
2
(v + h+ iρ) , (8)

while, for polar coordinates, we refer to

ϕpol =
1
√
2

(
v + h′

)
eiρ

′
. (9)
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SHiggs =

∫
d4x

[
1

4
FµνFµν + (Dµϕ)

∗
(Dµϕ) +

1

2
λ

(
|ϕ|2 − v2

2

)2
]
, (10)

where

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ ,
Dµϕ = (∂µ + ieAµ)ϕ , (11)

with ϕ being a complex scalar field, e the electric charge and λ the quartic self-coupling.

Expanding the complex field ϕ around the minimum of the classical potential in eq. (10), i.e.

ϕ =
1√
2

(v + h+ iρ) , (12)

where h and ρ are the Higgs and the Goldstone fields, expression (10) becomes

SHiggs =

∫
d4x

[
1

4
FµνFµν +

1

2
∂µh∂µh+

1

2
∂µρ∂µρ +

1

2
e2v2AµAµ + evAµ∂µρ+

1

2
λv2h2

−eAµρ∂µh+ eAµh∂µρ+ e2vhAµAµ +
1

2
e2ρ2AµAµ +

1

2
e2h2AµAµ

+
1

8
λh4 +

1

8
λρ4 +

1

2
λvh3 +

1

2
λvhρ2 +

1

4
λh2ρ2

]
, (13)

showing that both gauge and Higgs fields have acquired a mass, given respectively by

m2 = e2v2 , m2
h = λv2 . (14)

The field ρ, the would-be Goldstone boson, remains massless. The action (13) is left invariant by the local gauge
transformations

δαAµ = −∂µα , δαh = −eαρ , δαρ = eα (v + h) , (15)

with α(x) a local gauge parameter:
δαSHiggs = 0 . (16)

In order to quantize the model, we employ the Landau gauge [25], ∂µAµ = 0. Following the BRST procedure
[14, 15], for the Landau gauge-fixing term we have

Sgf =

∫
d4x

(
ib∂µAµ + c∂2c

)
, (17)

where b stands for the Nakanishi-Lautrup field, while c and c are the Faddeev-Popov ghosts. The local gauge
invariance, eq. (16), is now replaced by the exact nilpotent BRST invariance, namely

s (SHiggs + Sgf) = 0 , (18)

where

sAµ = −∂µc , sc = 0 ,

sh = −ecρ , sρ = ec (v + h) ,

sc = ib , sb = 0 ,

s2 = 0 . (19)
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Besides the BRST invariance, the action (SHiggs + Sgf) enjoys the discrete charge conjugation symmetry

Aµ → −Aµ , h→ h

ρ → −ρ , b→ −b ,
c → −c , c→ −c , (20)

as well as the global invariance

δωh = −eωρ , δωρ = eω (v + h) ,

δωAµ = 0 , δωc = 0 , δωc = 0 , δωb = 0 , (21)

with
δω (SHiggs + Sgf) = 0 , (22)

where ω is a constant parameter. As we shall see in the following, the global invariance, eq. (22), can be converted
into a Ward identity which will imply helpful relationships between the various terms of the most general local
invariant counterterm needed to renormalize the model. It is worth observing here that, unlike the Rξ gauge
[11, 12], the Faddeev-Popov ghosts (c, c) are now non-interacting fields, being completely decoupled. This is a
helpful feature of the Landau gauge. The same property holds for the b-field, which appears only at the quadratic
level.

Let us end this short summary by noticing that the composite operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) are, respectively, even
and odd under charge conjugation, i.e.

O(x) → O(x) ,

Vµ(x) → −Vµ(x) , (23)

a property which will be exploited in the next section.

2.2 Introduction of the gauge invariant operators (O (x) , Vµ (x)) and Ward identities

Following [3], the gauge invariant operators (O (x) , Vµ (x)) can be studied at the quantum level by coupling them
to a pair of BRST invariant external sources (J,Ωµ). Moreover, taking into account the mixing between Vµ and
the BRST invariant quantities ∂νFνµ and ∂µb as well as that of the scalar operator O with v2, for the complete
starting action Σ one needs [3]

Σ = SHiggs + Sgf + Sext , (24)

with
Sext =

∫
d4x

(
L(sh) +R(sρ) + JO + ηv2 + ΩµVµ + Υµ∂νFνµ + Θµ∂µb

)
, (25)

where the sources (L,R) allow to define the BRST variations of the fields (h, ρ) [26], eqs. (19), while (J, η,Ωµ,Υµ,Θµ)
couple, respectively, to (O(x), v2, Vµ(x), ∂νFνµ, ∂µb). All external sources are BRST invariant, i.e.

sL = sR = sJ = sη = sΩµ = sΥµ = sΘµ = 0 , (26)

6



so that Σ is BRST invariant as well
sΣ = 0 . (27)

The fields (Aµ, h, ρ, b) have dimensions (1, 1, 1, 2) and ghost number zero. The Faddeev-Popov ghosts (c, c) have
dimensions (2, 0) and ghost number (−1, 1). The two external sources (L,R) have dimension 3 and ghost number
−1. Finally, the sources (J, η,Ωµ,Υµ,Θµ) all have vanishing ghost number and dimensions (2, 2, 1, 1, 1).

The complete classical action Σ fulfills a huge number of Ward identities, which we enlist below:

• the Slavnov-Taylor identity expressing the BRST invariance of Σ at the functional level

S (Σ) = 0 , (28)

where

S (Σ) =

∫
d4x

(
−∂µc

δΣ

δAµ
+
δΣ

δL

δΣ

δh
+
δΣ

δR

δΣ

δρ
+ ib

δΣ

δc

)
. (29)

• The b-Ward identity [26]

δΣ

δb
= i∂µAµ − ∂µΘµ . (30)

Notice that the right hand side of eq. (30), being linear in the quantum fields, is a linear breaking, not affected by
quantum corrections [26]. This equation expresses in functional form that the b field is a non-interacting field.

• The antighost and ghost Ward identities

δΣ

δc
= ∂2c , (31)

and
δΣ

δc
= −∂2c−Re (v + h) + Leρ . (32)

These two Ward identities express in functional form the decoupling of the Faddeev-Popov ghost fields in the Landau
gauge.

• The global invariance, eq. (21), can be extended to the external sources in such a way that

δωh = −eωρ , δωρ = eω (v + h) ,

δωAµ = 0 , δωc = 0 , δωc = 0 , δωb = 0 ,

δωL = −eωR , δωR = eωL ,

δωJ = δωη = δωΩµ = δωΥµ = δωΘµ = 0 , (33)
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with
δωΣ = 0 , (34)

yielding the powerful Ward identity∫
d4x

[
−ρδΣ

δh
+ (v + h)

δΣ

δρ
−RδΣ

δL
+ L

δΣ

δR

]
= 0 . (35)

• The charge conjugation invariance

Aµ → −Aµ ,
h → h ,

ρ → −ρ ,
b → −b ,
c → −c ,
c → −c ,
L → L ,

R → −R ,

J → J ,

Ωµ → −Ωµ ,

Υµ → −Υµ ,

Θµ → −Θµ . (36)

• The external sources Ward identities

δΣ

δη
= v2 ,

δΣ

δΥµ
= ∂νFνµ ,

δΣ

δΘµ
= ∂µb . (37)

Notice that all terms in the right hand side of eqs. (37) are linear breakings, which will not be affected by quantum
corrections [26]. As a consequence, these equations imply that the most general local invariant counterterm does
not depend on (η,Υ,Θ).

As shown in [3], besides the previous Ward identities, the complete action Σ enjoys two additional powerful
Ward identities which have far reaching consequences at the quantum level, namely∫

d4x

(
δΣ

δh
− λv δΣ

δJ

)
− ∂Σ

∂v
=

∫
d4xv (J − 2η) , (38)

8



and
δΣ

δAµ
− 2e

δΣ

δΩµ
− eΩµ

δΣ

δJ
= −∂νFνµ − i∂µb+

ev2

2
Ωµ + ∂2Υµ − ∂µ∂νΥν . (39)

It is worth emphasizing that, unlike the Ward identities (28)-(37), which can be written down independently from
the introduction of the composite operators (O(x), Vµ(x)), the additional Ward identities (38) and (39) can be
obtained only when the composite operators are introduced in the action from the beginning. As such, these
two Ward identities will express non-trivial features of the correlation functions of the two composite operators
(O(x), Vµ(x)), as it will be illustrated later on.

The Ward identity (38) will lead to the already mentioned relation (5) (see later in (87)), explicitly connecting
the vacuum energy Ev to the tadpole diagrams in a very simple and apparent way. This is one of the main novelties
of our paper. On the other hand, as underlined in [3], the second Ward identity (39) expresses the fact that the
gauge invariant vector operator Vµ(x) is a conserved current, a property which will be addressed in detail in the
next section. Finally, let us observe that also both eqs. (38) and (39) display a harmless linear breaking.

3 Investigating the nature of the gauge invariant vector operator Vµ(x)

Before addressing the issue of the vacuum energy Ev, let us investigate the nature of the gauge invariant vector
operator Vµ. As stated in the previous section, see [3], the composite operators Vµ(x) has the meaning of a conserved
current. For a better understanding of this feature, we rewrite the global Ward identity (35) as∫

d4xW(x)Σ = 0 , (40)

where W(x) stands for the local operator

W(x) =

[
−ρ(x)

δ

δh(x)
+ (v + h(x))

δ

δρ(x)
−R(x)

δ

δL(x)
+ L(x)

δ

δR(x)

]
. (41)

Therefore, from the Noether theorem, we get

W(x)Σ = ∂µJµ(x) , (42)

where, after a quick algebraic calculation, the current Jµ reads

Jµ(x) = −
(

Ωµ(x)O(x) +
v2

2
Ωµ(x) + 2Vµ(x)

)
. (43)

Setting thus all external sources (J, η,Ωµ,Υµ,Θµ) to zero , one gets[
−ρ(x)

δ

δh(x)
+ (v + h(x))

δ

δρ(x)

]
(SHiggs + Sgf) = −2∂µVµ(x) , (44)

which shows that the gauge invariant vector operator Vµ(x) is nothing but the conserved Noether current corre-
sponding to the global U(1) invariance, manifestly preserved in the Landau gauge.

9



Furthermore, having introduced the two composite operators (O(x), Vµ(x) in the starting action Σ from the
beginning, equation (44) can be directly converted into a local Ward identity, namely[
−ρ(x)

δΣ

δh(x)
+ (v + h(x))

δΣ

δρ(x)
−R(x)

δΣ

δL(x)
+ L(x)

δΣ

δR(x)

]
= −∂µ

(
Ωµ(x)

δΣ

δJ(x)
+ 2

δΣ

δΩµ(x)
+
v2

2
Ωµ(x)

)
.

(45)
Finally, let us also observe that, upon making use of (39), equation (45) becomes the familiar linearly broken local
U(1) gauge Ward identity

∂µ
δΣ

δAµ(x)
+ e

[
−ρ(x)

δΣ

δh(x)
+ (v + h(x))

δΣ

δρ(x)
−R(x)

δΣ

δL(x)
+ L(x)

δΣ

δR(x)

]
= −i∂2b(x) , (46)

which follows by anti-commuting the Slavnov-Taylor Ward identity (28) with the ghost Ward identities (32).

4 Revisiting the most general form of the invariant counterterm: adding
the vacuum energy counterterm

In this section we revise the construction of the more general invariant counterterm compatible with the whole set
of Ward indentities. We shall pay particular attention to the inclusion4 of the vacuum counterterm of the type v4,
which is generated from one loop onwards and which is needed to properly renormalize the vacuum energy. Usually,
such a kind of counterterm is not introduced in the analysis of the counterterm, as it is not captured nor constrained
by the Ward identities which are expressed in terms of functional derivates with respect to the fields and external
sources. Nevertheless, due to the introduction of the operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) in the starting action, it has been
possible to derive the two additional Ward identities (38) and (39). In particular, we point out the appearance of
the term ∂Σ

∂v which, as we shall see, will capture the dependence of the theory from the vacuum counterterm v4,
relating it to the tadpole diagrams at the quantum level in a BRST invariant fashion, see [14, 15, 11, 12]. In other
words, the Ward identity (38) will ensure in an explicit way that the vanishing condition of the tadpole diagrams is
related to the minimization procedure of the vacuum energy. A whole subsection will be devoted to this issue. We
highlight again that such a possibility depends crucially from the a priori introduction of the two gauge invariant
composite operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) in the starting action.

In order to characterize the most general local invariant counterterm, we follow the algebraic renormalization
setup [26] and perturb the starting action Σ, i.e. Σ→ (Σ+εΣct) with ε being an expansion parameter. In agreement
with the power counting, Σct is an integrated local polynomial in the fields and external sources with dimension
four, invariant under charge conjugation and having vanishing ghost number. Demanding then that the perturbed
action, (Σ + εΣct), fulfills to the first order in the expansion parameter ε the same Ward identities of the action Σ,
eqs. (28)- (39), one gets the following conditions

δΣct

δb
=

δΣct

δc
=
δΣct

δc
= 0 , (47)

as well as
δΣct

δη
=
δΣct

δΘµ
=
δΣct

δΥµ
= 0 . (48)

4In the previous work [3], the vacuum counterterm v4 was not needed, as it was not entering the correlation functions 〈O(p)h(−p)〉
and 〈Vµ(p)Aν(−p)〉 whose study was the main goal of the work.
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Since Σct is independent from the ghosts (c, c), it immediately follows that, due to the fact that the sources (L,R)
have ghost number −1, they cannot give rise to a dimension four quantity with vanishing ghost number, namely

δΣct

δL
=
δΣct

δR
= 0 . (49)

Therefore
Σct = Σct(A, h, ρ, v, J,Ω) . (50)

The result (49) simplifies very much the Slavnov-Taylor identity, which takes the simpler form

sΣct = 0 . (51)

From equations (38) and (39) one obtains two additional conditions

δΣct

δAµ
− 2e

δΣct

δΩµ
− eΩµ

δΣct

δJ
= 0 , (52)

and ∫
d4x

(
δΣct

δh
− λv δΣ

ct

δJ

)
− ∂Σct

∂v
= 0 . (53)

After some algebraic calculation, from equations (47)-(51) one gets,

Σct =

∫
d4x

{
a0

1

4
FµνFµν + a1 (Dµϕ)

∗
Dµϕ+ a2

λ

2

(
ϕ∗ϕ− v2

2

)2

+ (δa)
v4

4

+ δσ
v2

2

(
h2 + 2vh+ ρ2

)
+ b1JO + b2Jv

2 + c1ΩµVµ + c2Ωµ∂νFνµ

+ d1ΩµΩµΩνΩν + d2Ωµ∂
2Ωµ + d3Ωµ∂µ∂νΩν

+ d4v
2ΩµΩµ + d5OΩµΩµ + d6J

2 + d7JΩµΩµ
}
, (54)

where one notices the introduction of the vacuum counterterm (δa)v4.

Imposing now the two conditions (52) and (53), we have

Σct =

∫
d4x

{
a0

(
1

4
FµνFµν −

1

2e
Ωµ∂νFνµ −

1

8e2
Ωµ∂

2Ωµ +
1

8e2
Ωµ∂µ∂νΩν

)
+a1

(
(Dµϕ)

∗
Dµϕ+ ΩµVµ +

1

8
v2ΩµΩµ +

1

4
OΩµΩµ

)
+a2

[
λ

2

(
ϕ∗ϕ− v2

2

)2

+ JO − 1

4
OΩµΩµ +

1

32λ

(
ΩµΩµΩνΩν + 16J2 − 8JΩµΩµ

)]

+(δa)

[
v4

4
+

1

16λ2

(
ΩµΩµΩνΩν + 16J2 − 8JΩµΩµ

)
− 1

λ

(
Jv2 − 1

4
v2ΩµΩµ

)]
+δσ

[
v2

2

(
h2 + 2vh+ ρ2

)
+

1

λ

(
Jv2 − 1

4
v2ΩµΩµ − 2JO +

1

2
OΩµΩµ

)
− 1

8λ2

(
ΩµΩµΩνΩν + 16J2 − 8JΩµΩµ

)]}
; . (55)
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with (a0, a1, a2, δσ, δa) free parameters.

As already underlined in [3], the counterterm (55) exhibits a few properties worth underlining. The first one
is the presence of the term Ωµ∂νFµν , with Ωµ being the source coupled to the vector operator Vµ. As shown in [3],
this term gives rise to the mixing between the operators Vµ and ∂νFµν . The second feature concerns the well known
presence [14, 15, 11, 12] of the BRST invariant counterterm (δσ)v

2

2 (h2 + 2vh + ρ2). As we shall see explicitly in
the next section, both coefficients (δσ) and δa can be fixed, order by order in the ~ expansion, so as to ensure the
minimization procedure for the vacuum energy Ev and the requirement of vanishing tadpoles. Finally, let us notice
that the Ward identities allow for the presence of higher order terms in the external sources, like (Ωµ∂2Ωµ, Ω4,
JΩ2, . . .). These terms, which originate from one loop onwards, are needed to properly renormalize the two-point
correlation function of the composite operators as, for example, 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉, whose explicit one-loop computation
will be presented in details.

After having obtained the most general form of the local invariant BRST counterterm, eq. (55), we can obtain
the bare action. For such a goal we look at how the counterterm (55) can be reabsorbed into the tree level action
Σ, namely

Σ + εΣct = Σbare +O(ε2) , (56)

where

Σbare = Σ (A0µ, h0, ρ0, b0, c0, c0, v0, e0, λ0, J0, η0,Ω0µ,Υ0µ,Θ0µ, L0, R0)

+

∫
d4xδσ0

v2
0

2

(
h2

0 + 2v0h0 + ρ2
0

)
+

∫
d4x (ZA − 1)

(
− 1

8e2
0

Ω0µ∂
2Ω0µ +

1

8e2
0

Ω0µ∂µ∂νΩ0ν

)
+

∫
d4x (Zh − 1)

(
1

8
v2

0Ω0µΩ0µ +
1

4
O0Ω0µΩ0µ

)
+

∫ 4

4x (Zλ + 2Zh − 3)

[
−1

4
O0Ω0µΩ0µ +

1

32λ0

(
Ω0µΩ0µΩ0νΩ0ν + 16J2

0 − 8J0Ω0µΩ0µ

)]
+

∫
d4x δσ0

[
1

λ0

(
−1

4
v2

0Ω0µΩ0µ +
1

2
O0Ω0µΩ0µ

)
− 1

8λ2
0

(
Ω0µΩ0µΩ0νΩ0ν + 16J2

0 − 8J0Ω0µΩ0µ

)]
+

∫
d4x (δa)0

[
v4

0

4
+

1

16λ2
0

(
Ω0µΩ0µΩ0νΩ0ν + 16J2

0 − 8J0Ω0µΩ0µ

)
+

v2
0

4λ0
Ω0µΩ0µ

]
(57)
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with

A0µ = Z
1
2

AAµ ,

h0 = Z
1
2

h h ,

ρ0 = Z
1
2
ρ ρ ,

v0 = Z
1
2
v v ,

b0 = Z
1
2

b b ,

c0 = Z
1
2
c c ,

c0 = Z
1
2

c c ,

e0 = Zee ,

λ0 = Zλλ ,

L0 = ZLL ,

R0 = ZRR ,

Θµ0 = ZΘΘ , (58)

and (
Ω0µ

Υ0µ

)
=

(
ZΩΩ ZΩΥ

ZΥΩ ZΥΥ

)(
Ωµ
Υµ

)
(
J0

η0

)
=

(
ZJJ ZJη
ZηJ Zηη

)(
J
η

)
. (59)

In particular, the matrix form of equations (59) expresses, in terms of the corresponding external sources (Ωµ,Υµ, J, η),
the mixing between the quantities Vµ and (∂νFνµ) as well as between O(x) and v2.
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A direct inspection of equation (56) yields

Z
1
2

A = Z−1
e = 1 +

1

2
εa0 ,

Z
1
2

h = Z
1
2
ρ = Z

1
2
v = 1 +

1

2
εa1 ,

Zλ = 1 + ε (a2 − 2a1) ,

Z
1
2
c = Z

− 1
2

c ,

ZΘ = Z
− 1

2

b = Z
1
2

A ,

ZL = ZR = Z−1
e Z

− 1
2

h Z
− 1

2
c ,

ZΩΩ = 1 ,

ZΩΥ = 0 ,

ZΥΩ = − 1

2e
εa0 = − 1

2e
(ZA − 1) ,

ZΥΥ = Z
− 1

2

A = 1− 1

2
εa0 ,

ZJJ = 1 + ε

(
a2 − a1 − 2

δσ

λ

)
,

ZJη = 0 ,

ZηJ = ε

(
δσ

λ
− δa

λ

)
,

Zηη = Z−1
h = 1− εa1 , (60)

and
(δσ)0 = ε(δσ) . δa0 = εδa (61)
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Thus, for the bare action, we get5

Σbare =

∫
d4x

(
1

4
F0µνF0µν + (D0µϕ0)

∗
(D0µϕ0) +

λ0

2

(
ϕ∗0ϕ0 −

v2
0

2

)2
)

+

∫
d4x

(
c0∂

2c0 + ib0∂µA0µ + J0O0 + η0v
2
0 + Ω0µV0µ + Υ0µ∂νF0νµ

)
+

∫
d4x

(
(δσ)0

2
v2

0

(
h2

0 + 2v0h0 + ρ2
0

))
+

∫
d4x (ZA − 1)

(
− 1

8e2
0

Ω0µ∂
2Ω0µ +

1

8e2
0

Ω0µ∂µ∂νΩ0ν

)
+

∫
d4x (Zh − 1)

(
1

8
v2

0Ω0µΩ0µ +
1

4
O0Ω0µΩ0µ

)
+

∫
d4x (Zλ + 2Zh − 3)

[
−1

4
O0Ω0µΩ0µ +

1

32λ0

(
Ω0µΩ0µΩ0νΩ0ν + 16J2

0 − 8J0Ω0µΩ0µ

)]
+

∫
d4x δσ0

[
1

λ0

(
−1

4
v2

0Ω0µΩ0µ +
1

2
O0Ω0µΩ0µ

)]
+

∫
d4x δσ0

[
− 1

8λ2
0

(
Ω0µΩ0µΩ0νΩ0ν + 16J2

0 − 8J0Ω0µΩ0µ

)]

+

∫
d4x (δa)0

[
v4

0

4
+

1

16λ2
0

(
Ω0µΩ0µΩ0νΩ0ν + 16J2

0 − 8J0Ω0µΩ0µ

)
+

v2
0

4λ0
Ω0µΩ0µ

]
, (62)

with

ϕ0 =
Z

1/2
h√
2

(v + h+ iρ) . (63)

Let us end this section by giving, for completeness, the explicit values of the Z factors [3], as evaluated at one-loop
order in the MS scheme, working with dimensional regularization where d = (4−ε). Let us begin with the Z factors
of (h, ρ, v). We have

Zh = Zρ = Zv , (64)

where, at the one-loop order

Z
(1)
h =

3e2

16π2

(
2

ε
− γ + ln (4π)

)
. (65)

The equality of the Z factors for (h, ρ, v) follows from the global invariance, eq. (40), which is manifestly preserved
in the Landau gauge. For Z(1)

λ we get

Z
(1)
λ =

1

16π2

(
5λ+ 6

e4

λ
− 6e2

)(
2

ε
− γ + ln (4π)

)
, (66)

5Since we are not interested in the calculation of Green’s functions with insertions of the BRST exact operators (sh, sρ), from now
on we shall set to zero the corresponding external sources, i.e. L = R = 0.
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while Ze and Z1/2
A turn out to be

ZeZ
1/2
A = 1 , (67)

with

Z
(1)
A = − e2

48π2

(
2

ε
− γ + ln (4π)

)
, (68)

expressing a well known feature of the Abelian U(1) models, see, for example, [10]. Finally, the Z factors off the
sources coupled to the composite operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) and to ∂νFµν are given by

Z
(1)
JJ =

1

16π2

(
2λ− 3e2

)(2

ε
− γ + ln (4π)

)
. (69)

and

Z
(1)
ΩΩ = 0 , (70)

Z
(1)
ΥΩ =

e

96π2

(
2

ε
− γ + ln (4π)

)
. (71)

Notice that eq. (70) is in perfect agreement with the general output of the Ward identities, eqs. (60), namely
ZΩΩ = 1, whose origin is due to the observation that Vµ is a conserved current of a global symmetry. It is standard
textbook material that conserved currents do not need renormalization, expressed by ZΩΩ = 1 [27]. However,
the situation is bit more subtle than that, apart from the potential mixing with other operators. Indeed, the
algebraic analysis also makes obvious the need for contact counterterms (corresponding to the pure source terms)
which are necessary to render finite correlation functions involving currents. These contact terms are in particular
necessary for the polynomial subtractions when passing to a convergent Källén-Lehmann spectral representation of
the two-point correlation function, see [28].

5 Tadpoles, vacuum energy and the condensate 〈O〉

This section is devoted to a detailed analysis of the BRST invariant counterterms
(

(δσ)0
2 v2

0

(
h2

0 + 2v0h0 + ρ2
0

))
and

(δa)0
v40
4 , which appear in the most general expression for the bare action, eq. (62), in the light of the exact constraint

(5) which follows from the Ward identity (38).

Let us start first by discussing the counterterm stemming from
(

(δσ)0
2 v2

0

(
h2

0 + 2v0h0 + ρ2
0

))
, which presence is

a well established feature of the Higgs model [14, 15, 11, 12] . Following [14, 15, 11, 12], this counterterm is fixed,
order by order in the loop expansion, by requiring the vanishing of the tadpoles, namely by imposing

〈h〉 = 0 . (72)

For example, at one-loop, summing up all non-vanishing contributions, see Figure 1, one gets, again using the MS
scheme in d = (4− ε) dimensions,

〈h (x)〉1−loop =
3λv

2
χ
(
m2
h

)
+ e2v(d− 1)χ

(
m2
)

+ (δσ)(1)v3 = 0 , (73)
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where χ
(
M2
)
stands for

χ
(
M2
)

=

∫
ddk

(2π)
d

1

k2 +M2
=

1

(4π)
d
2

Γ

(
1− d

2

)(
M2
) d

2−1
. (74)

Therefore, (δσ)(1) becomes

(δσ)(1) =
1

v2

(
−e2 (d− 1)χ

(
m2
)
− 3

2
λχ
(
m2
h

))
. (75)

In particular, employing the subtraction procedure of the MS scheme, for the divergent part, one has:

(δσ)
(1)
div =

1

(4π)
2

1

v2

(
3e2m2 +

3

2
λm2

h

)(
2

ε
− γ + ln (4π)

)
. (76)

Figure 1: One-loop diagrams contributing to the one-point Green’s function 〈h〉 of the Higgs field h. Curly lines
refer to the gauge field, solid ones to the Higgs field and dashed ones to the Goldstone field.

Let us turn now to the vacuum energy Ev. At one-loop order6, one easily gets from the bubble graph

Ev =
1

2

∫
ddk log(k2 +m2

h) +
d− 1

2

∫
ddk log(k2 +m2) + (δa)

1 v
4

4
. (77)

Taking the derivative of eq. (77) with respect to v, it follows

∂Ev
∂v

= λvχ
(
m2
h

)
+ e2v(d− 1)χ

(
m2
)

+ (δa)
1
v3 , (78)

which, using eq. (75), can be rewritten as

∂Ev
∂v

= 〈h〉1−loop + (δa)
1
v3 − (δσ)(1)v3 − λv

2
χ
(
m2
h

)
. (79)

Therefore, we determine the counterterm (δa)
1 in such a way that

(δa)
1

= (δσ)(1) +
λ

2v2
χ
(
m2
h

)
=

1

v2

(
−e2(d− 1)χ

(
m2
)
− λχ

(
m2
h

))
. (80)

As a consequence, we have
∂Ev
∂v

= 〈h〉1−loop = 0 , (81)

6The classical vacuum energy is zero as ϕ = v√
2
corresponds to the classical minimum.
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expressing the important fact that the vacuum energy Ev is minimized at v.

To be more precise, one can fix the two free BRST invariant counterterms, (δσ)0, (δa)0, order by order in
the loop expansion, in such a way that the two conditions, namely: vanishing of the tadpoles and minimization
condition for the vacuum energy Ev, are simultaneously fulfilled.

It is worth emphasizing that characterizing the counterterm (δa)
1 in such a way that equation (81) holds has a

deep relationship with the Ward identity (38). In fact, by direct inspection of the bare action, eq. (57), one realizes
that the perturbative condensate 〈O〉pert will vanish if the two BRST invariant counterterms (δσ)0, (δa)0 are fixed
as described. Indeed, we get

〈O〉pert =
1

2
〈h2(x) + 2vh(x) + ρ2(x)〉pert = 0 . (82)

This follows by noticing that 〈O〉pert is given by

〈O〉pert =
δZc

δJ

∣∣∣
sources=0

, (83)

where Zc denotes the generator of the connected Green functions. A simple way to evaluate 〈O〉pert is that of
computing the Feynman diagrams which have as unique external leg the source J . After that, one differentiates
with respect to J in agreement with eq. (83), thus obtaining 〈O〉pert.

A quick look at the bare action, eq. (62), reveals that the terms linear in the source J are hiding in∫
d4x

(
J0O0 + η0v

2
0

)
. (84)

Therefore, for the one-loop contributions with a single external leg J we get, upon proper expansion,

J̃(0)

(
1

2
χ(m2

h) +
(δσ)(1)

λ
v2 − (δa)(1)

λ
v2

)
= 0 , (85)

which vanishes exactly, due to equation (80). The quantity J̃ is the Fourier transformation of J . We see thus that
fixing the vacuum counterterm (δa)(1) as in eq. (80), together with the requirement of vanishing tadpoles as in
eq. (76), yields automatically a vanishing condensate 〈O〉pert.

Let us turn now to the Ward identity (38), written at the quantum level in terms of the 1PI generator Γ, i.e.∫
d4x

(
δΓ

δh
− λv δΓ

δJ

)
− ∂Γ

∂v
=

∫
d4xv (J − 2η) . (86)

Setting all fields and sources to zero and making use of 〈O〉pert = 0, it follows that equation (86) gives nothing but

∂Ev
∂v

= 〈h〉 − λv 〈O〉 . (87)

To our knowledge, this is the first time in which the relation between the condition of the vanishing of the tadpoles,
〈h〉 = 0, and the minimization procedure of the vacuum energy Ev can be established in a direct way by means of
a Ward identity, eq. (86), whose origin relies on the introduction from the beginning of the two local composite
operators (O(x), Vµ(x)). Notice that (87) goes a bit beyond the standard textbook version, see e.g. [29] of splitting a
quantum field as φ = φcl+η, where φcl is a “classical” background and η the fluctuation, where it is understood that
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〈φ〉 = φcl holds order per order with ∂V
∂φcl

= 0 (minimization of the vacuum energy aka. effective potential) if the
tadpoles vanish, viz. 〈η〉 = 0. In the current setting, we have established that BRST invariance allows for a priori
two independent counterterms, one of which is related to the tadpoles and one to the vacuum energy minimization.
It is in principle allowed to choose them differently, in return this will lead to a compensating 〈O〉 6= 0 so that (87)
is fulfilled.

Noteworthy, eq. (87) is an exact functional constraint as directly arising from an underlying invariance of
the theory, which validity in principle goes beyond perturbation theory. As such, even if 〈O〉pert = 0 order per
order so that, perturbatively, the common equivalence between minimal vacuum energy and vanishing tadpoles is
guaranteed, non-perturbative effects potentially leading to 〈O〉non−pert 6= 0 will then also alter the relation between
the tadpoles and minimization condition, albeit in a constrained manner, namely according to (87). In the current
Abelian case this might not happen, but it is more likely to occur when the generalization to the non-Abelian case
will be considered in future work.

6 The two-point current-current correlation function 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉

In this section we shall show that the transverse part of the the two-point correlation function of the composite
operator Vµ, i.e. 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉transv, can be expressed exactly in terms of the two-point elementary Green function
〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉, a result which is a direct consequence of the Ward identity (39). Moreover, the same Ward identity
implies that the longitudinal component, i.e. 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉long, does not receive any quantum correction beyond
the tree level one, given by a momentum independent expression, up to a constant shift proportional to 〈O〉. In
particular, this last result, also exactly valid, implies that 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉long does not correspond to any propagating
physical mode. This is an important consistency check of the gauge invariant description of the massive gauge vector
particle in terms of the composite vector operator Vµ. Only the transverse two-point function 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉transv

describes a propagating excitation, corresponding to the 3 physical degrees of freedom of an observable massive
vector particle.

Let us start thus by reminding the Ward identity (39), namely

δΓ

δAµ (x)
− 2e

δΓ

δΩµ (x)
− eΩµ (x)

δΓ

δJ (x)
= −

(
∂2δµα − ∂µ∂α

)
Aα (x)− i∂µb (x) +

ev2

2
Ωµ (x)

+∂2Υµ (x)− ∂µ∂νΥν (x) , (88)

which we rewrite in terms of the generating functional Zc of the connected Green’s functions:

Zc = Γ +
∑

fields φ

∫
d4x Jφφ , (89)

yielding

−JAµ (x)− 2e
δZc

δΩµ (x)
− eΩµ

δZc

δJ (x)
= −

(
∂2δµα − ∂µ∂α

) δZc

δJAα (x)
− i∂µ

δZc

δJb (x)
+
ev2

2
Ωµ (x)

+∂2Υµ (x)− ∂µ∂νΥν (x) , (90)
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where JAµ and Jb are the sources of Aµ and b, respectively. Acting with δ/δJAν (y) on eq. (90) and taking all sources
equal to zero, we get

−δµνδ4 (x− y) + 2e 〈Vµ (x)Aν (y)〉 =
(
(∂2)xδµα − ∂xµ∂xα

)
〈Aα (x)Aν (y)〉+ i∂xµ 〈b (x)Aν (y)〉 , (91)

where the connected Green functions 〈Vµ(x)Vν(y)〉 and 〈Aµ(x)Vν(y)〉 are given by

〈Vµ(x)Vν(y)〉 = − δ2Zc

δΩµ(x)δΩν(y)

∣∣∣
sources=0

, 〈Aµ(x)Vν(y)〉 = − δ2Zc

δJAµ (x)δΩν(y)

∣∣∣
sources=0

. (92)

Employing now the Ward identity (30), one can easily show the exact result

〈b (x)Aν (y)〉 = −
∫

d4k

(2π)
4

kν
k2
e−ik·(x−y) (93)

as well as the transversality of the elementary two-point correlation function 〈Aµ (x)Aν (y)〉, due to the Landau
gauge ∂A = 0. As a consequence, eq. (91) becomes

2e 〈Vµ (x)Aν (y)〉 = ∂2
x 〈Aµ (x)Aν (y)〉+

(
δµν −

∂µ∂ν
∂2

)xz
δ4 (z − y) , (94)

or, equivalently, in momentum space

2e 〈Vµ (p)Aν (−p)〉 = −p2 〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉+ Pµν (p) , (95)

To proceed, we act with δ/δΩν (y) on eq. (90), obtaining a relationship between 〈Vµ (x)Aν (y)〉 and 〈Vµ (x)Vν (y)〉,
i.e.

2e 〈Vµ (x)Vν (y)〉 − eδµνδ4 (x− y) 〈O (x)〉 =
(
∂2δµα − ∂µ∂α

)x 〈Aα (x)Vν (y)〉+ i∂xµ 〈b (x)Vν (y)〉

+
ev2

2
δµνδ

4 (x− y) . (96)

The equation above can be greatly simplified since from the BRST invariance of Vµ it follows that

〈b (x)Vν (y)〉 = 〈s(−ic̄(x)Vν(y))〉 = 0 . (97)

Employing then eq. (94), we find

4e2 〈Vµ (x)Vν (y)〉 = (∂4)x 〈Aµ (x)Aν (y)〉+ (∂2)x
(
δµν −

∂µ∂ν
∂2

)xz
δ4 (z − y) + (m2 + 2e2 〈O〉)δµνδ4 (x− y)

, (98)

or, in momentum space:

4e2 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉 = p4 〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉 − p2Pµν (p) + (m2 + 2e2 〈O〉)δµν . (99)

Splitting now equation (99) into transverse and longitudinal components, we get the announced exact results:

Pµν(p) 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉 =
p4

4e2
Pµν (p) 〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉 − 3

(
p2 −m2 − 2e2 〈O〉

)
4e2

, (100)
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and

Lµν(p) 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉 =
v2

4
+
〈O〉
2

, (101)

Eqs. (100) and (101) show in fact that 〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉transv can be expressed in terms of 〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉 and that
〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉long does not receive any quantum correction up to perhaps a constant shift in 〈O〉.

In Appendix A one finds a detailed one-loop verification of the results (100) and (101). To that end, let us
end this section by rewriting eqs. (100),(101) in a slightly different form which will turn out to be helpful for the
one-loop check. Adopting as before a renormalization consistent with vanishing tadpoles and ∂Ev

∂v = 0, we already
have proven that this implies that 〈O〉pert = 0. Looking at the expression for the vector operator Vµ(x), i.e.

Vµ =
v

2
(evAµ + ∂µρ) + . . . , (102)

it is convenient to subtract from the correlator 〈Vµ (x)Vν (y)〉 the quantities 〈Aµ (x)Aν (y)〉 and 〈ρ (x) ρ (y)〉. Ac-
cordingly, we introduce the subtracted correlation function

˜〈Vµ (x)Vν (y)〉 := 〈Vµ (x)Vν (y)〉 − e2v4

4
〈Aµ (x)Aν (y)〉 − v2

4
∂xµ∂

y
ν 〈ρ (x) ρ (y)〉 . (103)

From eqs. (100) and (101) we get

Pµν(p) ˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉 =

(
p4 −m4

)
4e2

Pµν (p) 〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉 − 3

(
p2 −m2

)
4e2

, (104)

and

Lµν(p) ˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉 =
v2

4
− v2p2

4
〈ρ (p) ρ (−p)〉 , (105)

meaning that

˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉
transv

n-loop =

(
p4 −m4

)
4e2

Pµν (p) 〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉n-loop , n ≥ 1 , (106)

˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉
long

n-loop = −v
2p2

4
〈ρ (p) ρ (−p)〉n-loop , n ≥ 1 . (107)

7 The Higgs model revisited by means of the Equivalence Theorem

7.1 Step 1: from cartesian to polar coordinates

In order to investigate the field redefinition allowing to move from cartesian to polar coordinates within the Equiv-
alence Theorem [16, 17, 18, 19], let us consider the starting partition function of the Higgs model, i.e.

ZHiggs =

∫
[DΦ] e−(SHiggs(A,h,ρ)+

∫
d4x(ib∂A+c̄∂2c)) , (108)
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with SHiggs(A, h, ρ) given in expressions (13) equipped with the cartesian parametrization of eq. (12). The measure
[DΦ] denotes integration over all fields (Aµ, h, ρ, b, c̄, c).

Let us perform the field transformation enabling us to move to the polar parametrization (h′, ρ′, A′µ), namely

h → (h′ + v) cos(ρ′)− v ,
ρ → (h′ + v) sin(ρ′) ,

Aµ → A′µ −
1

e
∂µρ
′ , (109)

the remaining fields (b, c̄, c) being left unchanged. For the partition function ZHiggs we get thus

ZHiggs =

∫
[DΦ′] (detM) e−(SHiggs(A

′,h′,ρ′)+
∫
d4x(ib(∂A′− 1

e∂
2ρ′)+c̄∂2c)) , (110)

where [DΦ′] = [DA′ Dh′ Dρ′ Db Dc̄ Dc] and (detM) stands for the Jacobian stemming from (109), i.e.

(detM) = det

δ4(x− y)

 cos(ρ′(x)) −(h′(x) + v) sin(ρ′(x)) 0
sin(ρ′(x)) (h′(x) + v) cos(ρ′(x)) 0

0 − 1
e∂

x
ν δνµ

 . (111)

As already mentioned, the (detM) can be exponentiated by introducing a suitable set of anti-ghosts (η̄, σ̄, ξ̄ν) as
well as a set of ghosts (η, σ, ξν), so that

(detM) =

∫
[D(new ghosts)] e−Sghosts,1 , (112)

with [D(new ghosts)] = [Dη̄ Dσ̄ Dξ̄ Dη Dσ Dξ] and

Sghosts,1 =

∫
d4x

(
η̄η cos(ρ′)− η̄σ(h′ + v) sin(ρ′)− 1

e
ξ̄ν∂νσ

)
+

∫
d4x

(
σ̄η sin(ρ′) + σ̄σ(h′ + v) cos(ρ′) + ξ̄νξν

)
. (113)

Therefore, for the partition function we get

ZHiggs =

∫
[DΦ′][D(new ghosts)] e−Seff , (114)

with

Seff = S0 + Sghosts,1 ,

S0(A′, h′, ρ′) = SHiggs(A
′, h′, ρ′) +

∫
d4x

(
ib(∂A′ − 1

e
∂2ρ′) + c̄∂2c

)
(115)
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It is easy to check now that expression (115) is left invariant by the following nilpotent BRST transformations

sA′µ = 0 ,

sh′ = 0 ,

sρ′ = ec , sc = 0 ,

sc̄ = ib , sb = 0 ,

sξ̄ν = sξν = sη = sσ = 0 ,

sη̄ = −ecσ̄ ,
sσ̄ = ecη̄ , (116)

with
sSeff = 0 , s2 = 0 . (117)

As pointed out in [20], the existence of the BRST transformations (116) guarantees that the field redefinition (109)
is harmless for physical quantities, as stated by the Equivalence Theorem [16, 17, 18, 19]. The new ghosts (η̄, σ̄, ξ̄ν)
and (η, σ, ξν) turn out to compensate [20] the effects of the change of variable (109).

Moreover, taking a look at the Higgs action SHiggs(A
′, h′, ρ′) in terms of the new field variables, one gets

SHiggs(A
′, h′, ρ′) =

∫
d4x

(
1

4
F 2(A′) +

1

2
(∂µh

′)2 +
e2

2
(A′)2(v + h′)2 +

λ

8

(
h′

2
+ 2h′v

)2
)
, (118)

where, according to the BRST transformations (116), the new variables (A′µ, h
′) are gauge invariant. Said otherwise,

there is no more trace in expression (118) of the original U(1) local gauge invariance, as everything is expressed
in terms of the gauge invariant fields (A′µ, h

′). From eq. (109) one notices in fact that the Goldstone boson ρ′ has
been eaten by the vector field, expressing the physical content of the Higgs phenomenon. This renowed feature of
the polar parametrization is nicely captured by the BRST transformations (116), from which one observes that the
fields (ρ′, c) form a so-called BRST doublet [26], i.e.

sρ′ = ec , sc = 0 . (119)

From the general results on the BRST cohomology [26], it follows that these fields do not contribute to the non-
trivial cohomology of the BRST operator. As such, the field ρ′ cannot enter the explicit expressions of the BRST
invariant physical operators, see eqs. (120) below.

7.2 Step 2: from polar coordinates to the gauge invariant operators (O, Vµ)

We can further improve upon the previous Step 1, not only to formally banish the new ghosts (η̄, σ̄, ξ̄ν), η, σ, ξν) to
the unphysical sector, but to actually show the extra ghost piece of the action, Sghost, is akin to a gauge fixing.

We first notice that for the gauge invariant composite operators (O, Vµ) in the new variables (A′µ, h
′), one

obtains

O(A′µ, h
′) =

1

2
(h′ + v)2 − v2

2
, Vµ(A′, h′) =

e

2
(h′ + v)2A′µ . (120)

As expected, no dependence from the Goldstone boson ρ′ is found here. The foregoing relations (120) can be
inverted as follows

h′ =
O

v2

(
1 + ζf1(O/v2)

)
, A′µ =

2Vµ
ev2

(
1 + ζf2(O/v2)

)
(121)
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where we introduced a new parameter ζ in front of the non-linear part, encoded in the quantities f1 and f2, which
are power series in (O/v2). Its role will become clear soon.

Next, we consider (121) as a path integral field transformation. As before, we may introduce a set of ghosts
(ω, ω̄, ωµ, ω̄µ) to exponentiate the corresponding Jacobian. One arrives at a new7 classical action

Snew(Vµ, O, ρ
′) = S0(2Vµ/(ev

2), O/v2, ρ′) + ζS1(Vµ, O, ρ
′) + Sghosts,1 + Sghosts,2 (122)

where

ζS1(Vµ, O, ρ
′) = S0(2Vµ/(ev

2)
(
1 + ζf2(O/v2)

)
,
O

v2

(
1 + ζf1(O/v2)

)
, ρ′)− S0(2Vµ/(ev

2), O/v2, ρ′) (123)

and

Sghosts,2 =

∫
d4x

(
ω̄ ω̄µ

)( 1
v2 + ζ δf1δO 0

ζVµ
δf2
δO

2
ev2 δµν(1 + ζf1)

)(
ω
ων

)
. (124)

Given the gauge invariant nature of both O and Vµ, the BRST transformation s can be naturally generalized to
the new ghosts,

sω = sω̄ = sωµ = sω̄µ = 0. (125)

On top of the BRST s, we now introduce another nilpotent (Grassmann) symmetry generator δ,

δBη = η̄ , δBσ = σ̄ , δBξ,µ = ξ̄µ ,

δBω = ω̄ , δBω,µ = ω̄µ ,

δβ = ζ , δζ = 0 ,

δ(rest) = 0, (126)

where, following [20], we introduced new local ghosts (Bη, Bσ, Bξ,µ, Bω, Bω,µ) and a global ghost β, left invariant
by the BRST operator, namely

s (Bη, Bσ, Bξ,µ, Bω, Bω,µ, β, ζ) = 0 , (127)

from which it follows that
δ2 = 0 , {s, δ} = 0 . (128)

For convenience, we can replace

Sghosts,1 → Sghosts,1 = ζ

∫
d4x

(
η̄η cos(ρ′)− η̄σ(h′ + v) sin(ρ′)− 1

e
ξ̄ν∂νσ

)
+ ζ

∫
d4x

(
σ̄η sin(ρ′) + σ̄σ(h′ + v) cos(ρ′) + ξ̄νξν

)
. (129)

which corresponds to pulling out a factor of
√
ζ from each of the fields (η̄, σ̄, ξ̄ν , η, σ, ξν). Importantly, this does not

alter the BRST variations (116). We can then rewrite the new action (122) as

Snew = S0(2Vµ/(ev
2), O/v2, ρ′) + δ(βS1) + δG1 + δG2 (130)

7And at first sight non-renormalizable because of the vertices containing inverse powers of v.
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where

G1 = ζ

∫
d4x

(
Bηη cos(ρ′)−Bησ(h′ + v) sin(ρ′)− 1

e
Bξ,ν∂νσ

)
+ ζ

∫
d4x (Bση sin(ρ′) +Bσσ(h′ + v) cos(ρ′) +Bξ,νξν) ,

G2 =

∫
d4x

(
Bω Bω,µ

)( 1
v2 + ζ δf1δO 0

ζVµ
δf2
δO

2
ev2 δµν(1 + ζf1)

)(
ω
ων

)
. (131)

Equivalently, we could have introduced an extended BRST invariance [30] corresponding to the generalized nilpotent
operator s̃ = s + δ, with s̃Snew = 0, and derive everything from there, although in the current paper, we will
immediately work at the level of8 s and δ.

We will also need a new ghost charge, defined as +1 for (σ, η, ξµ, ω, ωµ), −1 for (σ̄, η̄, ξ̄µ, ω̄, ω̄µ) and −2 for
(Bη, Bσ, Bξ,µ, Bω, Bω,µ, β). The other fields remain uncharged. The operator δ then increases this charge by one
unit. Clearly, the action Snew carries no such charge.

To define the physical subspace, we can now first identify the BRST s-cohomology, which contains the (stan-
dard) gauge invariant operators of the Abelian Higgs model, supplemented with s-invariant operators constructed
from the new ghosts which are not s-exact. To remove these extra operators from the physical subspace, we can
further restrict within that s-cohomology to those field functionals that belong to the δ-cohomology. This is an
example of a constrained cohomology, a concept which was already successfully employed in other cases as, for
example, the characterization of the observables of topological Yang-Mills theory [30], see also [31, 32]. In our
case, since all the newly introduced ghost fields during Step 1 as well as Step 2 form δ-doublets, this constrained
cohomology will just contain the original gauge invariant operators, as desired. Moreover, these operators can be
re-expressed in terms of O and Vµ.

The dependence of the quantum effective action Γ, and thus of the S-matrix, on the parameter ζ is well
under-control, and can also be expressed in a neat functional way. The functional δ-operator reads

D =

∫
d4x

(
η̄
δ

δBη
+ σ̄

δ

δBσ
+ ξ̄µ

δ

δBξ,µ
+ ω̄

δ

δBω
+ ω̄µ

δ

δBω,µ
+ ζ

∂

∂β

)
, D2 = 0 , (132)

and since it is linear, it can be used at the quantum level.

Evidently, we have DSnew = 0, which for the quantum effective action Γ implies

DΓ = 0, (133)

which is non-anomalous since there is no room for δ-non-cohomologically trivial breaking terms, as the new ghost
charged fields are all coming in δ-doublets.

Moreover, for any functional F , it can be verified that

∂

∂ζ
DF −D∂F

∂ζ
=
∂F
∂β

, (134)

8Both formulations are equivalent upon introducing a proper filtration, see [30].
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which we can use to show that

∂Snew

∂ζ
=

∂

∂ζ
DY = D∂Y

∂ζ
+
∂Y
∂β

= D∂Y
∂ζ

+ S1. (135)

We introduced the shorthand
Y = βS1 + G1 + G2. (136)

Unfortunately, the r.h.s. of (135) is not D-exact, but fortunately

ζ
∂Snew

∂ζ
= D

(
ζ
∂Y
∂ζ

+ βS1

)
(137)

is. Thanks to the Quantum Action Principle, [26], this classical result can be extended to the quantum level, i.e.

ζ
∂Γ

∂ζ
= D (∆Y · Γ + ∆1 · Γ) (138)

where ∆Y · Γ = ζ ∂Y∂ζ +O(~) and ∆1 · Γ = βS1 +O(~) are quantum insertions reducing to the operators present in
(137) for ~→ 0 [26]. Their precise form is of no interest to us, as the final relation (138) is sufficient to conclude that
the ζ-dependent pieces of the quantum action are relegated to a cohomologically trivial sector and as such will have
no bearing on physical expectation values, that is, the observables. A fortiori, the dangerous “non-renormalizable”
terms stemming from f1 and f2 in (121) will not lead to non-curable UV divergences in physical correlation functions.

The foregoing analysis implies that at the end, the physically relevant piece of the action can be expressed in
terms of the gauge invariant operators O and Vµ, where only the leading (linear) terms in (121) are relevant for the
physics. Concretely, this amounts to considering

Snew =

∫
d4x

(
1

4
F 2(2Vµ/(ev

2)) +
1

2v4
(∂µO)2 +

2

v2
V 2
µ +

4

v4
V 2
µO +

λ

2
O2

)

+

∫
d4x

 2ib

ev2
∂µVµ−

ib

e
∂2ρ′ + c̄∂2c︸ ︷︷ ︸

=− 1
e s(c̄∂

2ρ′)

+ δ−cohomologically irrelevant pieces. (139)

Notice that the underbraced part contains a physically irrelevant piece, being s-exact, which is actually a remnant
of the original (Landau) gauge fixing, while the other piece assures that Vµ will be transverse on-shell (as expected).
The physical correlation functions are fully determined by the (renormalizable) vertices and propagators derivable
by (139).

7.3 On the U(1) symmetry

Once the action is rewritten in terms of the gauge invariant variables, one might wonder about the role of the
(global) U(1) and its symmetry breaking, since its role is diminished in the new formulation. Needless to say, Vµ
is still the corresponding Noether current. However, we no longer have 〈ϕ〉 at our disposal to decide about the
vacuum being (globally) invariant or not. At the end, this is not what interests us, but rather whether the vector
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particles are massive (or not). If a transition from massive to massless behaviour corresponds to an actual phase
transition can be analyzed in terms of the analytic properties of the free energy.

Concretely, in the current BRST invariant framework, we can always introduce a gauge invariant parameter
v 6= 0 as the minimum of the classical potential and keep it as minimum for the quantum potential by a suitable
choice of the vacuum renormalization constant9. Evidently, physics will not depend on this choice of renormalization
scheme. Depending on its own dynamics, the theory will then tell us whether 〈O〉 remains nonzero or not, and
whether the gauge invariant vector quantity Vµ keeps its nonzero mass pole beyond tree level. This is in perfect
accordance with the analysis presented in [5, 6]. In fact, it was shown in these references that in some classes of
gauge, 〈ϕ〉 = 0 due to (non-trivial) quantum effects. Evidently, this does not imply that the observable vector
particles would not be massive in these gauges.

The rewriting of the action in terms of the explicitly gauge invariant variables, in conjunction with the Equiv-
alence Theorem we worked out, is an explicit framework capable of implementing consistently the main message
of [5, 6], namely: we may choose around which value of ϕ̄ on the ϕ-orbit (v in our language) one expands, whilst
standard perturbation theory as developed in textbooks corresponds to the situation of picking up a particular
direction, i.e. setting 〈ϕ〉 = ϕ̄(= v√

2
). At the end, the observable physics will be the same, irrespective of any gauge

choice or assumption about broken global U(1) invariance.

8 Conclusion

In this work we have exploited the content of two new Ward identities, eqs. (38),(39), which can be obtained when
the two gauge invariant operators (O(x), Vµ(x)), eq. (1), are introduced in the U(1) Higgs model from the beginning.
As already discussed in [1, 2, 3], the renormalizable operators (O(x), Vµ(x)) offer a truly gauge invariant framework
for the description of the Higgs and gauge vector boson particles [4, 5, 6].

These additional Ward identities have far reaching consequences. For instance, the Ward identity (38), corre-
sponding to the inclusion of the scalar operator O(x), has enabled us to connect in an explicit way the stationary
condition for the vacuum energy Ev the vanishing of the tadpole diagrams and the vacuum condensate 〈O〉, as
expressed by eq. (5), see the discussion given in Section 5. To our knowledge, this is the first time in which such a
relationship has been established by means of a Ward identity.

Concerning the vector operator Vµ(x), it turns out that it can be identified with the conserved Noether current
of the global U(1) invariance, eqs. (21), (22), displayed by the action of the Higgs model. The second additional
Ward identity (39) can be seen in fact as the translation at the functional level of the conservation law obeyed by
Vµ(x). Also here, the identity (39) has deep consequences, see eqs. (6), (7). In particular, the transverse component
of the two-point function 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 can be obtained exactly from the elementary correlator 〈Aµ(p)Aν(−p)〉,
a fact which ensures that the pole masses of both correlation functions are identical. Moreover, the longitudinal
component of 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 does not receive any momentum dependent contribution, eq. (7). As a consequence,
the longitudinal part of 〈Vµ(p)Vν(−p)〉 cannot describe a propagating mode. In the final Section 7, we have in
a first step discussed the connection between the cartesian and the polar parametrization of the complex scalar
field ϕ in the light of the Equivalence Theorem [16, 17, 18, 19], reformulated within a BRST framework [20]. The
Jacobian relating the two parametrizations can be exponentiated by introducing a new set of ghost fields, leading

9And depending on the value of 〈O〉, 〈ϕ〉 and v√
2
may coincide or not, depending on whether 〈h〉 is zero or not.
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to the BRST transformations displayed in eq. (116). We then introduced another set of fields and associated
BRST transformation to show that the non-linear pieces in the field redefinitions are akin to a gauge fixing term
and are as such irrelevant for physical observables. This generalization of the results [20] leads to a constrained
BRST cohomology characterization of the gauge invariant observables. These transformations guarantee that field
redefinitions have no effects on physical quantities, according to the Equivalence Theorem [16, 17, 18, 19]. This had
lead to an explicitly gauge invariant action (139) leading to renormalizable physical correlation functions and thus
S-matrix elements.

Let us end by mentioning that we are now investigating to what extent all of these results can be generalized
to the non-Abelian SU(2) Higgs model with a single scalar field in the fundamental representation [33], with as
final aim developing a sensible fully gauge invariant study of the more complex electroweak theory SU(2)L ×U(1),
as realized in Nature. Apart from that, even in the Abelian case some topics deserve further investigations, for
example the inclusion of vortices, [34], in the gauge invariant reformulation or the case where the parameter v has
a purely dynamical origin, [35]. Notice that we can still define v as the minimum of the potential, the connection
with tadpoles and potential vacuum expectation value of O, see also [36], will still be encoded in the identity (87).
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A Appendix A: some explicit one-loop verifications

A.1 Evaluation of the correlation function ˜〈Vµ (x)Vν (y)〉

At one-loop order, the diagrams contributing to the two-point function of the vector operators Vµ, including the
needed counterterms, are shown in Figure 2. As done before, dimensional regularization will be employed.
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Figure 2: Diagrams contributing to the one-loop two-point Green’s function of the Vµ operator. Curly lines refer
to the gauge field, solid ones to the Higgs field and dashed ones to the Goldstone field.

For further use, next to the already defined (74), it is helpful to also introduce

η
(
m2

1,m
2
2, p

2
)

=

∫
ddk

(2π)
d

1

k2 +m2
1

1

(p− k)
2

+m2
2

=
1

(4π)
d
2

Γ

(
2− d

2

)∫ 1

0

dx
(
p2x (x− 1) +m2

1x+m2
2 (1− x)

) d
2−2

. (140)

For the diagrams of Figure 2 we obtain:

˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉(1) = (−e)

(∫
ddk

(2π)
d

1

k2 +m2
h

)
Pµν (p)

p2 +m2

(
−1

2
ev2

)
=

1

2
e2v2 1

p2 +m2
χ
(
m2
h

)
Pµν (p) , (141)

˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉(2) = 2

∫
ddk

(2π)
d

[
− i

2
(−pµ + 2kµ)

]
1

k2 +m2
h

1

(p− k)
2 [ie (2kα − pα)]

Pαν (p)

p2 +m2

(
−1

2
ev2

)
= −2e2v2 Pµν (p)

p2 +m2

1

(d− 1)

{
−m2

hη
(
m2
h, 0, p

2
)

− 1

4p2

[(
p2 −m2

h

)2
η
(
m2
h, 0, p

2
)
−
(
p2 −m2

h

)
χ
(
m2
h

)]}
, (142)

˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉(3) = 2

∫
ddk

(2π)
d

[
− i

2
(−pµ + 2kµ)

]
1

k2 +m2
h

1

(p− k)
2 (−λv)

1

p2

(
− i

2
vpν

)
= −1

2
λv2 1

p2
Lµν (p)

[
m2
hη
(
0,m2

h, p
2
)

+ χ
(
m2
h

)]
(143)
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˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉(4) = 2 (−ev)

∫
ddk

(2π)
d

Pµα (k)

k2 +m2

1

(p− k)
2

+m2
h

(
−2e2vδαβ

) Pβν (p)

p2 +m2

(
−1

2
ev2

)
= −2Pµν (p)

m4

p2 +m2

{
η
(
m2,m2

h, p
2
)

+
1

(d− 1)

(
p2 +m2

h

)2
4m2p2

η
(
0,m2

h, p
2
)
− 1

(d− 1)
η
(
m2,m2

h, p
2
)

− 1

(d− 1) 4m2p2

[(
p2 +m2

h −m2
)2
η
(
m2,m2

h, p
2
)

−m2χ
(
m2
h

)
−
(
p2 +m2

h −m2
)
χ
(
m2
)]}

, (144)
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˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉(8) = 2
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˜〈Vµ (p)Vν (−p)〉(9) = 2
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. (150)

Finally, summing up all contributions, eqs. (141)-(150), one gets
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and
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Figure 3: Diagrams contributing to the one-loop two-point Green’s function of the Abelian gauge field Aµ. Curly
lines refer to the gauge field, solid ones to the Higgs field and dashed ones to the Goldstone field.

A.2 Evaluation of 〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉

At one-loop order, for the two-point function of the gauge field Aµ we have the diagrams depicted in Figure 3:
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〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉(3) =
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〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉(4) = 0 , (156)

〈Aµ (p)Aν (−p)〉(5) = − Pµν (p)
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. (157)

Summing up all contributions, eqs. (153)-(157), we find that
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Comparing now the two expressions (151) and (158), one immediately realizes that the Ward identity (106) is
fulfilled at the one-loop order.

A.3 Evaluation of 〈ρ (p) ρ (−p)〉

At one-loop order, for the two-point function of the Goldstone field ρ we have the diagrams shown in Figure 4.
They are given by:
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Figure 4: Feynman diagrams contributing to the two-point Green’s function of the Goldstone field ρ. Curly lines
refer to the gauge field, solid ones to the Higgs field and dashed ones to the Goldstone field.
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〈ρ (p) ρ (−p)〉(3) = 0 ,
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Summing up all contributions, eqs. (159)-(163), we get

〈ρ (p) ρ (−p)〉1-loop = 4e2 1
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Again, the direct comparison of the two equations (152) and (164) shows that the Ward identity (107) for the
longitudinal sector is also fulfilled at one-loop order.
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