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1 Introduction

The exact renormalization group (ERG) @@] is a fundamental framework to investigﬁe

J

we and a collaborator have been developing a new formulation of ERG in gauge theory,

possible quantum field theories even at a non-perturbative level. In a series of papers

which we call the gradient flow exact renormalization group (GFERG). The basic idea of
GFERG comes from a formulation of ERG through the linear diffusion of fields B] (See
also Refs. B@ for related investigations.) Using the non-linear diffusion equations intro-
duced in Refs. ] that preserve the gauge invariance, it might be possible to generalize
ERG to have manifest gauge invariance. This reasoning has led to GFERG [9-11].

Though it is possible to formulate gauge theory in the standard formulation of ERG @f

], the gauge transformation must be modified with dependence on the Wilson action.
Accordingly the gauge invariance is difficult to implement as an Ansatz in anEnon—
| for

detailed studies of this issue in perturbation theory.) Thus, if one aims at non-perturbative

perturbative but practical studies of Wilson actions in gauge theory. (See Refs. M,

applications of ERG in gauge theory, an ERG formulation with manifest gauge invariance is

highly desirable if not essential

Now, in non-perturbative applications of ERG, it has become conventional to consider
the one-particle irreducible (1PI) Wilson action Q, M] instead of the original Wilson
action ] One reason for this is that the 1PI Wilson action tends to have a simpler structure

and is thus more “economical”; see, for instance, Ref. @] for an illustration on this point.

In this paper, with this simplicity in mind, we develop a formulation of the 1PI Wilson
action as the Legendre transform of the Wilson action in GFERG. We consider only the
Abelian gauge theory, quantum electrodynamics (QED), with the gauge fixing as devel-
oped in Ref. |. It turns out that a simple Legendre transformation well adopted in
ERG works perfectly here. (Our prescription corresponds to the choice Kj(p) = ep’ /A
and kp(p) = p?/A? in Eq. (23) of Ref.

We find it remarkable that the GFERG equation preserves the invariance of the 1PI Wil-

son action (excluding the gauge-fixing term) under the conventional form of the U(1) gauge

)], up to simple redefinitions of field variables.)

transformation. The global chiral transformation also takes the conventional form. In return,
however, we must endure the complexity of the GFERG equation satisfied by the 1PI Wil-

son action; up to the third-order functional derivatives of the Legendre transformed variables

L 'We refer the reader to Refs. HE@] for alternative manifestly gauge invariant ERG formulations of gauge
theory.



with respect to the original field variables are required. This is to be compared with the first-
order derivatives required in the standard ERG 1PI formalism. Nevertheless, we believe that
the simple form taken by the gauge transformations of the 1PI Wilson action is a great
advantage when we come to introduce an Ansatz for the gauge invariant 1PI Wilson action
in non-perturbative studies of the renormalization group flows.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sect. 2], we recapitulate the main results of Ref. ]
in terms of the original Wilson action. We then generalize the condition of the chiral invari-
ance to accommodate the chiral anomaly and the associated topological effect. In Sect. Bl we
introduce the Legendre transform that defines the 1PI Wilson action. It is observed that the
gauge and global chiral transformations take the conventional form. The gauge invariance of
the 1PI action, an a priori known gauge-fixing term excluded, is preserved under our GFERG
flow. The GFERG equation for the 1PI action is derived in Sect. dl Its complexity is the
price to pay for the manifest gauge invariance. In Sect. 5, we obtain the 1PI Wilson action
explicitly up to the second order in the gauge coupling e by the Legendre transformation
of the Wilson action, which has been calculated in Ref. [11]. We confirm that the 1PI Wil-
son action is simpler than the original Wilson action, which contains products of 1PI parts
connected by short-distance propagators. We conclude the paper in Sect. [0

Throughout the paper we work in the D-dimensional Euclidean space and set D =4 — e.

For the momentum integration, we use the abbreviation

/pz/%. (1.1)

2  Wilson action in GFERG

2.1 GFERG equation
We recapitulate the essence of GFERG for QED formulated in Ref. ] We write all the

expressions in dimensionless variables, a convention suitable for the investigation of potential
fixed points.
The GFERG flow equation for the Wilson action S in QED ] can be expressed aﬂ

0:S

§ D—2
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2 Here, we omit the Faddeev—Popov ghost sector, because it decouples completely under the GFERG
flow ] In Appendix [Al we consider the 1PI Wilson action containing the ghost sector, and show its BRST
invariance. We also omit the suffix 7 from S, for simplicity.
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where 7 parametrizes the logarithmic scale of the ERG transformation. The differential

operator §, for which we coin the name “scrambler”, is defined by

o 5 [ abs Mu(x()iA#(x)} =P [‘/ P 65(;) %()] - @2

In Eq. (1) and expressions below, it is understood that primed coordinates such as z/,
2", 2" etc., are taken to x only after functional differentiation. As elucidated in Ref. ],

this “point-splitting prescription” follows from a careful derivation of the GFERG equation.

s

In Eq. (1)), v and g are 7-dependent anomalous dimensions associated with the photon
and electron fields, respectively. These depend on the normalization condition adopted.
The GFERG equation (1)) differs from the conventional ERG equation for QED (see,
for instance, Appendix C of Ref. dﬁl]) simply by the presence of terms containing the gauge
coupling e; it is those terms that bring forth the fundamental property that the GFERG

flow preserves manifest gauge invariance. In Ref. ] we have introduced

_ 1L [ D 1
Siny = S + 5 /d xaﬂAu(x)gE(—e—QTéﬂ)eQaQ — 0, A, (x), (2.3)

where ¢ is the gauge-fixing parameter, £(x) is an arbitrary function analytic at x = 0, and the
gauge-fixing term is excluded from S H The GFERG equation (2I]) preserves the invariance
of Siny (Z3) under the modified gauge transformation

B fE(—6_2T62)6282 _ o2
o SE(—e—Qfaz)e%’z
o (z) = tex(z)y(z), (2.4b)

dA,(x)

Iux (@), (2.4a)

3 We have generalized Eq. (5.16) of Ref. [11] by replacing & by ¢E(k%e~27) given in the momentum space.
This is to be explained below.



0y (x) = —iex(z)i(x), (2.4c)
where y(z) is an arbitrary infinitesimal function.

In Ref. ], we have taken I =1 since we have restricted our interest only to those S
parametrized by the gauge coupling e, the electron mass m, and the gauge-fixing parameter &.
More generally, the Faddeev—Popov ghost action must be given by

D 0? ~ —k?
Syhost = / (o) g ) = /k () e ) (29
Then, repeating the argument in Ref. ] we obtain Eqs. (23]) and (24)).
We note in passing that the invariance of Si,y (Z3) under Eq. (24) is equivalent to

82
59 = / P ) g T )
This is to be used later.

(2.6)

Finally, the 7-dependence of the gauge parameter in the above is given by the anomalous

dimension v as [11]

0-e = <§ — v) e, (2.7)

and that of the gauge-fixing parameter by

0-§ = 27¢. (2.8)
The relation (27)) that corresponds to the Ward identity Z; = Z3 in the conventional formu-
lation follows naturally from the definition of the gauge coupling e in this formulation.
Equation (28) follows from the underlying BRST symmetry preserved by the GFERG

equation.

2.2 Chiral symmetry

In Ref. dﬂ], it was shown that the GFERG equation (21)) is consistent with a modified
form of the chiral symmetry a la Ginsparg—Wilson [50]. Writing the differential operator that
generates the conventional global chiral transformation as

e D ? / ? T
75:—/d$ Y (x) + —=—=v(@ )5 2.9
[fsw@:) MARTTTR 2

we define the modified global chiral transformation by

I5 = 85871 (2.10)
where § is the scrambler defined by Eq. (22)). Then the modified chiral invariance of the

Wilson action S is given as the vanishing of I acting on S-

— —
57— [ aPr 9O i) Dl K g O K
e Ixe —/d z [S&ﬁ(ﬁ)%w )+ ( )756&(9;)S+2 551#(@755@@(27)5]



— 0. (2.11)

This constrains the Wilson action. If we assume that S is bilinear in fermion fields, Eq. (2-11))
is nothing but the Ginsparg-Wilson relation @]

Equation (ZTI]) is an “operator equation” preserved under the GFERG equation (21]).
To explain what we mean, we express the global chiral transformation in terms of the so-

called composite operators |G, @] We first introduce composite operators corresponding to
the elementary fields A, (z), ¥(x), and ¥(z) by

Au(z) = Ayu(z) + 54 (@) = e_SéAM(x)é_leS, (2.12a)
() = Y(x) + @'55@5 = e 95y (x)5 L5, (2.12b)
U(x) = () +ZS5¢($) e 7 s(r)s e”, (2.12¢)

where § is the scrambler (2:2). When inserted into the functional integral, each of the above

plays the role of an elementary field in the modified correlation function B] For instance,
for Eq. (2.12al), we obtain

/ dpr €S Au(@)s L [U(a1) - () byn) - ()]

_ / dp 3 A, ()37 e 57 () - (@) P(yn) - D(yn)]

_ / dpe® - 571 { Au(@)387 [(@1) - P (an) b)) - D lyn)] )

_ / dpeS 571 [Ap(@)e(an) - o (ea)d(m) - ()]

= (Au(@)(m) - )b ) - Dlum) - (2.14)

4 The modified correlation function is defined by

(p(@r) - plzn))) = /du 757 p(w1) -+ p(n), (2.13)

where dp is the measure of functional integration over the elementary field ¢, and 37! is the inverse of the
scrambler (Z2). The modified correlation function first introduced in Ref. @] differs from Eq. (ZI3)) by the
application of inverse diffusion, and exhibits a simple scaling behavior absent in the ordinary correlation
function.



Using the composite operators in Eq. (ZI2]), we can introduce a composite operator

«
Qs = —e_S/de tr { [65’)/5‘1’(33/)] 51;2@ + &F(I) [‘I’( Nyse ]} (2.15)

Using Eqs. (2.12D) and (ZI2d), we find
Q5 = €_Sﬁ565. (2.16)

()5 is a particular example of the equation-of-motion composite operator da, @] The
equation-of-motion composite operator, when inserted into the functional integral, induces
a transformation (such as the field shift) one by one on each field in the modified correla-
tion function. The composite operator @5 defined by Eq. (ZIH) generates the global chiral

transformation:

—/d,uesé_l/de [75¢(x/)%(x)+¢(33/)75%(@ [¢($1)"'¢( )15(?/1) @E(?/n)}
= _Z <<¢ xl Y5 xz) : 1?(%)1;(3/1) '(Z(yn)»

—ZW 21) (@) (yn) - O ys P (yn))) - (2.17)

Now, 5 being a composite operator of scale dimension zero, S + n@)s satisfies the same
GFERG equation (21) as S up to the first order in the constant 7. In other words the

7-dependence of )5 is linear in @Q5:
aTQE)
) D—2
I D a 2 r.9., /N oa—1
= { /d xéAu(x)s (2833/—1-72 +v+z 8x)Au(x)s ,Q5]

K
D -5
/d re °tr 51;(@

+

/ D—1 _
X [2@3,, + dieA, (z")0 — 2e* Ay (2" Au(2") + —— +yp + 2 am/] P57, Q5]

Q5,/de§tr [269%, — 4ieAu(:E")8ﬁ/ — 262Au(33”)A (") + D-1 typ+a 0, }



5
X ¢(x’)§—1m , (2.18)

where the square brackets denote commutators. If
QRs=0 (2.19)

at some 7, this holds for any 7. This is what we meant by the “operator equation” at the

beginning of the paragraph below Eq. [2.IT]).

3 1PI action

3.1  Legendre transformation

We now define a 1PI Wilson action I" from the original Wilson action S by the following

Legendre transformation:
FIA,. 0, ) - % / P A (2) Ay () + i / P2 B (z) U (z)
= SlAu i)+ 5 [ AP A@)Ay(0) i [ P
- [ A @A) i [P [B@ee) +i@¥E)] (31)

where the field variables A,, ¥, and U are defined by Eq. (ZI2). We can regard I" as a
functional of these new variables. As is usual with the Legendre transformation, we have
relations “dual” to Eq. (ZI2):

m - AM(Q?) = —A’u(x), (32&)
v

Z(Slff(a:)F —U(x) = —9(x), (3.2b)
v .

zfm —VU(z) = —9(x). (3.2¢)

These dual relations can also be summarized as

St — ) = 4o = e (3.32)
7 -
Z&Z(x)s =U(x) —¢(x) = zmﬂ (3.3b)
5o 5
50 U(z) — () = 0 (2) (3.3¢)



3.2 Gauge transformation and invariance

We wish to find how I" transforms under the gauge transformation (2:4)). Using Eq. (2.0),

we obtain

J

B §E(—6_27(92)6282 — 2 52
= gE(_€_27—82>6282 a’u,X(x) + é_E(_e_27'82>€282 aMX(x)
= Oux(z). (3.4a)
The transformation of ¥ and ¥ remains the same as 1 and 1):
0W(z) = iex(x)¥(z), (3.4b)
SU(x) = —iex(z)¥(x). (3.4¢)

Thus, the U(1) gauge transformation of A, (x), ¥(x), and ¥(z) takes the conventional form.
Moreover, from Eq. (8.1]) we obtain

5T = / P A (2)5 A, (x) + 55 + / P A, ()5 A, (x) — / P2 8 [ A, () A ()]
1

_ D 2
_ / PN g

where we have used Eqs. (24]), (84]), and (Z4). This shows that the combination

1

OpAu(), (3.5)

1
Ly =1+ 3 /de 6_828;“4#(:5) : e_agayAl/(x) (3.6)

is invariant under Eq. (84), and it is preserved by the GFERG equation. We believe that
the conventional gauge invariance of [}, is a remarkable property of our 1PI formulation.
We expect this to facilitate the search for non-trivial fixed-point Wilson actions, where some
kind of truncation is inevitable in practice. It is essential that the truncation keeps a gauge

invariance that is under our control.

3.8 Global chiral transformation and symmetry

Using Eq. (83), we can rewrite Q5 (2I5]) in terms of the 1PI action I:

o
Q5 = /de Fa%(x)%‘lf(x') + \If(x’)%(s@iwf
—
— /de tr 75@(55’)51;?@ + &Ex)\ff(x/)%] : (3.7)




Note that the first integral on the right-hand side is the variation of the 1PI action under

the conventional global chiral transformation

0V(z) = ays¥(z), S0 (1) = a¥(x)ys, (3.8)

where « is an infinitesimal parameter. The second integral, which has the form of a Jacobian

under the change of integration variables

W(z) = aysW(z),  dU(x) = al(z)s, (3.9)

is equal to the “anomalous term” in Eq. (211)):
%
50
— / dPzx tr ]

+ ——U(d 5
50 s )
As we explained in Sect. 2.2], the vanishing of (05 is the condition for global chiral invari-

5

/ o)
1Y) 5@ S0

(3.10)

= /de tr(—2i)7ys

ance in the present formulation. If the anomalous term (BI0) vanishes, this becomes the

invariance of I under the conventional global chiral transformation:

Qs Z/de

In D = 4 the axial vector current suffers from the axial anomaly, but if we restrict ourselves

%
r

59() YU (2) + U (2" )vs 5@(x)r = 0. (3.11)

only to the field configurations satisfying

/ 04 o5 Fos (1) F () = 0, (3.12)

where F,, = 0, A, — 0, A, the anomalous term (B.I0) still vanishes, and we can impose the
global axial invariance by Eq. (311]).

Please note that if the Wilson action is bilinear in fermion fields

5= / a s / APy §(2)iD ()6 (), (3.13)
the anomalous term becomes
%

/de tr [_%%(Wi/)g&ﬁ(ﬁ)] = 2/de trvsD(x, x). (3.14)

This is an expression of the topological charge well known in lattice gauge theory ﬁﬁ]

For computation of the chiral anomaly in GFERG, see Refs. [10,58]. Our discussion of chiral
invariance given in this subsection should be considered preliminary; we would like to come

back to the subject in a later publication with a more detailed analysis.

10



4 GFERG equation

In this section, we derive the GFERG flow equation for the 1PI action I'. For this, we
first note that the 1PI action I" at each 7 is given by the Legendre transformation (B1)

of the Wilson action S at 7. Since the Legendre transformation does not have any explicit

T-dependence, we have

o' =0:85,
where the right-hand side is given by Eq. (2I)).

Next, we introduce

[[Au(xl)‘l’(if)]] = e_SéAM(;1;’)@5(25);1657
A0 Aa VP @] = e300 Al o)
[Au(a)0(@)] = 55, ydla)s e,

[0 Aua Y B@] = €530 Aa” )37

(4.1)

These define composite operators corresponding to products of fields. Note that these appear
in the GFERG equation (ZII). With this in mind, we introduce the following composite

operators by combining scaling and diffusion:

Oulz) = (¥+7+x-8+282) Au(x),

Op(x)

2

Op(x)

E<E+7F+x-6+282) U(z) + die [Au(2")0, ¥ () ]]—262[[./4#(33/)

2

We then introduce the equation-of-motion composite operators by

Ealw) = - _S§Aj(a7) [0ua)]
%

Ep(x) =tr [eSOF(x')] 6¢($)e_s,

ZOETRES f(;) S0r()].

(7 +yp+x-0+ 282) U (x) — 4die [[Au(x/)au‘ll(x)]] - 2¢° [[Au(x/

(4.3a)

Au(@") ()],

(4.3b)

A2 B(2)] .

(4.3¢)

(4.4a)

(4.4b)

(4.4c)



so that the GFERG equation (Z1]) can be expressed concisely as

o, — / Pz [E(2) + Er(2) + Er(2)] (4.5)

Since I" is a functional of A, ¥, and U, we wish to express the right-hand side above in
terms of those field variables. We do this in steps.
First, it follows from definition (4.4) that

EA() = ~ 5t 7 O) ~ 5 O (4.62)
) - o

Ep(z) =tr |Op(2)) - FW + (’)F(:c’)m : (4.6b)

Ep(z) = tr (Slffi(x)F -Op(2) + %@)@F(as') : (4.6¢)

where we have noted Eq. B3). O,(z), Op(z), and Op(z') are given by Eq. ([&3) and
they contain composite operators in Eq. (£Z). The products are explicitly given by,

from Eq. (212),

= A, (2)¥(x) + if—xA#(x'), (4.7a)

= A, () (x) + Au(2)i 50) (4.7b)

The equality of the two expressions on the right-hand sides follows from the definition (Z2I),
because A, (2')Y(z) = (x)A,(2") ete. Similarly, we have

[Au (") Au(a") W (2)] = _Au(x’) + 5A#(x’)] [Au(2")¥(2)]

] [Au(2)Au")] | (4.82)




5
W(z)+i ] . (4.8b)

From these expressions, as the explicit forms of the equation-of-motion composite
operators in Eq. (46]), we have
or D -2
0 A, (")
0Au(z)’

D -2

<

Er(z) = _FcS\Ifa(x) <202 + % typta a) U(z)

2 D—1 /. /
+ tr (2835/ + —5 +vr+2x 825/) \I/(I)éw(x)
% 5

— dietr {Au(x/)aullf(x/) + aumq’(x/)}

|
5
0 (x)

%
+ 262D

{A#(x)/lu (x)¥(x) + Ayu(z) ﬁ@(m)

U (x)
0 " 02
+ 5y A )Y@ + 6AM(93’)(5AM(93”)\D($)}
5
SA (@)

— 2¢? tr{AM(:E”)AM(x”)\D(x') + A, (z") (")

+ m [Aﬂ(x"')\ll(x')} +

52 ,
S (o A ) L )} 59 (@)

and

5

W)

_ D—1 _
5F(x):—(2a2‘+7+w+x-a) T(z) -

=)

S

D—-1 -
+ tr (26%/ + T +vF + 7. 335’) \If(x/)

0v(x)
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— 4ie {Au(a:)au@(x) + 6“5,4 6@,)‘11(33)} 5\12)F

K , , ,
+4ietrm { u(27)0, ¥ (2) QM(SA:S@”)\I/( )}
+ Qez{Au(x)AM(x)\I/(x) + Au(x)5A5($/)\Il(x)

5 o 5? ] K

5,y Y@+ s (x)}axif(x)r

? /! IANST / /! 6 T, /
—2e% tr (w(as){A“( VAL (2 ) (2") + Ay )5,4”(:5")\1’( )

6 111\\T, / 52 T /
+ §A’u(x//) [Au(x )\I](.T ):| + (SAM(.Z'N)(SAM(.T/”)\I](x )}

These expressions contain the functional derivatives of the Legendre transformed vari-

ables (A, U, ) with respect to the original field variables (A, ,). By the chain rule of
differentiation, the first derivatives satisfy

6Au(y) Y (y) 5Y(y
5,u7/ 00 ?514#(1’) %Au(f) ?u(l’)
0 1 0fdlx—y)= 5§I)Ay(y) 5§x)w(y) e W)
0 01 5¢(x)AV(y) 50 m)@b(y) (w(m)w(?/)
zrolE e B e g G
plx T plT p(Z p(Z p(Z
~ [av 5;«%(2) 5?)%) 5?)\1@) 5-;&(@/) 5-§Z)w<y> 5%Z)w<y>
w(x)Ap(Z) 511)(:75)@(2) w(x)‘I’(Z) 5@(2)Av(y) 5\1/(z)¢(3/) 5\1/(z)¢(3/)

14
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AT TSR A G, A i)
| s
60 () 0.4, (y) P 00 au(y) 6U(2) 09(y)"
oL 0 il o0 5(:E—y)—i_? r 0
0.A,(y) 0V (z) oW () 0¥ (y) oW(y) oW(z)

(4.13)

where we have used Eq. ([8.2). These first-order functional derivatives are common in the
ordinary ERG formulation for the 1PI action. What is peculiar to the GFERG formulation is
the presence of the second- and third-order functional derivatives appearing in Ep(x) (EI0)
and Ep(x) ([@II). These higher-order derivatives are necessary for the manifest gauge invari-
ance of I', and they can be obtained by differentiating further the elements of the above

iverse matrix.

This extra labor is required for the sake of manifest gauge invariance for the 1PI Wilson

action.

5 Perturbative solution

If we restrict ourselves only to the Wilson action parametrized by the gauge cou-
pling e, the electron mass m, and the gauge-fixing parameter &, we can solve the GFERG
equation (LH)) as a power series in e, where the lowest-order term is the Gaussian fixed point.
We may directly solve Eq. (LX) or apply the Legendre transformation (3) to the Wilson
action S that has been obtained perturbatively to order e? in Ref. ] Following the latter

approach, a straightforward calculation gives

o Vr (k)
2

r= —§/k & A (k)R A (—k) {(5Wk;2 — k) [1 s

1
)

- /p U(=p)e?” |(p -+ im) — Vi(p) | W (p)

+ e/]€ U(—p— k)e(pJ“k)Q\N/M(p, k;)ePQ\If(p)eszM(k:)

2_— 2

+ e? / ) U(—p —k —DePH 0V (p, k, l)epz‘lf(p)eszu(k)el A, (1)

)

+0(e%), (5.1)
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where V p,k; = Vyu(p, 1, k) is symmetric. The functions v, W(p k) and V. (p, k,1) are
given in Ref. as follows:

Vi(p, k) =+ 200+ f + im)pu F(p + k) = p* = k?)

+2(p+im)(p+ k) F(p* — (p+ k)* — k), (5.2)

where
Flz)= ¢S —~ ! (5.3)

and
Vi, k1) = =0 [(p+ k+ 1 +im)F((p+ k +1)% = p* — k2 = 12)
+p+im)F(p* = (p+k+1)? -k —1%)]

_4X;w(p7 kvl)v (54)

where

X;w(pv kv l) - Xllﬂ(pu l7 k)
1 1
= b F((p+1)? =p* = 1) + (0 + b+ D F((p+ 07 = (p+ K + D)7 = 4%)

+ %(JH J+im)(p+k+DupF((p+ 1% —(p+k+1?—k)F((p+1)? —p* — 1)

L@+ E+] +im)(p+Dupy
2(p+k+10%—(p+1)2—k?
X [F((p+k+12—p* =k =13 = F((p+ 1) — p* = 1?)]

L L@+ im)p+k+0,(p+ D,
N R

X [F? —(p+k+1)? =k =) = F((p+1)?— (p+k+1)?— k]
+(pev kel (5.5)

As for Vp(k) and Vip(p) in Eq. (1) (one-loop corrections to the kinetic terms), only the

leading terms in the momentum expansions have been explicitly computed in Ref. [11].

The above results, especially the explicit form of the function X, (p,k, 1) (E3), might
appear complicated, but the basic structure of the 1PI action (&1l is much simpler than

that of the corresponding Wilson action S. For example, the Wilson action S contains a
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term such as H]

%8/‘ (—p — K)e® IV, (p ) W (p) W (=q)e” Vi (g + b k)T (g + k) (k).
p.q;k
(5.6)
here
e N 1 kaky € .
MV( )_ pv kQ 6_2k2 +l€2 kQ 56_2k2 +l€2 (5 )

is the high-momentum or short-distance propagator of the photon. This four-Fermi term,
which may be regarded as a one-particle reducible (1PR) part, is removed from the 1PI
action I" (5.1)) after the Legendre transformation. Similarly, V., (p, k, ) given by Eq.([5.4) is
obtained from XN/W(p, k,l) given in Ref. dﬁh by the removal of 1PR terms.

Excluding the gauge-fixing term, I" given by Eq. (51]) should be invariant under the
gauge transformation (34]). This requires

kuVi(p, k) = PR =" =K (g 4 4 im) — " TR R (g i) (5.8)
and
2,V (p, o, 1) = @R bkt D> K2 ) gy AR 2R L) (5.9)

It is easy to check that \N/M given by Eq. (5.2) satisfies Eq. (B.8)). It is tedious but also
possible to verify Eq. (59). Thus, the 1PT Wilson action is gauge invariant. Actually, with
the exception of the gauge-fixing term, the right-hand side of Eq. (&l can be obtained by

expanding the manifestly gauge invariant expressio

1 ) — .
~ 1 /de [0 A1 (x) — 8,,./4_1#(93)]2 + z/de U_y(2)[@—ieA_i(x) —m]V_;(z),
(5.10)
up to order e?. Here, the fields with subscript ¢t = —1 are the solutions of the diffusion

equations
0 A (z) = By [0y Ap(z) — A ()] + 00,0y An (), Aou(w) = Au(z)  (5.11a)
0,0 (z) = {[au — ie Ay (2)]? + deag [@MAw(m} Uy(z),  Wolx)=U(z)  (5.11b)
80 (x) = {[au +ie Ay, (2)) — ieag [aqu(x)]} Ty(z),  Tolx)=T(z)  (5.11c)

solved backward from t =0 to t = —1. Our GFERG equation (I2:[I) is based on the above
diffusion equations with ag = ésee for instance, Eq. (2.16) of Ref. [11]). These are the flow

equations introduced in Refs. |; although the solution (A, (z ), t( ), ¥y(x)) does not

5 Here, we omit terms containing Vy (k) and Vg (p) for simplicity.
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transform gauge covariantly under Eq. (34) for ag # 0, any gauge invariant combination such
as Eq. (I0) has been shown independent of o [25], and thus is invariant under Eq. (BEI)H

6 Conclusion

In this paper we have introduced a one-particle irreducible Wilson action I" for QED
using the GFERG (gradient flow exact renormalization group) formalism. This is a straight-
forward extension of the previous work ] where the GFERG formalism was applied to the
construction of a Wilson action for QED. Realization of gauge invariance within the ERG
formalism has been of interest for its potential applications to non-perturbative aspects of
gauge theory, such as the search for non-trivial fixed points of the renormalization group flow.
But the gauge invariance is modified within the ERG formalism in a non-trivial way, and
it has been difficult to ensure gauge invariance in practical calculations. We have succeeded
in constructing I with manifest invariance under the conventional gauge transformation,
even though the GFERG flow equation that preserves the gauge invariance is admittedly
somewhat complicated.

There are three lines of development that we can pursue after this work. The first is
to find the relation, perhaps equivalence, of the GFERG formalism to the ERG formalism.
Do they share the same, i.e., physically equivalent, fixed points? Do they give the same
universality classes? We believe that the two formalisms are physically equivalent, but the
equivalence must be proven.

The second is more ambitious. We have referred to non-perturbative applications a couple
of times in this paper. There are already quite a few preceding works that investigate non-
perturbatively fixed points and critical exponents of Abelian gauge theory @B] It should
be quite interesting to reexamine the results using our manifestly gauge invariant formalism.

Finally, we would like to generalize the present formulation to gauge-fixed non-Abelian
gauge theory. We suspect that it would be important to figure out how to deal with Faddeev—
Popov ghost fields and the Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary field. It would be nice to have I'

manifestly invariant under the conventional gauge (or BRST) transformation.

Acknowledgements

This work was partially supported by the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science
(JSPS) Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research Grant Number JP20H01903.

6 Under the gauge transformation B4), (Ai,(x), Vi(z), Ui(x)) transforms as Eq. 34), where x(z) is
replaced by y:(x) = et@09” (). This also explains the gauge invariance of Eq. .
p Y X X p gaug q
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A BRST invariant 1PI action

We have shown that I'[A,,, U, U] defined by Eq. (3) transforms as Eq. (3.35) under the
gauge transformation (34). Now, the ghost action is given by Eq. (2H). With

5 E(—e2752)e20"
C(Z’) = C(I') -+ wgghost = E(_e—2762)6282 — 62 C(I’), (Al)
<~ 2
) o 5 E(—€_2T82)€28 )
C(.T) - C(.T) + Sghost 56(1') - E(—6_2T62>6282 . 82 C(.CE), (AQ)
we define [gpos[C, C] by
Tohost — /de C(z)C(x) = Sghost + /de é(x)e(x) — /de [C_'(a:)c(x) + E(x)C(x)]
(A3)
This gives
_ b~ 92
Fpenl0,C) = [ P2 Ot s Cl). (A1)
To obtain a BRST transformation we choose
x(z) =nC(x), (A5)

where 7 is an anticommuting constant, and transform the ghost fields by

dC(x) =0, 6C(z) = %778 - A(z). (A6)
We then obtain
1
D 2
/ Pyt a 100) e AW (A7)

82
E(—e—2782)6282

0 shost = /dD:E gna - A(x) C(z). (AS)

Hence, the total 1PI Wilson action is BRST invariant:

5(I" + Tyhost) = 0. (A9)
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