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ABSTRACT

Burgessand M arinihave recently pointed outthatthe leading contribu-

tion to thedam ping rateofenergeticgluonsand quarksin theQCD plasm a,

given by 
 = cg2ln(1=g)T,can be obtained by sim ple argum ents obviating

the need ofa fully resum m ed perturbation theory asdeveloped by Braaten

and Pisarski. Their calculation con�rm ed previous results ofBraaten and

Pisarski,but contradicted those proposed by Lebedev and Sm ilga. W hile

agreeing with thegeneralconsiderationsm adeby Burgessand M arini,Icor-

recttheiractualcalculation ofthedam ping rates,which isbased on a wrong

expression forthestaticlim itoftheresum m ed gluon propagator.Thee�ect

ofthis,however,turnsoutto be cancelled fortuitously by anotherm istake,

so asto leave alloftheirconclusionsunchanged. Ialso verify the gauge in-

dependence ofthe results,which in the corrected calculation arisesin a less

obviousm anner.
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It has been established by Braaten and Pisarski[1]that a perturbation theory for

the dispersion relations ofquasi-particles in high-tem perature QCD requires at least

resum m ationoftheleading-orderterm s,called\hardtherm alloops",whosecharacteristic

scaleisgiven by gT,whereg isthecoupling constantand T thetem perature.By now,a

num berofapplicationsexist[2{5]which em ploytheresum m ation techniquesdeveloped in

Ref.[1]to explorethephysicsofthehotQCD plasm a atthescaleg2T.Com pleteresults

can be obtained,ifthey are not sensitive to a further resum m ation ofthe corrections

oforderg2T,which would have to include the perturbatively incalculable screening of

staticm agnetic�elds[6].

Burgess and M arini[7]have recently discussed the case where resum m ation ofthe

hard therm alloopsleaveslogarithm ic infrared divergences,and they have m ade precise

the notion [2]thatthe resum m ation procedure stillallows to reliably extract term s /

g2T ln(m el:=m m agn:)� g2ln(1=g)T,ifnotthoseoforderg2T.

Theparticularexam pleconsidered in Ref.[7]istheevaluation oftheleadingcontribu-

tionstothedam pingrateofgluonsorquarkswith m om enta jpj� gT.Thiskinem atical

region leads to an enorm ous sim pli�cation ofthe resum m ation program ,because only

the leading correctionsto one internalpropagatorcarrying softintegration m om entum

need be resum m ed,with no com plications from the vertices. The sim ilar case ofvery

m assive quarkshaspreviously been discussed in Refs.[2]and [5]. Burgess and M arini

furthernoticed thatin such processes,which aredom inated by thesubleading scaleg2T,

only thestaticlim itoftheresum m ed gaugepropagatorisneeded.

The calculation thusbecom estechnically sim ilarto the well-known resum m ation of

\ringdiagram s" in therm odynam icalpotentials,which goesunderthenam eof\plasm on

e�ect" [8].However,thisterm issom ewhatm isleading,asonly the staticlim itofinter-

nallineswith m ultiple self-energy insertionsisrelevant,which thusresum sthe electric

Debye screening m assratherthan the (di�erent)plasm on m ass corresponding to long-

wavelength plasm a oscillations.Thelatterisdeterm ined by thelong-wavelength lim itof

thegluon self-energy

lim
q! 0

� ��(q0;q)= m
2(��� � �

0

��
0

�)+ O (gm q0); (1)

with m 2 = 1

9
(Ca +

1

2
nq)(gT)

2,whereasthestaticlim itis

lim
q0! 0

� ��(q0;q)= m
2

el:�
0

��
0

� + O (gm q); (2)

with m 2

el:= 3m 2 [9].Evidently,theselim itsdo notcom m ute.
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In the calculation carried outin Ref.[7],Eq.(1)wasused instead ofEq.(2)forthe

resum m ed gluon propagatoratzero frequency,which led theauthorsofRef.[7]to using

� �w rong

��

�
�
�
q0= 0

= �

"

1

q2
�
0

��
0

� +
1

q2 � m2

 

��� � �
0

��
0

� �
q�q�

q2

!

+ �
q�q�

(q2 � �m2)q2

#

(3)

in placeofthecorrectone
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0
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0
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q2

!

+ �
q�q�

(q2)2

#

: (4)

In thelatteronly thespatially longitudinalm odeisscreened,leaving both thespatially

transverse m odeand the(4-D longitudinal)gaugem odem assless.

Recalculation ofthe\hard" (jqj> � � g2T)contributionsto thedam ping rate
 of

energetic(jpj� gT)transverse gluonsconsidered in Ref.[7]leadsto



hard = g

2
CaT

1

4�2
Im

Z
1

�1

dz

Z
1

�

dqq

z+ q=2jpj� i"

"

1

q2
�

1

q2 + m 2

el:

� (1� �)
z2

q2

#

+O (g2T�0); (5)

wheretheterm sin thelargebracketscorrespond to thecontributionsofspatially trans-

verse,spatially longitudinal,and gauge m odes,respectively. [In the case ofquarks,it

turnsoutthattheonly changeconsistsin replacing Ca by Cf.]

On theotherhand,with thewrongpropagatorofEq.(3)used in Ref.[7],theseterm s

would read "

1

q2 + m 2
�

1

q2
� (1� �)

z2q2

(q2 + m 2)(q2 + �m 2)

#

: (6)

The leading contribution to 
 can be extracted from the logarithm ic dependence of


hard on the cuto� � � gT,togetherwith the assum ption thatthe inherentscale ofthe

undeterm ined softcontribution isgiven by g2T (through thenon-perturbativem agnetic

m assorthrough dynam icalscreeningatthisscale).Thespatiallytransverseand spatially

longitudinalcontributionsin Eq.(5)thuslead to


 �
g2CaT

4�

 

ln
m el:

�
+ ln

�

g2T

!

=
g2CaT

4�
ln
1

g
+ O (g2T); (7)

withthetransversem odebeingresponsibleforthedom inantterm proportionaltoln(g2T),

and therefore forthe positive sign of
. The latterisa consequence ofthe positivity of

thetransversedensity in aspectralrepresentation oftheresum m ed gluon propagator[2].
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The wrong resultofEq.(6),on the otherhand,should have led to a resultofequal

m agnitude,butwith a reversed sign,astherolesofspatially longitudinaland transverse

m odes happen to be interchanged. (The di�erence between m and m el: =
p
3m only

a�ectsthe term sofO (g2).) The factthatin Ref.[7]also a positive resultwasreported

isdueto theadditionalm istakeofa reversed sign ofi" in theirEq.(11)com pared with

Eq.(5) above. W ith the usualsign convention 
 = � Im E jpole,the correct analytical

continuation isgiven by k0 ! k0 + i".

A m oreconspicuousdi�erencebetween thecorrectand thewrongresults,Eq.(5)and

Eq.(6),respectively,concernsthecontributionsfrom thegaugem odes.W ith thewrong

expression forthestaticgluon propagator,Eq.(3),thegaugem odesobviously would not

contribute to the infrared singular part,whereas in the corrected result,Eq.(5),they

seem todosobysuper�cialpowercounting.However,perform ingtheangularintegration

Z
1

�1

dz
z2

z+ q=2jpj� i"
= O

 

q

jpj

!

(8)

reveals thatthey indeed do notcontribute to the leading logarithm sin Eq.(7),asex-

pected from generalargum ents[10]forthegaugeindependenceofdispersion relationsin

�nite-tem peratureQCD.

Thus,alltheresultson 
 presented in Ref.[7],itsm agnitude,itssign,and itsgauge

independence,rem ain,som ewhat fortuitously,unchanged,and continue to con�rm the

resultsby Braaten and Pisarski[11],whilecontradicting thoseproposed by Lebedev and

Sm ilga [12].

Acknowledgem ents:Ishould liketothank Tanguy Altherrand Rob Pisarskiforuseful

discussions.

3



R eferences

[1]E.Braaten and R.D.Pisarski,Phys. Rev. Lett. 64,1338 (1990);Nucl. Phys.

B 337,569 (1990).

[2]R.D.Pisarski,Phys.Rev.Lett.63,1129 (1989).

[3]E.Braaten and R.D.Pisarski,Phys.Rev.D 42,2156 (1990).

[4]E.Braaten and T.C.Yuan,Phys.Rev.Lett.66,2183 (1991).

[5]M .Thom a and M .Gyulassy,Nucl. Phys. B 351,491 (1991);E.Braaten and M .

H.Thom a,Phys.Rev.D 44,1298 (1991).

[6]A.D.Linde,Phys.Lett.B 96,289(1980);D.Gross,R.Pisarskiand L.Ya�e,Rev.

M od.Phys.53,43 (1981).

[7]C.P.Burgessand A.L.M arini,Phys.Rev.D 45,R17 (1992).

[8]J.Kapusta,FiniteTem peratureField Theory(Cam bridgeUniv.Press,Cam bridge,

England,1985).

[9]V.P.Silin,Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 38,1577 (1960)[Sov. Phys. JETP 11,1136

(1960)];O.K.Kalashnikov and V.V.Klim ov,Yad.Fiz.31,1357 (1980)[Sov.J.

Nucl.Phys.31,699 (1980)];H.A.W eldon,Phys.Rev.D 26,1394 (1982).

[10]R.Kobes,G.Kunstatterand A.Rebhan,Phys.Rev.Lett.64,2992 (1990);Nucl.

Phys.B 355,1 (1991).

[11]E.Braaten and R.D.Pisarski,unpublished.

[12]V.V.Lebedev and A.V.Sm ilga,Ann.Phys. (NY)202,229 (1990);Phys. Lett.

B 253,231 (1991).

4


