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A B ST R A C T

A sim ple and testable necessary condition for the gauge independence ofthe Pinch

Technique self-energies at two loops is discussed. It is then shown that,in the case of

theZ and W self-energies,thecondition isindeed satis�ed by thePapavassiliou-Pilaftsis

form ulation.
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The Pinch Technique (PT) is a convenient algorithm that autom atically rearranges

S-m atrix elem entsofgauge theoriesinto m odi�ed,gauge-independentself-energies,ver-

tex,and box diagram s. In turn,the new corrections exhibit very desirable theoretical

properties.Forthesereasons,thePT hasbeen frequently em ployed in recentdiscussions

ofQCD and Electroweak Physics [1]. A tem porary drawback is thatthe approach has

been fully developed only attheone-loop level.Very recently,however,Papavassiliou and

Pilaftsis(P-P)proposed a m ethod to constructPT selfenergiesathigherorders[2].

Calling b� and � thePT and R � transverseself-energies,respectively,and focusing on

theZ case,onehas

b�
Z Z
(s)= � Z Z(s)+ (� Z Z(s))P ; (1)

wherethe\pinch part" (� Z Z(s))P hasthestructure

(� Z Z(s))P = c1(s� M
2

0
)V P (s)+ c2(s� M

2

0
)2B P (s)� R

Z Z(s): (2)

In Eq.(2) the bare m ass M 0 is assum ed to be de�ned in a gauge invariant m anner,

tadpolecontributionsareincluded in � Z Z(s),V P (s)and B P (s)arethepinch partsfrom

vertex and box diagram s,respectively,and R Z Z(s)isa residualam plitude ofO (g4)pro-

posed in Ref.[2]. It is discussed in detaillater on at the O (g4) level. Because ofthe

lim ited knowledgecurrently availableconcerningm ulti-loop am plitudesin gaugetheories,

a generalproofthat b�
Z Z
(s)isgaugeinvariantin higherordersisnotpresently available.

One ofthe aim softhisreportisto note thatby judiciously restricting the dom ain ofs

to liein theneighborhood of�s,thecom plex-valued position ofthepropagator’spole,one

can obtain an expression forwhich thegaugeindependence can betested on thebasisof

currentknowledge. Speci�cally,we considerthe neighborhood js� �sj� O (g2j�sj),which

roughly includes the resonance region. Recalling that �s� M 2

0
= O (g2),through O (g4)

Eqs.(1,2)becom e

b�
Z Z
(s)= � Z Z

1
(s)+ c1(s� M

2

0
)V P

1
(s)+ � Z Z

2
(�s)� R

Z Z
2
(�s)+ O (g6); (3)

where the indices i= 1;2 denote O (g2) and O (g4) contributions. Through O (g4) the

�rsttwo term sin ther.h.s.ofEq.(3)equaltheone-loop PT self-energy b�
Z Z

1
(s),which is

1



��independent.Itsexplicitexpression [3]is:

b�
Z Z

1
(s)= � Z Z

1
(s)j�i= 1 � 4g2c2w(s� M

2

0
)IW W (s); (4)

wherec2w isan abbreviation forcos�2w,�i (i= W ;Z;
)aretheR � gaugeparam etersand

Iij(q
2)= i�

4� n
Z

dnk

(2�)n

1

(k2 � M 2

i)
h

(k+ q)2 � M 2

j

i : (5)

On the other hand, � Z Z
2
(�s) in Eq.(4) is expected to be gauge dependent. Although

thisam plitude isnotfully known,itsgauge-dependentpartcan be isolated by a sim ple

argum ent.Recalling thatthepoleposition �s= M 2

0
+ � Z Z(�s)+ [� 
Z (�s)]2=[�s� � 

(�s)]is

gaugeinvariant,through O (g4)wehave

� Z Z
2
(�s)= �s� M

2

0
� b�

Z Z

1
(�s)+ c1(�s� M

2

0
)V P

1
(�s)� [�


Z

1
(�s)]2=�s ; (6)

where b�
Z Z

1
(�s)isde�nedinEq.(4).Theam plitudec1V

P
1
(s)canbegleanedfrom Eqs.(12b,16d)

ofRef.[3]:

c1V
P
1
(s)= �4g2c2w [IW W (s)+ (�W � 1)�W (s)=2]; (7)

where�W (s)isa�i-dependentfunction de�ned in Eqs.(2-6)ofRef.[4].Recalling �s� M
2

0
=

� Z Z
1
(�s)j�i= 1 + O (g4),wehave

c1(�s� M
2

0
)V P

1
(�s)= �4g2c2w�

Z Z
1
(�s)j�i= 1[IW W (�s)+ (�W � 1)�W (�s)=2]: (8)

On theotherhand,using Eq.(8)ofRef.[4],one�ndsforgeneral�i
h

�

Z

1
(�s)

i
2

�s
=

h

�

Z

1
(�s)j�i= 1 + g

2
swcw(�W � 1)�s�W (�s)

i
2

=�s+ O (g6)

= [�

Z

1
(�s)j�i= 1]

2
=�s+ 2g2swcw(�W � 1)�W (�s)�


Z

1
(�s)j�i= 1

+g4s2wc
2

w(�W � 1)2�s�2W (�s)+ O (g6): (9)

Com bining Eqs.(6,8,9)weobtain

� Z Z
2
(�s) = � Z Z

2
(�s)j�i= 1 � 2g2(�W � 1)�W (�s)

h

c
2

w�
Z Z
1
(�s)j�i= 1 + cwsw�


Z

1
(�s)j�i= 1

i

�g4s2wc
2

w(�W � 1)2�s�2W (�s): (10)

Theterm sproportionalto �W � 1 and (�W � 1)2 in Eq.(10)representthe�i-dependent

partsof� Z Z
2
(�s). Itfollows that,ifthe residualcontributions R Z Z

2
(�s) are notincluded,
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Eq.(3)isgauge-dependentin O (g4).NextweevaluateR Z Z
2
(�s).FollowingtheP-P m ethod

[2],R 2 isthecontribution thatm ustbeadded to thechain ofR � transverseone-loop self-

energiesand corresponding pinch parts(Fig.1(b-d)),in orderto convertitinto thechain

ofone-loop PT transverse self-energies(Fig.1a). The explicitconstruction ofR Z Z
2
(�s)in

the�i= 1 gaugeshasbeen given in Ref.[5].W em ustnow generalize thisprocedure to a

generalgauge.Thechain ofone-loop PT self-energiesisby de�nition ��independentand

givesa contribution proportionalto

h

� Z Z
1
(s)j�i= 1 � (s� M

2

0
)4g2c2wIW W

i
2

=(s�M 2

0
)+

h

�

Z

1
(s)j�i= 1 � (2s� M

2

0
)2g2swcwIW W

i
2

=s;

(11)

where we have em ployed Eqs.(16d,16b)ofRef.[3]. On the otherhand,using the results

ofRefs.[3],[4]and neglecting O (g6),one �ndsthatfors= �s and general�i the chain of

R � one-loop self-energiesand pinch partscontributes

h

� Z Z
1
(�s)j�i= 1 + (�s� M 2

0
)2g2c2w(�W � 1)�W (�s)

i
2

=(�s� M 2

0
)

+
h

�

Z

1
(s)j�i= 1 + �sg2swcw(�W � 1)�W (�s)

i
2

=�s

�4g2c2w�
Z Z
1
(�s)j�i= 1[IW W (�s)+ (�W � 1)�W (�s)=2] : (12)

The two �rst term s arise from the self-energy contributions in a generalR � gauge [4]

through O (g4),while the third involvesthe contribution ofself-energiesand pinch parts

(Fig.1(b-d))in thesam eapproxim ation.Setting s= �s= M 2

0
+ � Z Z

1
(�s)+ :::in Eqs.(11,12)

and subtracting thetwo expressionsweobtain

R
Z Z
2
(�s)= �4g2

h

c2w�
Z Z
1
(�s)+ swcw�


Z

1
(�s)

i

j�i= 1[IW W (�s)+ (�W � 1)�W (�s)=2]

+g4s2wc
2

w �s[4I
2

W W (�s)� (�W � 1)2�2W (�s)]+ O (g6): (13)

Com paring Eq.(10)with Eq.(13)we see thatthe �W �dependentcontributionscancelin

the com bination � Z Z
2
(�s)� R Z Z

2
(�s). Thus,Eq.(3) is indeed gauge-independent through

O (g4)ifR Z Z
2
(�s)isevaluated according totheP-P m ethod.In theneighborhood js� �sj�

O (g2j�sj),Eq.(3)becom es

b�
Z Z
(s)= � Z Z

1
(s)j�i= 1 + � Z Z

2
(�s)j�i= 1 � 4g2c2w(s� �s)IW W (�s)

+4g2swcw�

Z

1
(�s)j�i= 1IW W (�s)� 4g4s2wc

2

w �sI
2

W W (�s)+ O (g6): (14)
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Fors= �s,Eq.(14)reducesto Eq.(3.16)ofRef.[5].Using Eq.(14)one�ndsthatin thePT

approach thedenom inatorin theZ propagatorcan bewritten as

s� M
2

0
� b�

Z Z
(s)� [b�


Z
(s)]2=s= (s� �s)

"

1�
d

ds

b�
Z Z

1
(s)js= �s

#

+ O (g6); (15)

whereitisunderstood thatjs� �sj� O (g2j�sj).In orderto deriveEq.(15),itisconvenient

to add and subtract �s in the l.h.s.,em ploy �s� M 2

0
= � Z Z(�s)+ (� 
Z (�s))2=�s + ... ,

and recallthe expression for b�

Z

given in Eq.(16b) ofRef[3]. Eq.(15) explicitly shows

two im portantproperties:1)asitinvolvesthe PT self-energy b�
Z Z

1
(s),itism anifestedly

�i�independent 2)the zero ofEq.(15)occursats = �s,so thatthe pole position isnot

displaced.FortheZ case,thelatterproperty wasalready derived in the particularcase

ofthe�i= 1 gauges[5].Asexplained in Refs.[5],[6],using thescaling approxim ation for

Im b�
Z Z

1
(s)one can transform Eq.(15)into the characteristic s�dependentBreit-W igner

resonanceem ployed in theLEP analysis,sothattheconnection with theLEP observables

becom esexplicit.

Onecan readily carry outthesam eanalysisfortheW self-energy .In thiscasethere

arenom ixingcom plicationsbuttheR � gaugedependenceisgoverned bythreeparam eters

�i (i= W ;Z;
).One�nds

� W W
2

(�s)= � W W
2

(�s)j�i= 1 � g
2� W W

1
(�s)j�i= 1F(�i;�s)+ O (g6); (16)

F(�i;�s)= c
2

w[(�W � 1)�W Z(�s)+ (W $ Z)]+ s
2

w[(�W � 1)�W 
(�s)+ (W $ 
)]; (17)

where (i$ j)isobtained from thepreceding term by interchanging the indicesin (�i�

1)�ij(�s). The gauge dependence iscontained in F(�i;�s). Following the P-P m ethod we

obtain

R
W W
2

(�s)= �4g2� W W
1

(�s)j�i= 1

h

c
2

wIZ W (�s)+ s
2

wI
W (�s)
i

� g
2� W W

1
(�s)j�i= 1F(�i;�s): (18)

Again � W W
2

(�s)� R W W
2

(�s)is�i�independentand in theintervaljs� �sj� O (g2j�sj)we�nd

b�
W W

(s)= � W W
1

(s)j�i= 1+ �
W W
2

(�s)j�i= 1� 4g
2(s� �s)

h

c
2

wIZ W (�s)+ s
2

wI
W (�s)
i

+ O (g6):(19)

Alternatively, the �i�independence of b�
W W

2
(�s) can be derived by directly evaluating

b�
W W

1
(�s)+ b�

W W

2
(�s)� � W W

1
(�s)� � W W

2
(�s) in a general�i gauge [2]. Using Eq.(19) the
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propagator’sdenom inatorbecom es

s� (M W
0
)2 � b�

W W
(s)= (s� �s)

"

1�
d

ds

b�
W W

1
(s)js= �s

#

+ O (g6); (20)

in analogy with theZ case.

In sum m ary,by restrictingstotheneighborhood js� �sj� O (g2j�sj)ofthepropagator’s

poleonecantestthegaugedependenceoftheZZ andW W self-energiesthroughO (g4).In

both caseswe�nd thattheP-P m ethod leadsto gaugeindependentam plitudes.Because

ofourrestrictiontotheresonanceregion,andourneglectofO (g6)term s,thistestam ounts

to a necessary ratherthan a su�cientcondition. On the otherhand,itisim portantto

em phasizethatthisdom ain isofspecialphysicalsigni�cance.

Thiswork wassupported in partby theNationalScienceFoundation undergrantNo.

PHY-9313781.

Figure C aption

Chain ofone-loop transverse PT self-energies through O (g4) and a class ofrelated

pinch parts.
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