
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-p

h/
95

12
28

3v
1 

 1
2 

D
ec

 1
99

5

PURD-TH-94-12

G auge-�xing param eter dependence oftwo-point gauge variant

correlation functions

Chengxing Zhai

Departm entofPhysics,Purdue University,W estLafayette,IN 47907

Abstract

Thegauge-�xing param eter� dependenceoftwo-pointgaugevariantcorrela-

tion functionsisstudied forQ ED and Q CD.W eshow that,in threeEuclidean

dim ensions,orforfour-dim ensionaltherm algauge theories,the usualproce-

dureofgetting a generalcovariantgauge-�xing term by averaging overa class

ofcovariantgauge-�xing conditionsleadstoa nontrivialgauge-�xing param e-

terdependencein gaugevarianttwo-pointcorrelation functions(e.g.ferm ion

propagators).Thisnontrivialgauge-�xingparam eterdependencem odi�esthe

large distance behaviorofthe two-pointcorrelation functionsby introducing

additionalexponentially decaying factors.Thesefactorsare theorigin ofthe

gaugedependenceencountered in som eperturbativeevaluationsofthedam p-

ing ratesand thestaticchrom oelectricscreening length in a generalcovariant

gauge.To avoid thism odi�cation ofthelong distancebehaviorintroduced by

perform ing the average overa classofcovariantgauge-�xing conditions,one

can eitherchoose a vanishing gauge-�xing param eterorapply an unphysical

infrared cuto�.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Physicalobservables such as therm aldam ping rates and the Debye screening length

which are determ ined by the position ofpoles (or generally,singularities) in correlation

functions are gauge invariant quantities [1,2]. However,for a generalcovariant gauge,a

gauge-�xing param eter � dependence in dam ping rate was reported [3]in a perturbative

evaluation ofthe ferm ion dam ping rate. Sim ilar gauge-�xing param eter dependence was

also encountered in theperturbativecalculation oftheDebye screening length atthenext-

to-leading order[4]. A way to extractthe gauge independentdam ping rate and screening

length is to introduce an unphysicalinfrared cuto� [5]. In this article,we exam ine the

gauge-�xing param eter� dependence oftwo-pointcorrelation functions. Asiswellknown,

a conventionalway ofgetting a generalcovariant gauge-�xing term (@A)2=(2�) involves

perform ing an average over a class ofcovariant gauge conditions. W e shallshow that,in

threeEuclidean dim ensionsorforfour-dim ensionaltherm algauge�eld theories,thisaverage

overdi�erentgaugeconditionsgeneratesa nontrivial� dependencein two-pointcorrelation

functionsofgaugevariantoperatorssuch astheferm ion propagator.Speci�cally,forQED

and to leading orderofQCD,thisgauge-�xing param eterdependence altersthelong range

behavior ofthe two-point correlation functions by an extra exponentially decaying factor

with the exponentdepending on �. Thisisthe origin ofthe � dependence encountered in

perturbative calculations ofthe dam ping rate and the Debye screening length [3{5]. This

gauge-�xingparam eter�dependenceisan arti�cialfactduetodoingtheaverageoveraclass

ofgaugeconditionssince thisaverage includesgaugeconditions@A = f with f containing

long wavelength 
uctuations. Choosing the Landau gauge � = 0 which m eans taking the

\no average" lim it rem oves the m odi�cation ofthe long distance behavior produced by

averaging overgaugeconditions.Anotherway isto introducean unphysicalinfrared cuto�

assuggested in reference [5]to suppress the contributions to the gauge condition average

from the infrared 
uctuations. Ifthe physicalcontent ofthe theory is gauge invariant in

the sense thatthe gaugeconstrain @A = 0 isequivalentto otherphysicalgaugeconstrains
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when quantizing thetheory,choosing �= 0 then yieldsthecorrectphysics(e.g.correlation

length).

In nextsection,weshall�rststudygenerallyhow theaverageoveraclassofgaugechoices

producesthe� dependenceofthepropagatorsofcharged particlesin QED whereitiscom -

pletely solvable.The�dependenceofthepropagatorofacharged particlem ay beexpressed

sim ply asa �-dependentm ultiplicativefactorwhich becom esan exponentially decaying fac-

torforlargespacetim eargum entin threeEuclidean dim ensionsorfour-dim ensionaltherm al

QED.Thus,ifoneextractsthecorrelation length orthedam ping ratefrom thepropagator

ofa charged particle,a �-dependent correlation length or dam ping rate is obtained. W e

then explain why an unphysicalinfrared cuto�can getrid ofthis�dependenceand produce

the sam e resultasthe choice � = 0. In section III,we perform parallelanalysisforQCD.

Since a com plete solution could notbe achieved,we only do a leading orderperturbative

calculation.To theleading order,thegauge-�xing param eterdependence fortheferm ionic

propagatoristhesam easin QED with an e�ective charge.The� dependence ofthestatic

(chrom o)electric screening length isdiscussed. W e draw conclusions in section IV.In Ap-

pendix A,detailsaboutthe evaluation ofa therm alintegralisgiven. In Appendix B,we

present anotherway ofderiving the � dependence in ferm ion propagatorsbased on W ard

identitiesforthepropervertices.

II.� D EP EN D EN C E O F A C H A R G ED PA RT IC LE P R O PA G AT O R IN Q ED

A .A functionalderivation

In thissubsection,weshallderivethegauge-�xing param eter�dependenceoftheprop-

agatorofa charged particlein QED in a generalcovariantgauge.Sincethederivation does

notdepend on whetherthecharged particleisascalaroraferm ion,wefocuson theferm ion

case. Throughoutthispaper,we work in Euclidean spacetim e. Realtim e resultscan then

beobtained by analyticcontinuation.
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Theferm ion propagator1isde�ned by theEuclidean functionalintegralas

G f(x;y)� h� (x) (y)i

�

Z

[D A][D � ][D  ]exp

�

�

Z

LE

�

� (x) (y)�(@A � f); (2.1)

wherewehaveintroduced thegauge-�xing condition

@A(x)= f(x) (2.2)

with f(x)being an arbitrary function. Denoting the charge ofthe ferm ion by q,itisnot

hard to justify thatthegaugetransform ation changeofvariables

 (x)!  
0(x)= e

iq�(x)
 (x)

� (x)! � 0(x)= e
�iq�(x) � (x)

A(x)! A
0(x)= A(x)� @�(x); (2.3)

with �satisfying

@
2
�(x)= f(x); (2.4)

changesthegauge-�xing condition

@A = f ! @A
0= 0 (2.5)

and thusgives

G f(x;y)= G f= 0(x;y)e
iq(�(x)��(y))

: (2.6)

De�ning Green’sfunction �(x � x 0)by

@
2
x �(x � x

0)= �(x� x
0) (2.7)

enablesusto write

1W e useh���ito representthe Euclidean tim e ordered product.

4



�(x)=

Z

dz�(x � z)f(z): (2.8)

Theusualprocedureofgettingthegeneralcovariantgaugenow involvesaveragingoverf(x)

with a weighting factorexpf� 1

2�

R
dxf2g.Letusdenotetheferm ion propagatorin ageneral

covariantgaugeby G �(x;y).Then

G �(x;y)=

Z

[D f]G f(x;y)exp

(

�
1

2�

Z

dzf
2(z)

)

=

Z

[D f]exp

(

�

Z

dz

"
1

2�
f
2(z)+ iJ(z;x;y)f(z)

#)

G f= 0(x;y); (2.9)

wherewehavede�ned thelinearsourceJ(z;x;y)as

J(z;x;y)= �q [�(z� x)� �(z� y)]: (2.10)

A straightforward evaluation ofthegaussian functionalintegralin Eq.(2.9)yields

G �(x;y)= exp

(

�
�q2

2

Z

dz [�(z� x)� �(z� y)]
2

)

G f= 0(x;y); (2.11)

wherethenorm alization factorforthefunctionalintegralhasbeen chosen so that

Z

[D f]exp

"

�
1

2�

Z

dzf
2(z)

#

= 1: (2.12)

Itistrivialto check thatthe Landau gauge choice � = 0 correspondsto the gauge choice

f = 0. This is expected since the weighting functionalexpf� 1

2�

R
dxf2g for the average

allows f to 
uctuate around f = 0 with the variance proportionalto �. Setting � = 0

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

factor.Result(2.11)isalso valid forthepropagatorofa scalarcharged particlewith charge

q. Equation (2.11)hasbeen derived by otherm ethodsand discussed forfour-dim ensional

QED [6,7].

By including the photon source and m ore pairs ofthe Green’s function �(x) in the

source(2.10),Eq.(2.11)m ay begeneralized tocaseswherethecorrelation functionscontain

externalphotonlinesandadditionalferm ionlines.Thef functionalintegralisstillagaussian

integral. W e om it the algebraically com plicated interm ediate steps which are com pletely
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parallelto those forthe ferm ion propagator. The � dependence fora correlation function

with 2n externalferm ion legsis

h� (x1)� (x2)� � �� (xn) (y1) (y2)� � �  (yn)e
iq
R
j�A
i�

= exp

8
<

:
�
�q2

2

Z

dz

"
nX

i= 1

(�(z� x i)� �(z� y i))+

Z

dz
0�(z� z 0)@z0�j(z

0)

#2
9
=

;

�h� (x1)� (x2)� � �� (xn) (y1) (y2)� � �  (yn)e
iq
R
j�A
if= 0; (2.13)

wherewehaveintroduced thephoton sourceterm iq
R
j� A.Taking derivativeswith respect

to thephoton source j givesinsertionsofthephoton �eldsin the correlation function.W e

note thatthe � dependence istotally factorized. Therefore,the choice � = 0 isequivalent

to thegaugechoicef = 0.

B .� dependence in four and three dim ensionalQ ED

W e now study the behavior ofthe m ultiplicative �-dependent factorin fourand three

dim ension spacetim e. W e do notconsider the case d = 2 since there infrared divergences

are so seriousthatthe charged particlesare con�ned [8]. To facilitate the notation,letus

de�ne

I(x)�
1

2

Z

dz [�(x � z)� �(z)]
2

(2.14)

so that

G �(x;y)= e
��q 2I(x�y)

G f= 0(x;y): (2.15)

In m om entum space,I(x)can beexpressed2 as

I(x)=
1

2

Z

(dk)
1

k4
(2� e

ikx
� e

�ikx )=

Z

(dk)
1

k4
(1� e

ikx); (2.16)

2Here,we have m ade a change ofvariable k ! �k. In three dim ensions,thiscausesan infrared

problem which does not really m atter ifwe only use regulators invariant under the inversion of

m om entum .
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where
R
(dk)representstheappropriatem om entum integralconjugateto thespacetim e.In

d dim ensionalEuclidean spacetim e,

I(x)=

Z
ddk

(2�)d

1

k4
(1� e

ikx); (2.17)

which can beevaluated as

I(x)=

Z 1

0

dss

Z
ddk

(2�)d
e
�sk 2

(1� e
ikx)

=
1

(4�)d=2

Z
1

0

dss
1�d=2 exp

"

�
x2

4s

#

= �
�(d=2� 2)

(4�)2

�

�x
2
�2�d=2

: (2.18)

Setting d = 4,Eq.(2.15)takestheform

G �(x;y)= exp

(
�Rq

2
R

(4�)2

2

d� 4

)
h

��
2(x� y)2

i�� R q
2

R
=(4�)2

e
�� R q

2

R

=(4�)2

G f= 0(x;y)+ O (d� 4);

(2.19)

wherewehaveintroduced therenorm alization scale�by

q
2
�= q

2
R �R �

4�d (2.20)

with q2R and �R being the renorm alized charge and gauge-�xing param eter.
 in Eq.(2.19)

isthe Eulerconstant. The ultravioletdivergence appearing in the gauge dependentfactor

gives the usualgauge dependence ofthe ferm ion wave function renorm alization factor in

agreem ent with previous results [6,9,10]as is the (x � y)2 power m odi�cation factor [6].

In fourdim ensions,the � dependence in the ferm ion propagatorm odi�esthelong distance

powerlaw behavior. Due to m assless photons,the ferm ion propagatordoesnotexhibit a

pole in m om entum space buta branch cutwith the behavior(p2 + m 2)�(1+ �) [11,12]. The

�-dependent m odi�cation factor (2.19) leads to a �-dependent � and thus a �-dependent

on-shellcondition forferm ionsin fourdim ensionalQED [6].

W e now considerQED in d=3 Euclidean space3. W e can view thisasa dim ensionally

reduced �eld theory ofa fourdim ensionalscalarQED atthehigh tem peraturelim it[19,20].

3Forarealthreedim ensionalQ ED,thereisevidence[13,14]showingthatthecharged particlesm ay
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I(x)isboth ultravioletand infrared �nite.Eq.(2.18)readsexplicitly I(x)= jxj=(8�).W e

havethen

G �(x;y)= e
�

�q
2

8�
jx�yj

G f= 0(x;y): (2.21)

Hence the usualaverage overcovariantgauge conditionshasintroduced a �-dependentex-

ponentially decaying factorto the propagatorsofcharged particles. Thus,the correlation

length also acquires�dependence.Ifweextractthecorrelation length from a gaugevariant

two-pointcorrelation function,di�erent�valuesgivedi�erentanswers.Choosing�= 0gives

the answer corresponding to the originalgauge theory quantized by the gauge condition4

@A = 0. Thisjusti�esa previousclaim on the preference ofthe Landau gauge choice [15].

W enoteherethatifonly thegaugeinvariantcorrelation functionsareconsidered,thereare

no �dependencesinsidethecorrelation functionswhich statesthatall�’sareequivalentfor

gaugeinvariantcorrelation functions.

W e now exam ine the origin ofthe decaying factor in Eq.(2.21) and explain why an

unphysicalinfrared cuto� can rem ove thisarti�cial�-dependence. In previoussubsection,

wefound therelation

G f(x;y)= exp

�

�iq

Z

dz [�(x� z)� �(y� z)]f(z)

�

G f= 0(x;y) (2.22)

which basically statesthatdi�erentchoicesoff areequivalent.However,thisstatem entis

be con�ned in three dim ension Q ED due to infrared divergences. O fcourse,one can consistently

add to the theory a topologicalm ass term for the photon �eld withoutbreaking the localgauge

sym m etry [15,16]. Thistopologicalm assterm can be even dynam ically generated by interacting

with the ferm ions [15{18]. W ith this topologicalm ass term ,the charged particles are no longer

con�ned [14,15].

4Itshould bem entioned thatifweview thethreedim ension theory asthehigh tem peraturelim it

ofa fourdim ension theory,the gauge condition @A = 0 really correspondsto the Coulom b gauge

choice in the originalfourdim ensionaltheory.
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based on theassum ption thatthefactor

exp

�

�iq

Z

dz [�(x � z)� �(y� z)]f(z)

�

(2.23)

doesnotalterthe long distance behavior ofthe propagatoror,in particular,the position

ofthe physicalpole appearing in the Fouriertransform ofG f(x;y). Iff(z) is a localized

function so that the exponent in factor(2.23) vanishes as x ory becom es large,G f(x;y)

hasthe sam e large distance behaviorasG f= 0(x;y). W e can then conclude thatthe gauge

choice@A = f isequivalenttothechoice@A = 0.However,when perform ing theaverageof

gaugeconditions,nonlocalized f’sarenotexcluded.Itisnothard to seethattheweighting

functional5

exp

(

�
1

2�

Z

dzf
2(z)

)

= exp

(

�
1

2�

Z
ddk

(2�)d
~f(k)~f(�k)

)

(2.24)

containslong wavelength m odes(~f(k)with wavelength 1=k longerthan the separation be-

tween x and y). Itisthe inclusion ofthese long wave m odesin the average thatyieldsan

exponentially decaying factordepending on jx�yj.Forthegaugeconditionswith f having

wavelength shorter than jx�yj,the x;y dependence in phase factor (2.23) is washed out

after sum m ing over di�erent short wavelength contributions. In another word,the short

wave 
uctuationsdo notsu�ce to change the behaviorofthe long range correlation after

the average. Indeed,I(x) does get its m ain contribution from the infrared region with k

being order 1=jxjorless. This generates a piece proportionalto jxjand therefore results

an exponentially decaying factor. Em ploying an unphysicalinfrared cuto� to suppressthe

contributionsfrom theselongwavef’scan elim inatethegauge-�xingparam eterdependence

in thecorrelation length.Explicitly,introducing an infrared cuto� km in to integralI(x),we

have,asjxj! 1 ,

Z

k> km in

d3k

(2�)3

1

k4
(1� e

ik�x)=
1

2�2

Z 1

km in

dk
1

k2

 

1�
sinkjxj

kjxj

!

=
1

2�2

 
1

km in
� jxj

Z 1

km injxj

ds
sins

s3

!

!
1

2�2km in
(2.25)

5Here ~f(k)istheFouriertransform off(z).
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which does not depend on x. Therefore, the average over the short wave f’s does not

m odify thelong distancebehaviorofthepropagatorsbutan overallconstant.Thisexplains

why an unphysicalinfrared cuto� proposed in reference [4,5]can rem ove the �-dependent

m odi�cation ofthelong distancebehavior.

Sincelowerdim ension �eld theoriesarem oresensitive to theinfrared region,thisexpo-

nentially decayingfactordoesnotappearin d = 4.In fourdim ensions,onlythepowerlaw of

thepropagatorischanged.Forfour-dim ensionaltherm al�eld theories,theim aginary tim e

form alism leadsto a Euclidean functionalrepresentation fortherm alcorrelation functions

with one dim ension ofthe spacetim e com pacti�ed. Therefore,we expectthatthe average

overdi�erentcovariantgaugechoicesm ay also causeseriousm odi�cationsto thetwo-point

correlation functions.

C .Four-dim ensionaltherm alQ ED

W e now study the four-dim ensionaltherm alQED which isequivalentto QED in three

spatialdim ensions plus an additionalcom pacti�ed im aginary tim e dim ension. As such,

the m om entum in thisdim ension isdiscretized so thatthe m om entum integralforI(x)in

Eq.(2.16)isa \sum -integral":

Z

(dk)! T
X

k0

Z
dd�1 k

(2�)d�1
: (2.26)

Since there isthe zero tem perature partcontributing to the sum -integral,itisultraviolet

divergent.Using thedim ensionalregularization,wecalculatethissum -integralin Appendix

A and sim ply quotetheresult(A1)as:

I(�;x)=
1

(4�)2
(4�T 2)d=2�2

�
2

4� d
+ 


�

+
1

(4�)2
ln
�

1+ e
�4�Tjxj

� 2cos(2�T�)e�2�Tjxj
�

+
Tjxj

8�
+ O (d� 4): (2.27)

Here I(x)hasbeen written asI(�;x)with � and x being the im aginary tim e and spatial

coordinaterespectively.Itisnothard to check thatforlargejxjorhigh T
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I(�;x)!
Tjxj

8�
(2.28)

which is in agreem ent with the analysis for the three dim ensionalEuclidean theory dis-

cussed in previoussection. Therefore,the correlation length containsa �-dependentpiece

�q2Tjxj=(8�).

So farthecorrelation functionsstudied areallde�ned in im aginary tim e.To study the

dam ping rate,a retarded real-tim e correlation function is required. W e can analytically

continuate it into real-tim e by replacing � with it to obtain the corresponding real-tim e

propagator.6 Perform ing thisanalyticcontinuation forI(�;x)gives

I(�;x)=
1

(4�)2
(4�T 2)d=2�2

�
2

4� d
+ 


�

+
1

(4�)2
ln
�

1+ e
�4�Tjxj

� 2cosh(2�Tt)e�2�Tjxj
�

+
Tjxj

8�
+ O (d� 4): (2.29)

Forlargejxjorjtj,wehave

I(t;x)�
T

8�
[jtj�(jtj� jxj)+ jxj�(jxj� jtj)]: (2.30)

Inserting thislargecoordinateargum entbehaviorinto Eq.(2.15)gives

G �(t;x)� exp

(

�
�Rq

2
RT

8�
[jtj�(jtj� jxj)+ jxj�(jxj� jtj)]

)

G f= 0(t;x); (2.31)

where we have shortened7 the Green’sfunction notation G(x;y)to G(x�y)because ofthe

spacetim e translation invariance. The �-dependent large tim e dam ping factorcauses a �-

dependentdam ping rateifweusethegeneralcovariantgauge.To avoid any m odi�cation of

the largetim e behaviorcom ing from averaging the gaugeconditions,we can choose �= 0.

6Thisanalyticcontinuation yieldsreal-tim eordered correlation functions.However,itisnothard

toshow thattheexponentially decayingfactorweareconcerned isthesam easthatfortheretarded

correlation function.

7W ehaveim plicitly switched back and forth between thenotationsx and (t;x)forthespacetim e

coordinate.
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Thischoice yieldsthedam ping ratefortheoriginalgaugetheory,ifthetheory isinvariant

fordi�erentgauge constrains(withoutinvolving any average)when quantizing it.W ealso

providea m orefam iliarderivation ofEq.(2.11)based on thepropervertex W ard identities

in Appendix B whereEquation (B5)showsthatthe�dependencewediscussed aboveisthe

sam e � dependence asreported in reference [3].W e now exam ine again why an unphysical

infrared cuto� can also rem ovethis� dependence[5].Introducing a sm allm assterm m 2 to

cuto� the k integralforI(�;x)atthe infrared region,and using the usualcontourtrick to

do thek0 sum ,the�nitetem peraturepartofI(�;x)isexpressed as

I
(T)(�;x)= �

d

dm 2

( Z
d3k

(2�)3

n(
p
k2+m 2)

2
p
k2+m 2

h

e
ik�x��

p
k2+ m 2

+ e
ik�x+ �

p
k2+ m 2

� 2
i
)

; (2.32)

wheren(!)istheBosedistribution factor

n(!)�
1

e�! � 1
(2.33)

with �= 1=T.Doingtheanalyticcontinuation � ! it,we�nd thatastorjxjbecom eslarge,

the Riem ann-Lebesgue lem m a killstand jxj-dependentpartin I(T)(t;x). Hence the large

coordinate argum entbehaviordoes notobtain any � dependence butan overallconstant.

Thisshowswhy an unphysicalcuto� in reference[5]can rem ovethegauge-�xing param eter

dependence in thedam ping rate.

III.G A U G E-FIX IN G PA R A M ET ER D EP EN D EN C E IN T H ER M A L Q C D

Thegauge-�xingparam eterdependencewestudied forQED can alsobederived by using

W ard identities. Since to leading order in QCD,W ard identities are the sam e as that in

QED,we expect thatatthe leading order,we should be able to �nd sim ilar gauge-�xing

param eterdependence asoccursin QED.Thisisindeed the case. Since the derivation for

QED iscom pletely paralleltotheleadingorderderivation forQCD,itsu�cestojustprovide

thederivation forQCD attheleading order.
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A .ferm ionic dam ping rate

Let us consider the ferm ion propagators. To sim plify the notation,we shallsuppress

thecolorindicesoftheferm ion �elds.W eshallusetheW ard identitiesto derivetheresult

fortheQCD ferm ion propagatoranalogousto theresult(2.11).Taking thederivative with

respectto�which introducesan insertion ofthegauge-�xingterm in thefunctionalintegral,

weobtain

d

d�
G �(x;y)=

1

2�2

Z

dzh� (x) (y)[@A a(z)]
2
i; (3.1)

where  and A represent the ferm ion �eldsand the gauge �elds respectively and a isthe

colorindex in the adjointrepresentation. Using the equation ofm otion forthe ghost�eld,

theBRS transform ofthecorrelation function h� (x) (y)@A a(z)�ca(z)iproducestherelation

h� (x) (y)[@A a(z)]
2
i= ig�h� (x)

h

c
b(x)� c

b(y)
i

Tb
 (y)[@A a(z)]�ca(z)i; (3.2)

where Tb are the generators in the ferm ion representation and �cb(z) and cb(z) are the

Faddeev-Popov ghost�elds.Noting that

hc
b(x)A a(y)�ca(z)i= 0; (3.3)

wehave,attheleading order,

h� (x) (y)[@A a(z)]
2
i= � ig�h� (x)Tb

 (y)[@A a(z)]i
h

hc
b(x)�ca(z)i� hc

b(y)�ca(z)i
i

+ O (g4)

= � ig�h� (x)Ta
 (y)[@A a(z)]i[� gh(x� z)� � gh(y�z)]+ O (g4); (3.4)

wheretheghostpropagator� gh(x)isde�ned as

hc
a(x)�cb(y)i� �

ab� gh(x � y): (3.5)

Sim ilarly,theBRS transform ofh� (x)Ta (y)�ca(z)iyields

h� (x)Ta
 (y)[@A a(z)]i= �ig�h� (x)TaTa

 (y)i[� gh(x�z)� � gh(y�z)]+ O (g3)

= �ig�CF G �(x;y)[� gh(x� z)� � gh(y�z)]+ O (g3); (3.6)
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where CF isthe Casim irforthe ferm ion representation. Com bining results(3.4)and (3.6)

abovegives

d

d�
G �(x;y)’ �

1

2
g
2
CF

Z

dz [� gh(x� z)� � gh(y�z)]
2
G �(x;y)+ O (g4): (3.7)

Perturbatively,

� gh(x)= �(x)+ O (g 2): (3.8)

Therefore,to the leading order,the above di�erentialequation shows that the leading �

dependence oftheferm ion propagatorcan beexpressed as

G �(x;y)’ exp

(

�
�g2CF

2
I(x� y)

)

G f= 0(x;y): (3.9)

W e note here that a QED derivation m ay be obtained sim ply by ignoring allthe color

indices,changing Ta ! 1,g ! q,and setting allthe leading approxim ation to be exact.

For QCD,the leading8 gauge-�xing param eter dependence ofthe ferm ion propagator is

the sam e asthe exact� dependence ofa ferm ion propagatorin QED with e�ective charge

gC
1=2

F .Asdiscussed before,at�nitetem perature,ifweextractthedam pingrateofferm ionic

excitations from the ferm ion propagatorcalculated in a generalcovariant gauge,we shall

geta �-dependentdam ping rate.Thisisthe dependence reported in reference [3].W e can

either choose Landau gauge � = 0 or use an unphysicalinfrared cuto� to get rid ofthe

m odi�cation ofthelong tim ebehaviordueto taking theaverageovergaugeconditions.

B .Static electric screening length

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

order. Since the relevant energy scale is gT, it is convenient to use the dim ensionally

8Thisis also true after perform ing the Braaten-Pisarskiresum m ation since the resum ed proper

verticesand propagatorsstillsatisfy theQ ED-type W ard identities[1,21].
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reduced e�ective theory (so called EQCD) which involves only the static gauge �elds to

describe therm alQCD [22].To the orderwe areconcerned,we only need to study a three

dim ensionalEuclidean e�ective theory with Lagrangian

LEQ CD =
1

4
F
a
ijF

a
ij +

1

2
(D iA 0)

a(D iA 0)
a +

1

2
m

2
elA

a
0A

a
0 (3.10)

wherethecovariantderivativeD i isde�ned as

(D iA 0)
a = @iA

a
0 � igf

abc
A
b
iA

c
0 (3.11)

and m elistheleading orderDebyem asswith thevalue

m
2
el=

1

3

�

CA +
N f

2

�

g
2
T
2
: (3.12)

Here,CA is the Casim ir ofthe adjoint representation for the gauge group and N f is the

num ber offerm ion 
avors. Ofcourse,we shallstudy,for a generalcovariant gauge,the

gauge-�xing param eter�dependenceofthestaticpropagatorD ab(x;y)oftheA a
0 �elds.W e

have not explicitly included the gauge-�xing term nor the ghost �elds term . W e em ploy

the sam e stepsasin the lastsubsection forcalculating the gauge dependence ofa ferm ion

propagator. Allwe need to do is to change allthe ferm ion �elds into the A a
0 �elds and

replace the generatorsTa by the generatorsin the adjointrepresentation underwhich A a
0

transform s. Thus,the e�ective charge squared g2CF appearing in Eq.(3.9)ischanged to

g2CA.Afterthesereplacem ents,weobtain

D
ab
� (x;y)’ exp

(

�
�g2CA

8�
jx � yj

)

D
ab
f= 0(x;y): (3.13)

Perform ing the Fouriertransform givesagain a �-dependentsingularity in the propagator.

This dependence appears in the result9 found in references [4,5]where the � dependence

9There,a �-dependentterm �g2N m elT=(4�)contributesto theselfenergy which indicatesa cor-

rection �g2N T=(8�)to theleading screening m assm el.N isthenum berofcolors,orequivalently,

the Casim irofthe adjointrepresentation forSU(N)gauge group.

15



is rem oved by introducing an unphysicalcuto� atthe infrared region ofthe loop integral

involved in theselfenergy evaluation.

To avoid confusion,we like to add following com m ent. Itappearsthatin reference [4],

the Feynm an gauge choice,� = 1,coincides with the result obtained by introducing an

unphysicalinfrared cuto�.Thefreegaugeboson propagator

G(p)=
�ij � p̂ip̂j

p2
+ �

p̂ip̂j

p2
(3.14)

contains the com bination � � 1 as the coe�cient of p̂ ip̂j=p
2. At the one-loop order, it

can be shown explicitly [4]that the part in the gauge boson propagator proportionalto

p̂ip̂j=p
2 contributes to the selfenergy and causes a shift ofthe position ofthe pole ofA 0

propagator. Introducing a technicalinfrared cuto� rem oves this contribution to the pole

position ofthis propagator from the p̂ip̂j=p
2 part ofthe gauge boson propagator. This

can be m im icked by choosing � = 1. However, the transverse part ofthe gauge boson

propagator receives additionalradiative corrections while the pure longitudinalpart does

notasaconsequenceoftheW ard identity.Duetotheseradiativecorrections,thistransverse

piece becom eslesssingularatthe infrared region [4,20]and a physicalinfrared cuto� gets

induced.Consequently,itsp̂ip̂j piecedoesnotshifttheposition ofthepolein A 0 propagator.

On the otherhand,the longitudinalpartrem ainsthe sam e and doesshiftthe position of

poleexceptin Landau gaugewith �= 0.Thus,theLandau gaugechoiceproducesthesam e

resultasa naivechoiceofFeynm an gaugewherein addition theradiativecorrectionsto the

gauge boson propagatorare ignored. Fortheoriescontaining a topologicalm assterm ,the

gaugeboson propagatorhastheform

G(p)=
�ij � p̂ip̂j

p2 + m 2
topo

+
m topo�ijk pk

(p2 + m 2
topo)p

2
+ �

p̂ip̂j

p2
(3.15)

where m topo is the topologicalm ass. Here it is easy to see that the infrared behavior of

the longitudinalpart is di�erent from that ofthe transverse part. Choosing a vanishing

gauge-�xing param eteristhesam easputting an infrared cuto�.
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IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatin threeEuclidean dim ensionsorforfour-dim ensional

therm algauge �eld theories,the usualaveraging procedure forgetting a generalcovariant

gauge-�xing term m ay introduce gauge-�xing param eter dependent m odi�cations to the

large distance behavior of the gauge dependent correlation functions. The gauge-�xing

param eterdependentm odi�cation to thelargedistancebehaviorofthecorrelation function

isthe origin ofthe gauge dependence encountered in som e perturbative evaluationsofthe

dam ping rateand theDebyescreening length.Choosingavanishing gauge-�xing param eter

(Landau gauge)orintroducing an unphysicalinfrared cuto� enablesusto avoid thisgauge-

�xing param eterdependentm odi�cation atthelong distance introduced by averaging over

a class ofgauge conditions. Ifthe theory is gauge invariant in the way that it can be

quantized by using di�erentgaugeconstrains(withoutinvolving any average),wecan then

extractphysics from gauge variantpropagatorsevaluated in a generalcovariantgauge by

choosing a vanishing gauge-�xing param eter.
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A P P EN D IX A :EVA LU AT IO N O F I(X ) FO R T H ER M A L G A U G E T H EO RY

Fora com pacti�ed spacetim e,thespacetim e pointx isunderstood asx = (�;x).Using

thedim ensionalregularization toregulatetheultravioletdivergence,weevaluatetheintegral

I(x)de�ned by Eq.(2.16)as

I(�;x)= T
X

k0

Z
dd�1 k

(2�)d�1

1

(k2 + k20)
2
(1� e

ik0�+ ik�x)

= T
X

k06= 0

Z
dd�1 k

(2�)d�1

1

(k2 + k20)
2
� T

X

k06= 0

Z
d3k

(2�)3

eik0�+ ik�x

(k2 + k20)
2

+T

Z
dd�1 k

(2�)d�1

1

k4
(1� e

ik�x)+ O (d� 4)

= 2T
�(5�d

2
)

(4�)(d�1)=2
(2�T)d�5 �(5� d)� T

X

k06= 0

1

8�jk0j
e
ik0��jk 0jjxj+

Tjxj

8�
+ O (d� 4)

=
1

(4�)2
(4�T 2)d=2�2

�
2

4� d
+ 


�

+
1

(4�)2

h

ln(1� e
�2�Tjxj+ i2�T� )+ ln(1� e

�2�Tjxj�i2�T� )
i

+
Tjxj

8�
+ O (d� 4)

=
1

(4�)2
(4�T 2)d=2�2

�
2

4� d
+ 


�

+
1

(4�)2
ln
�

1+ e
�4�Tjxj

� 2cos(2�T�)e�2�Tjxj
�

+
Tjxj

8�
+ O (d� 4): (A1)

A P P EN D IX B :A LT ER N AT E D ER IVAT IO N B A SED O N T H E P R O P ER

V ERT IC ES W A R D ID EN T IT IES

Considertheferm ion selfenergydiagram sin QED.Theonlyplacewherethe�param eter

can enter is in the longitudinalpart ofthe photon propagator �k�k�=k
4. Therefore,the

derivativeoftheselfenergy �(p)with respectto � is

d

d�
�(p)= q

2

Z

(dk)
k�k�

k4
��(k;p;p+ k)G(p+ k)��(�k;p+ k;p)

+
q2

2

Z

(dk)
k�k�

k4
���(k;�k;p;p); (B1)

where��(k;p;p+ k)and ���(k;k
0;p;p+ k+ k0)aretheproperphoton-ferm ion three-point

and four-pointverticesrespectively.Forthepropervertices,ourconvention isthatthelast
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two m om entum argum entsarethem om entum offerm ion legswhilethek and k0denotethe

photon m om enta.W ard identities[1,21]give

k���(k;p;p+ k)= G
�1 (p+ k)� G

�1 (p)

k�k����(k;�k;p;p)= G
�1 (p+ k)+ G

�1 (p� k)� 2G �1 (p): (B2)

Inserting theseidentitiesinto Eq.(B1)produces10

d

d�
�(p)= �q

2
G
�1 (p)

Z

(dk)
1

k4

h

G(p+ k)G �1 (p)� 1
i

(B3)

SinceG(p)G �1 (p)= 1,taking thederivativewith respective to � yields

d

d�
�(p)=

d

d�
G
�1 (p)= �G

�1 (p)
d

d�
G(p)G �1 (p): (B4)

Com bining thetwo equationsabove,weobtain

d

d�
G(p)= q

2

Z

(dk)
1

k4
[G(p+ k)� G(p)]; (B5)

which can bewritten in coordinatespaceas

d

d�
G(x)= q

2

Z

(dk)
1

k4
(eikx � 1)G(x): (B6)

Itisstraightforward to solvethedi�erentialequation aboveto get

G �(x)= exp

�

��q
2

Z

(dk)
1

k4
(1� e

ikx)

�

G �= 0(x): (B7)

Thisistheresult(2.11)derived by functionalm ethodsin them ain text.

10This equation agrees with the equations appearing in references [3,5]where the gauge-�xing

param eterdependencewasexam ined.
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