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Abstract

W e sum m arize several basic features conceming canonical equal tim e quan-—
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I. NTRODUCTION

A xial type gauges, characterized by the hom ogenecous n A = 0 or inhom ogeneous
nA = conditions, n being a xed constant vector and a free eld, have been con—
sidered long tin e ago, In particular snce the beginning of perturbative QCD calculations
L.

They are often called \physical" or \unitary" gauges, although this isnot com pletely true,
as it w illappear In the sequel. C ertainly, they tradem anifest Lorentz covariance in favour of
the absence of unphysical degrees of freedom , at kast in the hom ogeneous case R]. Forthis
reason they are particularly suitable in perturbative calculations: planar diagram s dom nate
In desp{nelastic scattering and are endowed w ith a transparent partonic interpretation.

In supersym m etric theories, the light{cone gauge M? = 0) enpys the property ofhaving
equalnum ber of \transverse" independent elds and of \physical" excitations. F initeness of
SUSY N = 4 can thereby m ost naturally be proven {].

A further sin pli cation occurs ow Ing to the decoupling of the Faddeev{P opov detem i-
nant, at least for trivial topological con gurations.

Stillone hasto bear In m Ind that they are \singular" gauges: delicate prescriptions are in
order when handling Feynm an propagators in perturbative calculations. Even m ore delicate
is the issue conceming the possbility of reqularizing and eventually renom alizing G reen’s
functions.

This is the m ain topic discussed in the sequel: we shall use dim ensional regularization
throughout. The goal of bringing algebraic non covariant gauges to a level of accuracy
com parable to the one cbtained in the m ore fam iliar Feynm an gauge has been achieved ]
and isnow a m atter for textbooks.

Lorentz covariance is recovered In these gauges by the combined use of the D irac for-
mulation of constrained system s together w th a weak condition, when necessary, to singlke

the \physical" H ibert space out of an inde nite m etric Fock space. Lorentz covariance is

achieved once all observable quantities possess correct transfomm ation properties under the



Poicare algebra, possbly restricted to the \physical' subspace. This is exactly what the
equivalence principle requires and hasbeen carefully discussed in ref. 1.

Two gauge choices showed up to be viabl so far, although on a quite di erent status:
the spacelike planargaugen A = ;n? < 0 and the light{cone gaugen A = 0;n? = 0.
They share the follow ng form of the free Feynm an propagator

D (k)—il[ +M] 1)
T xzyiz - ¢ nk :

The quantity (hk) ! needsa prescription in orderto represent a wellde ned distrioution.
W e shall rstbrie y comm ent the spacelke case and then focus our attention on the light{

oone gauge.

II.THE SPACELIKE OPTION

W hen n? < 0, one can choose n = (0;0;0;1) without loss of generality. Then the
singularity (nk) ® doesnot interfere w ith the causalFeynm an poles at k? = 0; in particular

the Integration contour can be W ick rotated w ithout extra tem s.

C anonical quantization suggests the C auchy principal valie P) or (k) ! i this case

@l
The eld hasthewrong sign in its quantum algebra, nam ely it behaves like a \ghost".
N evertheless, being a free eld, it can be consistently excluded from the \physical" H ibert

space by m eans of the weak condition

)j phys >= 0.
However am biguities arise in higher orders: the only m athem atically sound way to in-—
terpret (nk) 2 is in the distrdoution sense

(nk) * 4, (ir @)
dink) nk'’

which spoils positivity; as a consequence consistency w ith unitarity is not granted. The
algebraic splitting form ula

P (i)P (#)— i[P (i)+
nk nfp k) np nk



1
+ P (m)] 3)

does not hold . A s am atter of fact of fact the PoincareB ertrand temm

> (k) @Op) )

should be added, which has always been disregarded in practical calculations. In order
to justify this procedure, Joop integrals require the use of peculiar functional spaces B esov
goaces) as well as delicate considerations conceming the adiabatic sw itching of the inter—
action. This has been discussed at kength in [§], where exponentiation of the W ilson loop
up to the order g* has been proven as a test of gauge invariance. However, beyond this
perturbative order, there is no guarantee of consistency; the renom alization proposed In []
has thereby to be regarded only In a form al sense.

Fially the linit n? ! 0 tums out to be singular and generally out of control when

setting up renomm alization.

ITTI.THE LIGHT{CONE CHOICE

Forallthe previous reasons it isworth considering the light{cone gaugenA = 0;n?= 0,
to be in posad in a strong sense, ie. by m eansofa Lagrangem ultiplier . It is not restrictive
to choosen = Pl—z (1;0;0;1). One easily recovers the expression @.‘) for the free Feynm an
propagator, but now the shgularity at nk = 0 can interfere w ith the Feynm an pols at
k*= 0.

If P {prescription (or a sharp infrared cuto ) is adopted in analogy w ith the spacelke
case, causality (@nd thersby analyticity) isviolated. A sam atter of fact the C auchy principal
value distribution is always the sum of a causalpol and of an anti{causalone. The latter
produces an extra unwanted temm under W ick rotation through a pinch of the Integration
contour.

P ow er counting controlof super cially divergent Feynm an diagram s is lost together w ith

all standard theoram s W einberg { BPH Z) which stand at the very basis of renom alization



(1.

A m ign atch occurs between ultraviolt and collinear singularities; renom alization con-—
stants tum out to be m om entum dependent. In these conditions, although correct results
for higher order contributions in particular instances cannot be excluded a pror if clever
recipes are followed, they are not supported by any sound general procedure.

E qual tin e canonical quantization induces a causalbehaviour on the singularity nk = 0

Bl

1 1
ko ks ko ks+ 12 sign (ko + k3)
Ko + ks

= = 5
ki ki+ 12 ©)

which, In tum, allows a W ick rotation w ithout extra tem s.
The rst form ofeq.(5) was heuristically proposed by M andelstam f], the second one by
Lebbrandt [1@]] M L prescription).
T he free propagator now possesses two absorptive parts {11]
disD k)=2 () &)
n k +n k 2nk
k2 nn

2nkn k + n k
nn k2

[ g+

bt x2)

wheret = = (1;0;0; 1) .

The sscond contrdbution has the w rong sign, nam ely it is of a \ghost" type. W e stress
that it is not an optional choice, it is an unavoidable consequence of equal tin e canoni-
cal quantization. Its presence naturally protects the collinear behaviour (k, = 0) of the
propagator.

N egative nom statesoccur in the perturbative Fock space; how ever they are consistently
expunged from the \physical" H ibert space by inposing G auss’ law In a \weak" sense [B].
In this H ibert space unitarity is autom atically restored.

T he possbility of a W ick rotation w ithout extra tem s leads to power counting control

of super cially divergent graphs. Standard theoram s are recovered, provided two ssparate



countings are perform ed w ith respect to a dilatation of allm om entum com ponents and of
only \transverse" ones. C onvergence requires both indices to be negative.

U kraviokt and infrared singularities becom e fully disentangled: G reen finctions in eu—
clidean regions ofm om enta exhbi only ulraviolt singularities which appear as pols at
D = 4,D behg the number of dim ensions.

O ne particle irreducible vertices tum out to have polkes at D = 4 wih residues which
som etim es Involve non polynom ialities with regpect to \extemal" m om enta of the type
(p) *.Non local counterterm s are thereby required, although of a very specialkind [2].

A fter a careful study of all possible tensorial structures, after m posing W ard identities,
which are sin ple in light{cone gauge, and further technical conditions needed to m atch w ith
the spacelke case, in ref. 12] i hasbeen shown that there is only one non localacceptable

structure

,nF n

P ; (7

= (D)

F  being the usual eld tensor and D the covarant derivative acting on the adjpint
representation; (D ) ! is to be understood in a perturbative sense, w ith causal boundary
condiions.

is a covarant quantity w ith m ass din ension equal to uniy. It gives rise to the coun-

terterm In the e ective action
= n DF g i ®)

w here one recognizes the classical equation of m otion, as expected on general grounds
o3
T he canonical transform ation

A9=z"pn @ zZ,Ym )

0) _ 1=2

Q=23 ;i

0=z, ©)



relatesbare and renom alized eldsthrough the appearance of four renom alization con—
stants. Only two ofthem (Z,;Z3) are however iIndependent, as it w ill be explained In the
sequel.

A 11 G reen functions have been explicitly com puted at one loop, In particular the renor-
m alization constants at O (g°) R]. Resuls at two loop kvel have also been obtained. The
correct exponentiation ofa W ilson Joop w ith Jight{like sides hasbeen checked O (g*) together
with a calculation of the related anom alous din ensions at the sam e order {[4].

O ne should alsom ention an Interesting result conoceming com posite operators: it hasbeen
shown at any order in the loop expansion [[5] that gauge invariant com posite cperators in
light{ocone gauge m ix under renom alization only am ong them sslves, at variance w ith their

behaviour In covariant gauges [16].

IV.THE TWO{COMPONENT FORMULATION

W e would lke to discuss a \two com ponent” form ulation which m ay be usefiil in partic—

ular instances. Let's start from the G reen flinction generating functional

Z R
Wog; 1= dRB ;o o kb EEBrRel (10)
where
1
L = ZFF + nA+ @D m) ;
L,=JA + + 11)

J and areextemalsources, a Lagrangem ultiplierenforcingthe condition nA = A =
0; colour Indices are understood. Let us also ntroduce the pro fction operators
2323
P, =——P =ﬁ;P++P = 1: 12)

In lIight{cone gauge W isgaussian w ith respect to the variablesA, and

=P ,;’'=P, ; ="+ : @3)



Sin ilarly we de ne

=P, ;, =P

Then, ntegrating over A, and ,weget

Z

i ite
W =exp[§ gte gt + = ydx]
Z R *
dap ;' ;’ ]ei (Ineff+me+ﬁs)d4X;
where
Leff= -F F +@+A @A +
+ i @, K24 = i D
|+@
m)—>"G D m);
@Q @
1i*a@
Lpoy= K@+ = 4@ D
2 @@
1 G
m) +—-"@@ D m)l i
2 @ @
To=JA + 7+
In egs.fl6) = 1;2 and

K=@'Denr +g 'T’L

(14)

15)

16)

)]

M oreover @ ! and @, Q@ ) ! have always to be understood w ith causalboundary condi-

tions.

Only \transvers=" elds, A and ’, appear in egq.{15); the dependent eds A, and

as dependent quantities at any order in the loop expansion.

The BI) read

can be expressed In tem sof A and ’ , although in a non localway. Their G reen functions
can also be expressed by m eans of \bridge dentities" BI) [11] in tem s of the independent

\transverse" ones: in particular the renom alization constants 7, and 7’3 can be cbtained



@ =J"+D —R +
i Jt iJ idJ
+g.— +T.—I
i i
20 —=1i" + 4"
i
i D ml—
i [lJ] ]l ;
2@ I—Zi ++—
i i
iD [— mli®
i [iJ] no;

18)

where the operators are supposed to act on W of eq.{15). These identities hold to any
order in perturbation theory and usually m ix tem s w ith di erent powers of the coupling
constant g.

If only transverse G reen functions are sought, one can set J* and equalto zero in
eq.(13).

In the \two com ponent” form ulation new vertices appear w ith non polynom ial character
and com plicate topology, already at the tree level. They bear no sinpl rlation wih
the vertices of the \four com ponent" formulation. They are rem iniscent of the vertices
occurring in light{cone ham iltonian theory [1§]. However the M L prescription prevents
from Integrating rstoverthe (+){m om entum com ponents; a transition to the old{fashioned
perturbation theory is thersby inm possible, unless peculiar subtractions are perform ed \step {
by {step" {L7].

Renom alization cannot be directly proven In the \two com ponent" form ulation, because
the basic theorem sdo not apply. H owever, from the transform ation {9) , one can easily obtain

Z R
WP )= dR R SRy 9)

where

Z
Lp= fF F + Z:@,A @ A +



Z
+izZ," te,’ ?3(@ D @ A +

Zo, 2, L2 .
14 TI D
+g—23 )] +—2[’(1 m)
l@+ §+ @ D m)I: ©0)

\U nphysical" renom alization constants Z, and Z’;s no longer occur, nor the non local
quantity . They areburied In the non localstructureswhich are produced when developing

perturbation theory starting from the finctional {19).

V.THE ALTARELLI{PARISIDENSITIES

One loop A tarelli{fParisi AP ) solitting functions have been correctly recovered In this
causallight{cone form ulation {[9]; thebasic new feature isthe appearance ofthewell{de ned
1 x),! distrbution already in the \real" contrbutions.

Let usbrie y review this derivation.

K inem atics can be usefully param etrized as

p p
= 4+ —=:0:P = ).
p (P 4P rxrus 4P )I
k—(P+k2+k?2k P k2+k?2) (21)
B 4 p "7 4p "'
and
np np P P
n =(—;0; —)»; A = (—;0;—): @2)
2P 2P np np

Here represents the fraction of the (large) longitudinal com ponent P of the incom Ing
quark mom entum p (smallp? < 0), carried by k.
The AP density is the coe cient ofthe tem log j %—; J In the propagation kemel , when
p° ! 0, Q2 being the (large) virtuality of the exteral current up to which the vector k
has to be Integrated. To the \real" part of the kemelK © we associate the quantity P0]
2 z

Q d*k
@) ;'_ = 2
Ko Wil 3=9da

10



1 nk) 1 T i " K]
xnp  (k?)? “dnk F

discD © Kk)J; @3)

the discontinuity being the one of eq.(§). The spin trace is self{explanatory but the
factor % , which is introduced to profct the \ladingJdog" contribution; ¢ is the usual
colour factor. W e can safely work In four dim ensions, as no ultraviolet UV ) singularities
occur since we are evaluating an absorptive part and no infrared (IR) singularities either,

as Iong asp? < 0, thanks to the M L prescription. A straightforward calculation gives

Z
dK?)

Fo 0 07 dk It K2
2 2z dk)m @ o)
8 v Jk7 ] k3 Jk* 3
k2
gki ) @ xna (24)
Jk* J

the second addendum arising from the pressnce of the ghost. Both contributions are

singular at x = 1, but they nicely combine; we have indeed

I Q2
K(a)= . . l +
a g 2 Jogj—p2 @ x+ /)
7 #
1 dy
2 1 x) — @5)
o1l vy
nam ely the wellde ned distrdbution
egtes Q? 2
K @ = : T 1 + — = 7. 26
Y o)

W e notice that the IR shgularity at x = 1 is fully reqularized by the ghost, already in
the diagram describing the \real" contribution.
The one{loop s=lffenergy, reqularized n D = 2w din ensions, has been discussed at

length In ref. 12]. Tt has the expression ( is here the renom alization scale)
o= & Pu: P
16 2 4 2 sin( w)

11



Cw 2) nA @Qw  2)

a w)+z+ °2)1 : @7)

It exhibits the nice feature of having no IR sihgularities as Iong as p? < 0, at variance
w ith expressions obtained in previous treatm ents, In which P -prescription was adopted.
From eq.@27) one easily realizes that the one loop radiative correction at the pole P°=0

of the farm jon propagator renom alized In the m inin al subtraction schem e is

ls gfe? o

g 28)

sk =

where ft: refers to tetm swhich are nite in the Im it p? ! 0.
This result, together w ith eq.6), nally gives

_gs . .F

Kq(x;pz) 8210gj—sz_+x

2

3
T 5 O W fe 29)

and one recognizes the avour non singlet AP density

q — SCF 2
Py (%) > [ X+ T =,
3 & 1+ x?
- 1 ; 30
+ > T x)] 5 (l o 30)

with = g°=4
W e notice that, were we Interested in com puting branching probabilities, both the ghost

and the virtual radiative corrections at the fem ion polk should be om itted, and the IR

sihqgularity at x = 1 would be fully exposed

N

1+ x?

Should we instead be interested in Sudakov form factor, the gluon radiation (out not the

ghost one!) should be Inhibited in the absorptive part and the usual result would be easily
recovered.

12



O neJoop uniariy sum rules relate real r X) and virtual v (x) contrutions, as is well
known P1]. In our approach both quantities are separately well de ned, as anytine a
gluon is summ ed over, the ghost is standing by it [I1], to protect its IR behaviour w ith the
approprate m easure.

A samatter of fact, n the avour non-singlkt cass, we have

Z 1

1
Ve (x) = 5 @ X)Ody[rfll(y)Jr g )=
Z
- =% 0 ox) dy(1 v+
4 0 |
+ 2 I+ [ 2+ y+ —1 =
a v 'L
_BSCF a ); (32)
= 2 X);
and thersby
PIR) = i ®) + vj &); (33)

asexpected. W e stressthatvg () ispositive, at variance w ith previous treatm ents, ow ing
to the ghost contribution. In tum the real contribution is negative due to its \overshielding".
In spite of those paradoxical behaviours, they nicely com bine to give the correct answer for
any quantity of physical Interest.

Now we repeat the calculation for the glion {glion case.

W e Introduce the vectors

n k

@) _ + .
e’ (k) g nk]’

= 1;2: (34)
T hese vectors en py the property ofbeing orthogonaltobothn and k . W e have indeed

ne'’l=%kxe=0: (35)

2

2 _ = _K
W hen k —O,nk—zﬁ—

~— and e'’ becom e the two (physical) polarization vectors.

If we are Interested In structure function, the vector g = p k ison{shellaswe are

com puting Just an absorptive part, the vector p is slightly o —shell and the vector k is

13



sacelke. As cannot vanish in the kinem atical region of interest, the prescription in eq.(5)

is irrelevant both for the vectorse!? () and e!’ (k) . One can also show that

eV ke k)= d kd k)=

(36)

Then we de ne the tensor

h
e pre') k)v ; 37)

\Y% being the trple gluon vertex (We have here averaged over initial polarizations).

The usualde nition of the gluon{gluon kemel entails the quantity

Z 4

d*k nk

K ® =1 1 —
o = T 27 xmp

T
apdiscD X (38)

G being the relevant colour factor.

A Ilengthy but straightforward calculation gives forx > 0

@) _
Kg =

1 x x
+
x 1 x ol vy

2 h
gZCAJoqu—j x1 x)+

4 2 1°4

X 1 i
1+ —— (39)
X 1 x)s

+

+

T he ghost is responsbl for the tem w ith the {function. A gain both contributions are
singular at x = 1, but the IR singularity at x = 1 is exactly reqularized already in this real
kemel.

The one loop expression of the self{energy tensor has been com plktely evaluated R2].

Tt will not be reported here. W e give instead the one loop radiative corrections to the

14



transverse com ponents of the vector propagator for pure Yang{M ills theory, renom alized

in the m Inin al subtraction schem e

ig Faull 4 °

R _ .
DR = = 5 gl p2)+f:t. (40)

where ft. refer again to tem s which are nite in the lim it p? ! O.
C ollecting the one{loop virtual radiative corrections at the glion pole w ith the expression

G9) weget orx > 0

g c 4 2 1 x

Kg= S5 Tg )k 0+

1+ ; + E 1 )1+ £k 41)
1 x), 12 ®

leading to the corresponding well known AP density

22 lX+(X)+
2CAX 1 x'7

9 —
Py =

1
+ x(1 x) It 1 x): 42)

To #2) one should add the quark contrioution we have disregarded in 40), giving the
extra tem  =np (1 x) @y belhgthe avour number); it does not entail any di erence
w ith respect to previous treatm ents. Again, when com puting the probability density for
real gluon am ission, ghost contridbution and virtual corrections should be om itted, thersby
recovering full symm etry under the exchangex $ 1  x :

F inally, in the gluon case we can check again the uniariy sum rule
1 21
Ve ®) = 5 4 ox dy g (v) + 2r5 (v)]1=
2,
a x)o dy & @ y) 2+

1 1 ng _, 5
+ — 4+ — 1+ —F+ @ =
T v y+] 2 v 0y
. 11 1
=5 @ wfa el 43)

A s a concluding ram ark, we hope that the successfiil calculation we have jist reported

m ay encourage peopl to apply the procedure we have described above, In a systam atic way

to higher order calculations.
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