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Abstract

T he gauge- xing param eter dependence of tw o-point gauge variant correla—
tion functions is studied ©LrQED and QCD .W e show that, n three Euclidean
din ensions, or for fourdin ensional them al gauge theories, the usual proce—
dure of getting a general covariant gauge- xing term by averaging over a class
of covariant gauge- xing conditions leads to a nontrivial gauge- xing param e~
ter dependence In gauge variant tw o-point correlation functions (eg. ferm ion
propagators) . T hisnontrivialgauge— xing param eter dependencem odi esthe
large distance behavior of the two-point correlation finctions by introducing
additional exponentially decaying factors. T hese factors are the origin of the
gauge dependence encountered In som e perturbative evaluations of the dam p—
Ing rates and the static chrom oelectric screening length in a general covariant
gauge. To avoid thism odi cation ofthe long distance behavior introduced by
perform ing the average over a class of covariant gauge— xing conditions, one
can either choose a vanishing gauge— xing param eter or apply an unphysical

infrared cuto .
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I. NTRODUCTION

Physical observables such as them al dam ping rates and the D ebye screening length
which are detemm ined by the position of pols (or generally, singularities) In correlation
functions are gauge invariant quantities [;2]. However, for a general covariant gauge, a
gauge- xing param eter  dependence In dam ping rate was reported B] In a perturbative
evaluation of the form jon dam ping rate. Sim ilar gauge- xing param eter dependence was
also encountered in the perturbative calculation of the D ebye screening length at the next—
toJeading order K]. A way to extract the gauge independent dam ping rate and screening
length is to introduce an unphysical infrared cuto [B]. In this article, we exam ine the
gauge- xing param eter dependence of two-point correlation functions. A s iswell known,
a conventional way of getting a general covariant gauge— xing term (@A )?=@2 ) involves
perform Ing an average over a class of covariant gauge conditions. W e shall show that, in
three Euclidean din ensions or for fourdin ensionalthem algauge el theories, this average
over di erent gauge conditions generates a nontrivial dependence In two-point correlation
functions of gauge variant operators such as the fem ion propagator. Speci cally, for QED
and to lading order ofQ CD , this gauge- xing param eter dependence alers the long range
behavior of the twopoint correlation fiinctions by an extra exponentially decaying factor
w ith the exponent depending on . This is the origin of the dependence encountered in
perturbative calculations of the dam ping rate and the D ebye screening length 3{5]. This
gauge- xing param eter dependence isan arti cial fact due to doing the average over a class
of gauge conditions since this average inclides gauge conditions @A = f wih f containing
Iong wavelength uctuations. Choosing the Landau gauge = 0 which m eans taking the
\no average" lin it rem oves the m odi cation of the long distance behavior produced by
averaging over gauge conditions. Another way is to Introduce an unphysical nfrared cuto
as suggested In reference f§] to suppress the contrbutions to the gauge condition average
from the infrared uctuations. If the physical content of the theory is gauge invariant in

the sense that the gauge constrain @A = 0 is equivalent to other physical gauge constrains



when quantizing the theory, choosing = 0 then yields the correct physics (e. g. correlation
Jength).

In next section, we shall rst study generally how the average over a class ofgauge choices
produces the dependence of the propagators of charged particlkes n Q ED where it is com —
pktely solvable. The dependence ofthe propagator ofa charged particle m ay be expressed
sin ply asa -dependent m ultiplicative factor which becom es an exponentially decaying fac—
tor for Jarge spacetin e argum ent in three Euclidean din ensions or fourdin ensional them al
QED . Thus, if one extracts the correlation length or the dam ping rate from the propagator
of a charged particke, a -dependent correlation length or dam ping rate is obtained. W e
then explain why an unphysical infrared cuto can get rid ofthis dependence and produce
the sam e resul as the choice = 0. In section ITI, we perform parallel analysis or QCD .
Sihce a com plete solution could not be achieved, we only do a leading order perturbative
calculation. To the leading order, the gauge- xIng param eter dependence for the ferm ionic
propagator is the same as In QED wih an e ective charge. The dependence of the static
(chrom o)electric screening length is discussed. W e draw conclusions in section IV .. In Ap-
pendix A, details about the evaluation of a them al integral is given. In Appendix B, we
present another way of deriving the dependence In ferm jon propagators based on W ard

dentities for the proper vertices.

II. DEPENDENCE OF A CHARGED PARTICLE PROPAGATOR IN QED

A .A functional derivation

In this subsection, we shall derive the gauge- xing param eter dependence of the prop—
agator of a charged particke n QED in a general covarant gauge. Since the derivation does
not depend on w hether the charged partick is a scalar ora fem ion, we focus on the ferm ion
case. Throughout this paper, we work In Euclidean spacetin e. Realtin e resuls can then

be cbtained by analytic continuation.



The ferm jon propagatoris de ned by the Euclidean finctional integral as

Geiy) h &) @i
z Z

DAID 1D Jlexp Lg ®) ) @A f); @d)
w here we have introduced the gauge- xIng condition
@A &) = f x) @2)

wih f ®) belng an arirary fiinction. D enoting the charge of the ferm ion by g, it is not

hard to justify that the gauge transform ation change of variables

AR ! AT =A K @ &) ; @3)
wih satisfying
@ k)= f&); @4
changes the gauge- xing condition
@A = £ I ea’=0 @2 5)
and thus gives
Gr&;y) = Giopx;y)edl ® &) . 2 .6)
De ning G reen’s finction & x % by
¢ & x9= & x° @.7)

enables us to w rite

W euseh 1ito represent the Euclidean tin e ordered product.



x) = dz x z)f(=z): 2.8)

T he usual procedure of getting the general covariant gauge now nvolves averaging over f (x)

R
w ith a weighting factorexpf Zi dxf?g. Let us denote the ferm ion propagator in a general

covariant gauge by G (x;y). Then

z ( z )
1
G &iy)= DEB:&iviexp - dz£? (z)
Z ( Z " l #)
= Dflexp dz 2—f2 @)+ iJ ;39 @) Geoo &;Y); 2.9)

where we have de ned the lnear source J (z;%;y) as
Jzix;y)= gl @z x) z y)l: @10)

A straight forward evaluation of the gaussian functional integralin Eq. €.9) yields
( . )

G Kjy)=exp — dz [ (z x) @ V17 Geo®iy); (211)

w here the nom alization factor for the functional integral has been chosen so that

Z " lZ #
D flexp > dzf?(z) = 1: @ 12)

Tt is trivial to check that the Landau gauge choice = 0 corresoonds to the gauge choice

R
f = 0. This is expected since the weighting functional expf Zi dxf?g for the average

allows £ to uctuate around £ = 0 wih the varance proportionalto . Setting = 0

con nes £ to be 0. The gauge- xing param eter dependence appears as a m ultiplicative

factor. Result @.11) isalso valid for the propagator of a scalar charged particle w ith charge

d. Equation @.11) has been derived by other m ethods and discussed for fourdin ensional

QED [/i].

By Including the photon source and m ore pairs of the G reen’s function (x) in the
source €.10),Eqg. €.1T) m ay be generalized to cases where the correlation finctions contain
extemalphoton linesand additional ferm ion lines. The £ fiinctionalintegralis stilla gaussian

Integral. W e om it the algebraically com plicated intem ediate steps which are com plktely



parallel to those for the farm jon propagator. The dependence for a correlation function

w ith 2n extemal fem ion legs is

R
h ) (ng ®n) V1) G2) @ IR .
< Z "Xn Z #2=
=ep, — dz (@ x3) @z yN+ dz2° @z z%@e §O
) =1 '
R
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R
w here we have introduced the photon source tem ig j A . Taking derivatives w ith respect
to the photon source j gives Insertions of the photon elds in the correlation function. W e
note that the dependence is totally factorized. T herefore, the choice = 0 is equivalent

to the gauge choice £ = 0.

B . dependence in four and three dim ensional Q ED

W e now study the behavior of the m ultiplicative -dependent factor in four and three
din ension spacetin e. W e do not consider the case d = 2 since there infrared divergences

are so serious that the charged particks are con ned f]. To facilitate the notation, kt us

de ne
7
1 2

I x) > dz [ & 2) ()] @14)
so that

G iy)=e TV G ey) (2.15)
In momentum space, I (xX) can be @cpressed.?: as

_ lZ 1 ikx ikx _ ? 1 ikx
I(X)_E (dk)EQ e e’ )= (dk)g(l e ) (2.16)

’Here, we have m ade a change of variabk k ! k. In three din ensions, this causes an infrared

problem which does not really m atter if we only use requlators invariant under the inversion of

m om entum .



R
where (dk) represents the appropriate m om entum integral conjigate to the spacetine. In

d din ensional Euclidean spacetin e,

2 @k 1

I)= PRI @ e*); @17)
which can be evaluated as
Z 4 Z d
d°k
IK)= dss ek 1 &)
: @) :
1 %1 ¥
= dss' ¥ exp —
@4 )&z 4s
d=2 2 2d=2
= % X2 . (2 .18)

Setting d = 4, Eqg. .1I5) takes the fom

( ) .
2 h 1 g=-a)?
"k 2 ‘& y) e

@)? 4 RR 0 G kiy)+ 0@ 4);

G X;y)= exp
(2.19)

w here we have Introduced the renom alization scale by

d =(£ 5 4d (2 .20)

wih ¢ and r being the renom alized charge and gauge- xing param eter. i Eq. @19)
is the Euler constant. The ultraviolt divergence appearing in the gauge dependent factor
gives the usual gauge dependence of the ferm ion wave fiinction renomm alization factor In
agream ent w ith previous results B9/10] as is the k  y)? power m odi cation factor El.
In four dim ensions, the dependence in the fem ion propagator m odi es the long distance
power law behavior. D ue to m asskess photons, the fermm ion propagator does not exhbit a
pok in mom entum space but a branch cut w ith the behavior ©? + m?2) ** ) [[1,12]. The
-dependent m odi cation factor @.19) leads to a -dependent and thus a -dependent
on-shell condition for ferm ions in four din ensional QED  [§].
W e now consider QED in d=3 Euclidean spacs’. W e can view this as a dim ensionally
reduced eld theory ofa four dim ensional scalar QED at the high tem perature lim it [19,20].

3Fora realthree din ensionalQ ED , there isevidence {_i:_i;l-fl] show ing that the charged particlesm ay



I (x) isboth ultraviokt and infrared nite. Eq. €18) readsexplicitly T (x) = kF@8 ). We

have then
ZLxyj
G Kjy)=e * G0 X;y) ¢ 221)

Hence the usual average over covariant gauge conditions has introduced a -dependent ex-—
ponentially decaying factor to the propagators of charged particles. Thus, the correlation
length also acquires dependence. Ifwe extract the correlation length from a gauge varant
tw opoint correlation function, di erent valuesgive di erent answers. Choosing = 0 gives
the answer corresponding to the original gauge theory quantized by the gauge condition’
@A = 0. This justi es a previous clain on the preference of the Landau gauge choice [5].
W e note here that if only the gauge Invarant correlation finctions are considered, there are
no dependences inside the correlation fiinctions which states that all ’s are equivalent for
gauge Invariant correlation functions.

W e now exam ine the origh of the decaying factor n Eq. @21) and explain why an
unphysical infrared cuto can rem ove this arti cial -dependence. In previous subsection,

we found the relation

Z
Grxjy)=exp ig dz [ &k 2) ¢ 2z)1f@) G &;y) 222)

w hich basically states that di erent choices of £ are equivalent. H ow ever, this statem ent is
be con ned in three dim ension QED due to Infrared divergences. O £ course, one can consistently
add to the theory a topologicalm ass term for the photon eld w ithout breaking the local gauge
sym m etry t_1'_5,'_1'§] This topological m ass term can be even dynam ically generated by interacting
w ith the ferm ions ['}-_ {:;-_8]. W ih this topological m ass tem , the charged particles are no longer
con ned f_l-fl,:_l-ﬁ]

4Tt should be m entioned that ifwe view the three din ension theory as the high tem perature lin it

of a four dim ension theory, the gauge condition @A = 0 really corresponds to the Coulomb gauge

choice In the original four dim ensional theory.



based on the assum ption that the factor

Z
exp g dz[ & 2z) ¢ 2)1f(2) 223)

does not aler the long distance behavior of the propagator or, in particular, the position
of the physical pok appearing In the Fourder transform of G¢ (X;y). If £ (z) is a Jocalized
function so that the exponent in factor €23) vanishes as x or y becom es large, G ¢ (X;y)
has the sam e Jarge distance behavior as G ¢- g X;Vy). W e can then conclude that the gauge
choice @A = f isequivalent to the choice @A = 0. H owever, when perform ing the average of
gauge conditions, nonlocalized f’s are not excluded. It isnot hard to see that the weighting

functionall
( . ) C Lz g )

1 2 B 1
exp > dzf”® (z) = exp > (2 )df“(k)f“( k) (2.24)

contains long wavelength m odes (£'(k) w ith wavelength 1=k longer than the ssparation be-
tween x and y). It is the nclusion of these long wave m odes In the average that yields an
exponentially decaying factor depending on k vy j. For the gauge conditions w ith £ having
wavelength shorter than %k y3j the x;y dependence in phase factor ¢€23) is washed out
after summ ing over di erent short wavelength contrbutions. In another word, the short
wave uctuations do not su ce to change the behavior of the long range correlation after

the average. Indeed, I (x) does get its m ain contribution from the infrared region wih k
being order 1=k jor lss. This generates a piece proportional to kjand therefore resuls
an exponentially decaying factor. Em ploying an unphysical infrared cuto to suppress the
contrbutions from these longwave f’s can elin inate the gauge- xing param eter dependence
in the correlation length. Explicitly, ntroducing an infrared cuto ky 4, to IntegralI x), we

have, as k3! 1,

7 |

dck 1 . 1 1 sinkkd
S = ke 1 S
ok 2 )3 k4 22 ¢, k2 kkj
11 Za 4 sins 1 0.25)
= —_— S —_—
22 km]n ¥ Km in X3 s 2 kajl’l

SHere f (k) is the Fourier transform of £ (z).



which does not depend on x. Therefore, the average over the short wave f’s does not
m odify the long distance behavior of the propagatorsbut an overall constant. T his explains
why an unphysical infrared cuto proposed in reference B8] can rem ove the -dependent
m odi cation of the long distance behavior.

Sihce Iower dim ension eld theordes are m ore sensitive to the infrared region, this expo—
nentially decaying factordoesnot appearin d = 4. In urdim ensions, only the power law of
the propagator is changed. For fourdim ensional them al eld theories, the in agihary tim e
form alism leads to a Euclidean functional representation for them al correlation functions
w ith one dim ension of the spacetin e com pacti ed. Therefore, we expect that the average
over di erent covariant gauge choicesm ay also cause seriousm odi cations to the two-point

correlation finctions.

C .Four-dim ensional therm alQED

W e now study the urdim ensional therm alQED which is equivalent to QED 1n three
soatial dim ensions plus an additional com pacti ed im agihary tine dimension. A s such,

the m om entum in this din ension is discretized so that the m om entum Integral for I x) in

Eq. ©.16) isa \sum -integral":
Z Z ddl k

@&k) ! T —_—: (226)
- (2 )dl

Since there is the zero tem perature part contrbuting to the sum -integral, i is ultraviolet

divergent. U sing the dim ensional regularization, we calculate this sum -integral n A ppendix

A and sinply quote the result @ 1) as:

2
@ T 2)*22 +
4 )2 4 d

I(;x)=

n o1+ elT* 20052 T )e2TH +8—}<j+0(d 4 : 227

+
@)?
Here I (x) hasbeen wrtten as I( ;x) wih and x being the In agihary tin e and spatial

coordinate respectively. Tt is not hard to check that for large kjorhigh T

10



I(;x)! T8—j<j 228)
which is In agreem ent w ith the analysis for the three din ensional Euclidean theory dis—
cussed In previous section. Therefore, the correlation length contains a -dependent piece

ITRF6 ).

So far the correlation fiinctions studied are allde ned In iIn agihary tin e. To study the
dam ping rate, a retarded realktin e correlation finction is required. W e can analytically
continuate it into realtine by replacing with it to obtain the corresponding reaktim e

propagatord Perform ing this analytic continuation for I ( ;x) gives

2

I(,x)=
() @ )2 4 d

n 1+e'T¥  200&@ Tte? TH +8—}<j+0(d 4): (229

+
@)?

For large kjor 1j we have

T
TEx) o= O3 5 XI+ I XIJ PI: 2.30)

Inserting this large coordinate argum ent behavior nto Eq. €.15) gives

)
RET

3 05 3 ¥+ ¥J (KI D] Geotix); @31)

G x) exp

where we have shortened.f: the G reen’s function notation G x;y) to G (x y) because of the
soacetin e translation invariance. The -dependent large tim e dam ping factor causes a -
dependent dam ping rate ifwe use the general covariant gauge. To avoid any m odi cation of
the large tim e behavior com ng from averaging the gauge conditions, we can choose = 0.

T his analytic continuation yields realtin e ordered correlation fiinctions. H owever, it is not hard
to show that the exponentially decaying factor we are concermed is the sam e as that for the retarded
correlation function.

"W e have In plicitly sw itched back and forth between the notations x and (t;x) for the spacetin e

coordinate.

11



T his choice yields the dam ping rate for the original gauge theory, if the theory is mvariant
for di erent gauge constrains (w ithout Involving any average) when quantizing it. W e also
provide a m ore fam iliar derivation of Eq. £2.11) based on the proper vertex W ard identities
in Appendix B where Equation @5) showsthat the dependence we discussed above is the
same dependence as reported in reference 3]. W e now exam ine again why an unphysical
infrared cuto can also rem ove this dependence B]. Introducing a smallm ass term m 2 to
auto the k Integral for I ( ;x) at the nfrared region, and using the usual contour trick to

do the ky sum , the nite tem perature part of I ( ;x) is expressed as

(g P—— )
1O (x) = -2 d3kn£okz;mz)heﬂ” TRy g TRRRT 5 L p
' dn? ()3 2 k2+m? ’
where n (! ) is the B ose distribution factor
1
n() I (233)
e 1
wih = 1=T.Donhgtheanalyticcontihuation ! it,we nd thatastor kjbeocom eslarge,

the R iem ann-Lebesgue Jemm a kills t and &k jdependent part n IT (;x). Hence the large
coordinate argum ent behavior does not cbtain any dependence but an overall constant.
This show s why an unphysicalcuto I reference [} can rem ove the gauge- xIng param eter

dependence In the dam ping rate.

III.GAUGEFIXING PARAMETER DEPENDENCE IN THERMAL QCD

T he gauge- xing param eter dependence we studied rQED can also be derived by using
W ard identities. Since to kading order In QCD , W ard identities are the sam e as that in
QED, we expect that at the lrading order, we should be ablk to nd sin ilar gauge- xing
param eter dependence as occurs In QED . This is indeed the case. Since the derivation for
QED iscom plktely paralklto the leading orderderivation forQ CD , it su cesto just provide

the derivation forQCD at the leading order.

12



A . ferm lonic dam ping rate

Let us consider the ferm ion propagators. To sin plify the notation, we shall suppress

the color Indices of the ferm jon elds. W e shalluse the W ard dentities to derive the result

forthe QCD ferm ion propagator analogous to the resul @.11). Taking the derivative w ith
respect to  which introduces an insertion ofthe gauge- xing term in the fiinctional integral,

we cbtain
d 12 L.
76 &y)= o5 dzh &) @) BAT@T i (31)

where and A represent the fermm ion  elds and the gauge elds respectively and a is the
color index In the ad pint representation. U sing the equation ofm otion for the ghost eld,

the BR S transfomm ofthe correlation fiinction h xX) ()QA® (z)& (z)iproduces the relation
h i
h ® ) RA@Ti=ig h ) P& ) T° ) BA® @I @) 1; (32)

where T® are the generators in the fermm ion representation and & (z) and & (z) are the

Faddeev-Popov ghost elds. Noting that
h ®)A® y)c 2)i= 0; (3.3)
we have, at the leading order,

h i
h ®) ) RA®@)Ti= ig h ®)T° () BA®@Hi hK&)F @i b E)E @i+ 0 g)

= ig h ®T* WRA@H[ & 2) gl 2)]+0@); B4
where the ghost propagator ¢, (x) isde ned as
)L P gp& y): (3.5)

Sin ilarly, the BR S transform ofh &)T® (v)& (z)iyields

h ®)T® ) RA® ()11 ig h ®)TT* @il & 2) ¥ 2)]+ 0 @)

ig CrG &Y) [ n&® 2) @y 2)1+0@); 3.6)
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where Cy is the Casin ir for the ferm jon representation. Combining results 34) and @.6)
above gives
z

d , 1 .
TG ) 5&% Z[ gk 20 a 22T &y)+0 @) : (3.7)

P erturbatively,
w® = ®+0@G?): 3.8)

T herefore, to the leading order, the above di erential equation show s that the leading

dependence of the ferm jon propagator can be expressed as

g°Cr
2

G K;y)' exp IX y) GeoXyy): 3.9)

W e note here that a QED derivation m ay be obtalned sinply by ignoring all the color
Indices, changing T# ! 1, g ! g, and setting all the kading approxin ation to be exact.
For QCD, the ]eadjng'g gauge- xing param eter dependence of the ferm ion propagator is
the sam e as the exact dependence of a ferm jon propagator in QED w ith e ective charge
gC F1:2 . A sdiscussed before, at nite tem perature, ifwe extract the dam ping rate of ferm ionic
excitations from the femm ion propagator calculated in a general covariant gauge, we shall
get a -dependent dam ping rate. T his is the dependence reported in reference B]. W e can
either choose Landau gauge = 0 or use an unphysical nfrared cuto to get rid of the

m odi cation of the long tim e behavior due to taking the average over gauge conditions.

B . Static electric screening length

W e now tum to consider the static chrom oelectric screening length to next-to-leading

order. Since the rlkvant energy scak is gT, i is convenient to use the dim ensionally

8T his is also true after perform ing the B raaten-P isarski resum m ation since the resum ed proper

vertices and propagators still satisfy the Q ED type W ard identities @1',2-11]

14



reduced e ective theory (0 called EQCD ) which involves only the static gauge elds to
describe therm alQCD  R2]. To the order we are concemed, we only need to study a three

din ensional Euclidean e ective theory w ith Lagrangian

1 1 1
Legep = JFSF5+ S0 A0 DA+ om ZAGAG (3.10)

w here the covariant derivatize D ; is de ned as
D Ao)* = QA2 igf™A%A¢S 311)
and m ¢ is the lreading order D eébye m ass w ith the value
1 2
ma=3 Cat — gT?: 312)

Here, C, is the Casin ir of the ad pint representation for the gauge group and N ¢ is the
number of ferm ion avors. O f course, we shall study, for a general covariant gauge, the
gauge- xing param eter dependence of the static propagatorD ° (x;y) oftheA] elds.We
have not explicitly included the gauge- xIng tem nor the ghost elds term . W e em ploy
the sam e steps as in the last subsection for calculating the gauge dependence of a ferm ion
propagator. Allwe need to do is to change all the ferm ion elds Into the A elds and
replace the generators T® by the generators in the ad pint representation under which AJ
transfom s. Thus, the e ective charge squared g?Cy appearing in Eq. 3.9) is changed to

g°Ca . A fter these replacem ents, we obtain

)
g°Ca | .

s X V3 D x;y): (313)

D*(x;y)’ exp

Perfomm ing the Fourer transform gives again a -dependent singularity in the propagator.
This dependence appears In the resul found in references ;8] where the dependence

There,a -dependentterm JNm oT=@ ) contrbutes to the self energy which indicates a cor-
rection ofN T=(8 ) to the lrading screeningm assm ;. N is the num ber of colors, or equivalently,

the C asin ir of the ad pint representation for SU (N ) gauge group.
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is rem oved by introducing an unphysical cuto at the infrared region of the loop integral
Involred In the self energy evaluation.

To avoid confusion, we lke to add follow ng comm ent. It appears that in reference 3],
the Feynm an gauge choice, = 1, coincides with the resul obtained by introducing an

unphysical nfrared cuto . T he free gauge boson propagator

ij Db Bib;
G )= — + (314)
P =5
contains the combination 1 as the ooe cient of P jpj:p2 . At the onedoop order, i

can be shown explicitly B] that the part in the gauge boson propagator proportional to
pjpj=p2 contributes to the self energy and causes a shift of the position of the polk of Ay
propagator. Introducing a technical infrared cuto rem oves this contribution to the pol
position of this propagator from the pjpj=p2 part of the gauge boson propagator. This
can be m in icked by choosing = 1. However, the transverse part of the gauge boson
propagator receives additional radiative corrections whilk the pure longiudinal part does
not asa consequence ofthe W ard identity. D ue to these radiative corrections, this transverse
piece becom es less singular at the infrared region @201 and a physical infrared cuto gets
induced. C onsequently, its P;P; piece does not shift the position ofthe pole in A, propagator.
On the other hand, the longitudinal part rem ains the sam e and does shift the position of
pole except In Landau gaugew ith = 0. Thus, the Landau gauge choice produces the sam e
result as a naive choice of Feynm an gauge w here in addition the radiative corrections to the
gauge boson propagator are ignored. For theories containing a topologicalm ass tem , the
gauge boson propagator has the form

ij  PiP; M topo gk Px BiP;
G o) = —3 iy po  ij + b
O erng, Prnop P

(315)

where m ,, is the topologicalm ass. Here it is easy to see that the infrared behavior of
the longiudinal part is di erent from that of the transverse part. Choosing a vanishing

gauge- xing param eter is the sam e as putting an infrared cuto .
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IV.CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have shown that in three Euclidean din ensions or for fourdin ensional
them al gauge eld theories, the usual averaging procedure for getting a general covariant
gauge- xing term m ay ntroduce gauge- xIng param eter dependent m odi cations to the
large distance behavior of the gauge dependent correlation functions. The gauge- xing
param eter dependent m odi cation to the large distance behavior of the correlation fiinction
is the origin of the gauge dependence encountered In som e perturbative evaluations of the
dam ping rate and the D ebye screening length . C hoosing a vanishing gauge- xing param eter
(Landau gauge) or Introducing an unphysical nfrared cuto enables us to avoid this gauge—

xIng param eter dependent m odi cation at the long distance introduced by averaging over
a class of gauge condiions. If the theory is gauge invarant in the way that it can be
quantized by using di erent gauge constrains W ithout Involving any average), we can then
extract physics from gauge varant propagators evaluated In a general covariant gauge by

choosing a vanishing gauge— xing param eter.
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APPENDIX A:EVALUATION OF IX)FOR THERMAL GAUGE THEORY

For a com pacti ed spacetim e, the spacetim e point x is understood asx = ( ;x). Using
the dim ensional regularization to regulate the ultraviolkt divergence, we evaluate the Integral

I &) de ned by Eq. .16) as

Z

X dadt k 1 . .
TCix)=T d1 2 22(l e TEY
W @9 &2+ kD)
X Z ddlk 1 X Z d3k eiko + ik x
=T
weo @)1 K2 K2 T @)% K2+ K3’
2 @tk 1 o
(>5-) as X 1 x5, L XKJ
=2Tﬁ(2T) G d T —— ko Ty “Z71 0d 4)
@)@n- weo 8 JoJ 8
2
@)? 4 d
1 b -y - i T%7
tyr PO SFTRIET juma @2THET —8}<j+ od 4
2
@)? 4 4
. L T K
+ no1+elT¥ 2082 T )e2T¥ +239i04@ 4: @

@)?

APPENDIX B:ALTERNATE DERIVATION BASED ON THE PROPER

VERTICESWARD IDENTITIES

C onsider the fermm ion selfenergy diagram sin QED .The only placewhere the param eter
can enter is in the longitudinal part of the photon propagator k k =k*. Therefore, the

derivative of the self energy (o) with repect to is

d ) k k
g ©P=a @ &ipipt KG k) ( kipt kip)
¢ k k
Y (dk) o k; kipip); B1)

where (;p;p+ k) and &k;k%p;p+ k+ k% are the proper photon-ferm jon threepoint

and fourpoint vertices regoectively. For the proper vertices, our convention is that the last

18



twom om entum argum ents are them om entum of f&rm ion Jegs while the k and k° denote the

photon m om enta. W ard identities [I21] give

k (pptk)=G' p+k) G' ()

kk & kippp=G' e+k)+G' @ k) 2G' @) : B2)

Inserting these ddentities nto Eq. B 1) producedd

z 1 h i

d 2~ 1 1
q )= g°G P (dk)g GP+tkG" @ 1 ®3)

4 ) = g )= G >3G )G (o) : B4)
T =7 ©) = ©)C ©) :

Combining the two equations above, we obtain

d z 1
d—G<p>=q2 @) Btk GEI; B5)

which can be written In coordinate space as

d z 1 .
G ®=d k= E€* 16 &) : ®B6)

k4

Tt is straight forward to solve the di erential equation above to get

Z
1 .
G K)=exp @) @ ") G _o&): ®7)

This is the result @.11) derived by functionalm ethods in them ain text.

10T his equation agrees w ith the equations appearing in references [‘_3,':] w here the gauge- xing

param eter dependence was exam ined.
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