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ABSTRACT

Burgess and M arinihave recently pointed out that the leading contribu-
tion to the dam ping rate of energetic gluons and quarks in the QCD plagm a,
given by = oF Inh(1=9)T, can be obtained by sin ple argum ents cbviating
the need of a fully resum m ed perturbation theory as developed by B raaten
and Pisarski. Their calculation con m ed previous resuls of Braaten and
P isarski, but contradicted those proposed by Lebedev and Sm ilga. W hike
agreeing w ith the general considerationsm ade by Burgess and M arini, I cor-
rect their actual caloulation of the dam ping rates, which isbased on a wrong
expression for the static lim it of the resum m ed glion propagator. The e ect
of this, however, tums out to be cancelled fortuitously by another m istake,
0 as to leave all of their conclusions unchanged. I also verify the gauge in-
dependence of the results, which In the corrected calculation arises In a lss

obvious m anner.
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It has been established by Braaten and P isarski fli] that a perturbation theory for
the dispersion relations of quasiparticles in high-tem perature QCD requires at least
resum m ation ofthe lrading-ordertem s, called \hard them alloops", whose characteristic
scale is given by gT , where g is the coupling constant and T the tem perature. By now, a
num ber of app lications exist £ {5]which em ploy the resum m ation techniques developed in
Ref. @;] to explore the physics of the hot Q CD plasm a at the scale g°T . C om plete resuls
can be obtained, if they are not sensitive to a further resumm ation of the corrections
of order ¢°T, which would have to include the perturbatively incalculable screening of
staticm agnetic elds EG].

Burgess and M arini [}] have recently discussed the case where resumm ation of the
hard them al loops laves logarithm ic nfrared divergences, and they have m ade precise
the notion ] that the resumm ation procedure still allow s to reliably extract tem s /
T INM o1 My agn:) g 1 (1=9)T, ifnot those of order g°T .

T he particular exam ple considered in R ef. [}] isthe evaluation ofthe leading contribu-—
tions to the dam ping rate of glionsorquarkswih momenta pj gT . Thiskinem atical
region lads to an enom ous sin pli cation of the resumm ation program , because only
the leading corrections to one intemal propagator carrying soft integration m om entum
need be resumm ed, w ith no com plications from the vertices. The sin ilar case of very
m assive quarks has previously been discussed in Refs. P] and 1. Burgess and M arini
firther noticed that in such processes, which are dom inated by the subleading scale ¢°T,
only the static lim it of the resum m ed gauge propagator is needed.

T he calculation thus becom es technically sim ilar to the welkknown resumm ation of
\ring diagram s" in therm odynam ical potentials, which goes under the nam e of \plasn on
e ect" E{]. However, this temm is som ew hat m iskading, as only the static 1 it of inter—
nal lines w ith m ultiple selfenergy insertions is relevant, which thus resum s the electric
D ebye screening m ass rather than the (di erent) plasn on m ass corresoonding to long—
wavelength plaan a oscillations. T he latter is determm ined by the long-wavelength lin it of
the gluon selfenergy
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withm?= $ C.+ ;ng) @T)?, whereas the static lin it is
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withm?2, = 3m? @l. Evidently, these lim its do not comm ute.



In the caloulation carried out in Ref. [}, Eq. @) was used instead ofEq. @) forthe
resum m ed glion propagator at zero frequency, which Jed the authors of Ref. [}] to using
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In the latter only the spatially Jongitudinalm ode is screened, leaving both the spatially
transverse m ode and the 4-D longiudinal) gauge m ode m assless.

Recalulation of the \hard" (gj> g°T ) contrbutions to the dam ping rate  of
energetic (pj gT) transverse gluons considered in Ref. []] kads to
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w here the tem s In the Jarge bradkets corresoond to the contributions of spatially trans—
verse, spatially longitudinal, and gauge m odes, respectively. [h the case of quarks, it
tums out that the only change consists in replacing C, by C¢ .]

O n the otherhand, w ith the w rong propagator ofEq. (3) used in Ref. [}], these tem s

would read n #
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The leading contrbution to can be extracted from the logarithm ic dependence of
"erd on the cuto gT , together w ith the assum ption that the inherent scale of the

undeterm ined soft contribution is given by g°T (through the non-perturbative m agnetic
m ass or through dynam ical screening at this scale) . T he spatially transverse and spatially
longitudinal contrdoutions n Eq. ) thus kad to

!
C.T m 1 C,T 1
ICT pMer, g, _ gc. n=-+ 0 @T); (7)
4 g°T 4 g

w ith the transversem odebeing responsible orthe dom inant term proportionalto In (°T ),
and therefore for the positive sign of . The Jatter is a consequence of the positivity of
the transverse density in a spectral representation of the resum m ed gluon propagator B1.
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The wrong result ofEq. @), on the other hand, should have kd to a result of equal
m agnitude, but w ith a reversed sign, as the roles of spatially longitudinal and transverse
m odes happen to be Interchanged. (The di erence between m and m ;. = P 3m only
a ects the temtm s of O (gz) .) The fact that n Ref. [7,] also a positive result was reported
is due to the additionalm istake of a reversed sign of i" In theirEqg. (11) com pared w ith
Eqg. @) above. W ith the usual sign convention = Im E g, the correct analytical

continuation is given by kg ! ko + i".

A m ore congpicuous di erence between the correct and the w rong resuls, Eq. §) and
Eq. (), respectively, concems the contributions from the gaugem odes. W ith the wrong
expression for the static gluon propagator, Eq. {3), the gauge m odes coviously would not
contrbute to the infrared singular part, whereas in the corrected result, Eq. ), they
seam to do so by super cialpower counting. H ow ever, perform ing the angular Integration
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reveals that they Indeed do not contribute to the leading logarithm s .n Eq. 1), as ex-
pected from generalargum ents [L(] for the gauge independence of digpersion relations in

nitetem perature QCD .

Thus, allthe resultson  presented in Ref. {]], itsm agnitude, its sign, and its gauge
Independence, rem ain, som ewhat fortuitously, unchanged, and continue to con m the
results by B raaten and P isarski [[1], while contradicting those proposed by Lebedev and
Sm ilga {[2].
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