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ABSTRACT
W e discuss the structure of the non-perturative ferm ion-boson vertex in quenched QED .
W e show that it ispossible to construct a vertex which not only ensures that the ferm ion
propagator is muliplicatively renom alizable, obeys the appropriate W ard-Takahashi
dentity, reproduces perturbation theory for weak couplings and guarantees that the crit—
ical coupling at which the m ass is dynam ically generated is gauge independent but also
m akes sure that the value for the anom alous din ension for the m ass function is strictly

1, asHoldom and M ahanta have propos=d.
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In a recent paper [l], we presented a m echanism for constructing an e ective non-
perturbative vertex in quenched Q ED which incorporates som e ofthe key features required
for a gauge theory. It ensures the ferm ion propagator is m ultiplicatively renomm alizable,
the W ard-Takahashi identity relating the ferm ion propagator to the fermm ion-boson ver-
tex is satis ed, reproduces perturbation theory for low values ofthe coupling and yields a
strictly gauge Independent critical coupling fordynam icalm ass generation. T his construc—
tion buidson the results ofD ong et al. 1. T he non-perturbative vertex isw ritten in temm s
oftwo unknown functionsW ; and W , which obey certain conditions, Egs. (28,33,46,59)
of [I]. W ith the form jon propagator of m om entum p given by
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the function W ; corresponds to the equation forthe ferm ion wavefunction renom alization
F ©*),Eq. (12),while W , is related to them ass function M (©?), Eq. (13) of [}]. One of
the assum ptionsm ade In that work was that the transverse vertex de ned by Egs. (9,10)
of ] vanishes in the Landau gauge as i does in the lkading logarithm approxin ation.
A Though this assum ption does not enter the discussion of W |, the conditions for W ,,
Eg. (46,59) of {], crucially depend on it. This issue is intin ately related to the value of
the anom alous dim ension for the ferm jon m ass function, , . In the quenched theory the

ultraviolt behaviour of M (%) can be expressed as
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in the desp Euclidean region. At criticality, where there is only one m om entum scale,
the ultraviokt cuto 3], the m ass function behaves as in Eq. @) at allm om enta. If the
aforem entioned assum ption about the vanishing Landau gauge transverse vertex holds

true, then , = 1:058.

However, Hodom {4], Hllowed by M ahanta [], using argum entsbased on the C omwalt-
Jackiw-Tomboulis (CJT ) e ective potential technique has shown that , is strictly equal
to 1 regardless of the choice of the vertex. Ifthis were true, this would suggest that there

is a necessary piece In the transverse part of the e ective vertex which does not vanish



In the Landau gauge. A recent perturbative calculation of the transverse vertex in an
arbitrary covariant gauge, performed by K z Jersu et al: 6], reveals that the transverse
part of the actual vertex does not vanish in the Landau gauge. This fact m ay possbly
favour Holdom ’s conclusions. Tt m ay well be that the non—zero transverse piece in the
Landau gauge restores the sin plicity of the result which is the characteristic of the bare
vertex, sooiled by an additional termm introduced in the longiudinal vertex proposed by
Ball and Chiu [:7.]. In this comm ent, we show that one could construct a vertex which
ensures that the gauge Invarant chiral sym m etry breaking takesplacew ith , = 1 Instead
of , = 1:058. This vertex again Involves the sam e function W 1, but Instead of W ,, we
cbtain a function V, which cbeys slightly di erent conditions com pared to Egs. (46,59)

of @,‘]. W e use the sam e de nitions and notations as In [1] unless m entioned otherw ise.

F irstly, we recall that ifthe equation orF () isto have a solution that ism ultiplica—

tively renom alizable, then it m ust behave as
!
2
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where = =4 1n keeping w ith the Landau-K halatnikov transform ation [8:].

It isthen wellknown that in the case of the bare vertex, the m ass fiinction obeys the

olow ing linearized equation in Euclidean space in the Landau gauge, where F %) = 1 :
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T his equation has them ultiplicatively renom alizable solution ofthe form ofEq. @), with

m=1 r — ©)

where .= =3.When = ., , = 1. MNotethat n ] the exponent in Eq. @) is
called s,sothat , = 2(1 s).) In orderthatEq. (34) of [I]is denticalto Eq. @) for

all values of the covariant gauge param eter, , the follow ing m ust hold true :
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where the i, i= 2;3;6;8 (3 only occurs in the analogous equation for F (%)) are the
coe cients of the transverse vertex in the basis of Ball and Chi [?_]. D em anding that
a chirally symm etric solution should be possbl when the bare m ass is zero is m ost
easily accom plished ifonly those transverse vectors w ith odd num bers of gam m a m atrices

contribute to the transverse vertex. That iswhy, i, i= 1;4;5;7, have dropped out.
Introducihg in Eq. () the variabl x, where, or 0  k?* < p?, x = k*=p*, and for

p* k?< ?,x= p’=k?, we can now retrace the steps carried out in obtaining Eq. (46)

in fI], starthg from Eq. (41). This will Jead us to the com pact equation
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The fiinctions g; (x) and g, (x) areasde ned in [L]. H ere, the fiinction V, isthe counterpart
ofW , n fi]. Egs. {1,8) should be com pared w ith Egs. (46,47) of {I]. The condition Eq. {1)
ensuresthat , = 1 in any covariant gauge, jist ascondition Eq. (46) ensures , = 1:058.

A s expected, unlike W ,, V, does not vanish in the Landau gauge. Instead, it is
P_
3 x
Vo &) = > 20X+ )] : )

4

©)



Eqg. @) can be inverted to evaluate the expressions for ; in term s of V,. W e shall not
give the expression for 4 as it is sokly related to the equation for the wavefunction
renom alization, Eq. (14) of [l], and hence rem ains com plktely independent of the value

of . .Repeating the sam e steps as in [l|], we obtain
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where both Q, k?;p%) and R, (k?;p?) are symm etric fiinctions ofk and p :
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and ~ k?;p”) is de ned by Eq. (17) of [l]. Note that all the m om enta above are in
Euclidean space. T herefore, appropriate changes of sign have to be m ade in order to get
the expressions for ; in theM Inkow ski space to construct the transverse vertex using the
basis vectors of Balland Chiu [}]. Egs. {10{15) should be com pared with Egs. (52{58)
of [l]. T is here that we note the restoration of sin plicity. In contrast with g &k*;p?),
Q; k?;p%) do not have any dependence on them ass fincton M (%) at all. M oreover, the
explicit appearance ofthemasstem in ,, 3 and g in the present case is only through

the factor
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unlke the case with , = 1058, where r, k?;p?), @ k*;p°), & k*;p°) and g k*;p?) all
carry the dependence on them ass finction M (%) through di erent and m ore com plicated

term s.
In posing the condition that the vertex and its com ponents should be free ofknem atic

singularities now in plies,

V, M)+ 2V, M) =2 (+3)+ (+6 3,) ; (16)



which replaces Eq. (59) of E,'] and at the critical coupling, it reduces to V, (1) + 2V20(l) =
(+3)@2 + 1). Thetransvers vertex now has the correct low est order perturbative 1im i,
viz. ;=0 (),provided
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Note that Eq. {]) is only true at the bifircation point just asEq. (46) in {l] whose exact

form forall m ight be suggested by Eq. (5) to be
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in orderto agree with both the = 0Oand = . linits,Eqgs. @777 .

W ehave been able to show that there isno technicaldi erence between them echanisn
of constructing the transverse vertex orthecase , = 1 and , = 1:058. On com paring
Eqg. (47) of il and Eq. @), we can see that the main di erence between V, and W ; is
that V, has an additional piece com ing from the longiudinal part of the vertex. As a
result of this di erence, V, does not vanish in the Landau gauge in contrast to W ,. It
is this that ensures at criticality that the anom alous dinension , = 1 identically in all

covariant gauges in kegping w ith the results of 4, 1.
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