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A bstract

TheQED renom alization is restudied by using am ass-dependent
subtraction which is perform ed at a tin e-lke renom alization point.
T he subtraction exactly respects necessary physicaland m athem atical
requirem ents such asthe gauge sym m etry, the Lorentz—invariance and
the m athem atical convergence. T herefore, the renom alized results
derived in the subtraction schem e are faithfiilland have no am biguisy.
E specially, it is proved that the solution of the renom alization group
equation satis ed by a renom alized w ave function, propagator or ver—
tex can be xed by applying the renom alization boundary condition
and, thus, an exact S-m atrix elem ent can be expressed in the form as
w ritten In the tree diagram approxin ation provided that the coupling
constant and the ferm ion m ass are replaced by theire ective ones. In
the oneloop approxin ation, the e ective coupling constant and the
e ective ferm ion m ass obtained by solving their renom alization group
equations are given in rigorous and exp licit expressionsw hich are sui-
able In the whole range of distance and exhibit physically reasonable
asym ptotic behaviors.
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1 .Introduction

In the renom alization of quantum  eld theories, to extract nite physi-
calresults from higher order perturbative calculations, a certain subtraction
schem e is necessary to be used so as to ram ove the divergences occurring in
the calculations. T here are various subtraction schem es in the literature, such
as the m inin al subtraction M S)*, them odi ed m nin al subtraction ™ S)
2, them om entum space subtraction M OM )3, the on-m assshell subtraction
©8S) %7, the o -mass shell subtraction OM Sf and etc.. However, there
exists a serious am biguity problem 37 that di erent subtraction schem es in
generalgive di erent physical predictions, con icting the fact that the phys-
ical observables are Independent of the subtraction schem es. O rdharly, it
is argued that the ambiguiy appears only In nite order perturbative cal-
culations, whik the exact resul given by the whole perturbation series is
schem e- independent. Though only a nite order perturoative calculation is
able to be done in practice, one still expects to get unam biguous resuls from
such a calculation. To solve the ambiguiy problm , ssveral prescriptions,
such asthem inin al sensitivity principle’, the e ective charge m ethod and
som e others’ , were proposed in the past. By the principle of m inin al sen—
sitivity, an additional condition has to be introduced and in posed on the
result calculated n a nite order perturbative approxin ation so as to ob—
tain an optinum approxin ant which is least sensitive to varations in the
unphysical param eters. In the e ective charge m ethod, the use of a cou-
pling constant is abandoned. Instead, an e ective charge is associated w ith
each physical quantity and used to determm ine the G ell:M ann-L.ow function In
the renom alization group equation RGE). In this way, a renom alization—
schem e-invariant resul can be found from the RGE . In Ref.(9), the authors
developed a new perturbation approach to renom alizabl eld theories. This
approach isbased on the observation that ifthe perturbation series ofa quan-—
tity R is not directly com putable due to that the expansion coe cients are
In nite, the unambiguous result of the quantity can be found by solving
the di erential equation lezéQ) =FRQ)) whereF R) iswellde ned and
can be expanded as a serdes of R . Particularly, the nite coe cients of the
expansion of F R) are renom alization-schem e-independent and In one-to-
one correspondence w ith the ones in the ordinary perturbation series of the
R . The prescriptions m entioned above are som ehow di erent from the con-—
ventional perturbation theory in which the coupling constant is comm only




chosen to be the expansion param eter for a perturbation series.

In this paper, we wish to dealw ith the ambiguiy problem from a dif-
ferent angle. It will be shown that the ambiguiy problm can be directly
tadkled in the conventional perturbation theory by the renom alization group
m ethod!® °. The advantage ofthism ethod is that the anom alous din ension
In a RGE iswellde ned although it is com puted from the renomm alization
constant which is divergent in its orighhalde nition. In com parison of the
renom alization group m ethod w ith the aforem entioned approach proposed
in Ref.(9), we see, both ofthem arem uch sim ilar to one another In m ethodol+
ogy. T his suggests that the renom alization group m ethod is also possibl to
yield the theoretical results which are free from the am biguity. T he possbil-
ity relieson how to choose a good subtraction schem e w hich gives rise to such
renom alization constants that they lead to unique anom alous dim ensions.
T he socalled good subtraction schan e m eans that i m ust respect necessary
physical and m athem atical requirem ents such as the gauge symm etry, the
Lorentz Invariance and the m athem atical convergence principle. T he neces—
sity of these requirem ents is clear. Particularly, In the renom alization group
approach to the renom alization problam , the renom alization constants ob—
tained from a subtraction schem e not only serve to subtract the divergences,
but also are directly used to derive physical results. A pparently, to guarantee
the calculated results to be abl to give faithfiil theoretical predictions, the
subtraction procedure necessarily com plies w ith the basic principles estab-
lished well In physics and m athem atics. O themw ise, the subtraction schem e
should be discarded and thus the schem eambiguiy will be reduced. Let
us explain this viewpoint in som e detail from the follow ng aspects: (1)
Fora gauge el theory, as one know s, the gauge-invariance is em bodied in
the W ard identity. This identity is a findam ental constraint for the the-
ory. Therefore, a subtraction schem e, if it is applicable, could not defy this
dentity. A s will be dem onstrated in latter sections, the W ard identity not
only establishes exact relations between renom alization constants, but also
detem ines the fluinctional structure of renomn alization constants; (2) The
Lorentz-invariance is partly re ected in the energy-m om entum conservation
which holds at every vertex. Since the renom alization point In the renor-
m alization constantsw illbe eventually transform ed to them om entum in the
solutions of RG E s, cbviously, in order to get correct functional relations of
the solutionsw ith them om entum , the energy-m om entum conservation could
not be viclated by the subtraction of vertices; (3) W hy the convergence



principle is required in the renom alization calculation? A s we know, the
renom alization constants are divergent in their orighal appearance. Such
divergent quantities are not welkde ned m atham atically and hence are not
directly calculab¥’because we are not allowed to apply any com putational
rule to do a m eaningfull or unam biguous calculation for this kind of quanti-
ties. Them eaningfilcalculation can only be done for the reqularized form of
renom alization constants which are derived from corresponding regularized
Feynm an Integrals in a subtraction schem e. T he necessity of introducing the
reqularization procedure In the quantum  eld theory may clkarly be seen
from the m athem atical view point as illustrated n Appendix A . T herefore,
In renom alization group calculations, the correct procedure of com puting
anom alous din ensions is starting from the regularized form of renom aliza—
tion constants. The lin it operation taken for the regularization param eter
should be perform ed after com plting the di erentiation w ith respect to the
renom alization point. Since the anom alous din ensions are convergent, the
lin it ism eaningfiland would give de nite results. O bviously, the above pro—
cedure of com puting the anom alous din ensions agrees w ith the convergence
principle; (4) In com parison w ih the other subtraction schem es, the M OM
schem e appears to be m ore suitable for renom alization group calculations.
This is because this schem e naturally provides not only a renom alization
point which is needed for the renom alization group calculation, but also
a renom alization boundary condition for a renom alized quantity (@ wave
finction, a vertex or a propagator), which willbe used to x the solution of
the RGE for the renom alized quantity.

Based on the essential points of view stated above, it m ay be found that
a renom alized quantity can be unam biguously determm ined by its RGE and
thus a renom alized S-m atrix elem ent can be given In an unique form w ith—
out any am biguity. To illustrate this point, we lin it ourselves in this paper
to take the QED renom alization as an exam ple to show how the am biguity
can be elin nated. A s one knows, the QED renom alization has been ex—
tensively Investigated by em ploying the 0S,M S and M OM schem es in the
previous works® 10 26 But, m ost of these studies are concentrated on the
large m om entum (short distance) behaviors of som e quantities for the sake
of sin plicity ofthe calculation. In this paper, we restudy the QED renom al-
ization w ith the llow ng features: (1) The renom alization is perform ed in
a m assdependent schem e other than in the m ass-independent schem e which
was adopted in m any previousworks’® 2°. Them ass-dependent schem e cbvi-



ously ism ore suitable for the case that them ass ofa charged ferm ion can not
be st to be zero; (2) T he subtraction is carried out in such aM OM schem e
that the renom alization point ism ainly taken to be an arbitrary tin e-like
m om entum other than a spacelike m om entum as chosen in the conventional
MOM stheme. The tinelke M OM schem e actually is a generalized m ass—
shell scheme (GM S). The prom lnent advantage of the GM S schem e is that
In this schem e the scale of renom alization point can naturally be connected
w ith the scale ofm om enta and the results obtained can directly be converted
to the corresponding ones given in the O S-schem e ; (3) T he subtraction is
In plem ented by fully respecting the necessary physical and m athem atical
principles m entioned before . Therefore, the resuls obtained are aithfiil
and free of am biguity; (4) The e ective coupling constant and the e ective
ferm jon m ass cbtained in the one-loop approxin ation are given exact and
explicit expressions which were never found in the literature. T hese expres—
sions exhibit physically reasonable infrared and ulraviokt behaviors. W e
w illpay m ain attention to the infrared (large distance) behavior because this
behavior ism ore sensitive to identify whether a subtraction is suitable ornot
for the QED renomm alization.

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. In Sect2, we sketch
the RGE and its solution and show how a S-matrix elem ent can be fiee
of ambiguiy. In Sect3, we brie y discuss the W ard identity and give a
derivation of the subtraction version of the ferm ion selfenergy in the GM S
schem e. In Sect4, we derive an exact expression of the onedoop e ective
coupling constant and discuss its asym ptotic property. In Sect5, the sam e
thing will be done for the e ective ferm ion m ass. The last section serves to
m ake som e com m ents and discussions. In Appendix A, we show a couple of
m athem atical exam ples to help understanding the regularization procedure
used In the renom alization group calculations.

2.Solition to RGE and S-m atrix elem ent

Amongdi erent ormulationsoftheRGE (seethe review given in Ref.(14))°
we lke to em ploy the approach presented in Ref.(15). But, we work in a
m assdependent renomn alization schem e, therefore, the anom alous din en—
sion In the RGE depends not only on the coupling constant, but also on the
ferm ion m ass. Suppose Fr is a renom alized quantiy. In the m ultiplicative
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renom alization, it is related to the unrenom alized one F in such a way
F = ZpFg @.1)

where Zy isthe renom alization constant ofF . In GM S schem g, the Zy and
Fy are all finctions ofthe renom alization point = (e"where isa xed
renom alization point corregoonding the zero value of the group param eter
t. Di erentiating Eq.(2.1) wih respect to the and noticing that the F is
Independent of ,we Inm ediately cbtain a RGE satis ed by the function F;

dF'g

+ rFr=0 2.2)

where  isthe anom alous din ension de ned by

d
W e rstnote here that because the renom alization constant isdin ensionless,
theanom alousdin ension can only dependson theratio = %, p= ., @z )i

wherem g and gz are the renom alized fermm ion m ass and coupling constant
resoectively. Next, we note, Eq.22) is suitable for a physical param e-
ter (nass or coupling constant), a propagator, a vertex, a wave function
or som e other G reen function. If the function Fy stands for a renom al-
ized G reen function, vertex or wave function, In general, it not only de-
pends explicitly on the scale , but also on the renom alized coupling con-—
stant gz, mass my and gauge param eter z which are all functions of ,
Fr = Fr i ( );mg ()i » (); ) where p symbolizes all the m om enta.
Considering that the function Fyp is hom ogeneous in the m om entum and
mass, it may be wrtten, under the scaling transform ation of m om entum
P= po ,asollows

Dp m g
FrigRimgi ri )= Fr @oiRi—i ri™) @.4)
where Dy is the canonical din ension of F . Since the renom alization point
isamomentum taken to subtract the divergence, wemay sst = , where
= &' which is taken to be the ssme as n p = p, . Noticihg the above

transfom ation, the solution ofthe RGE in Eq.(22) can be expressed as'®
R

Fr @i iMe; xj o) = DCre:r  ©OF. oo;
R()mg () "5 r(O) o) (2.5)



wheregz ( );my () and i ( ) arethe munning coupling constant, the munning
m ass and the running gauge param eter, respectively. The solution w ritten
above show s the behavior of the function Fy under the scaling ofm om enta.
How to detemn ine the function Fgx (og; 0} on the RHS of Eq.@2.5)
when the Fy (o5 ::) stands for a wave function, a propagator or a vertex?
T his question can be unam biguously ansvered N1 M OM schem e, but wasnot
answered clearly in the literature 2728 . N oticing that the m om entum p, and
the renom alization poInt  are xed, but m ay be chosen arbitrarily, we
m ay, certainly, setpi = 5. W ith this choice, by m aking use of the ollow ing
boundary condition satis ed by a propagator, a vertex or a wave function

Fr oiR/MRrs r7 ) '}02: 2= FR(O) ©o;Rimgr; &) 2. 6)

w here the finction FR(O) (P;or ;Mg ; r) isofthe om of firee propagator, bare
vertex or free wave function and Independent of the renom alization point
(see the exam ples given in the next section) and considering the hom ogeneity
of the function Fy asmentioned n Eq.(24), wem ay write
PTFr foigk ()ime () i ()i o) 2o 2= Fro idk ()imz ()i & ()
@2.7)
w here the renom alized coupling constant, m ass and vertex In the finction
FR(O) (; ::2) beocom e the running ones. W ih the expression given in Eq.@.7),
Egq.@25) will nally be wrtten In the form
R d
Frpigeimain)=e: "R @i ()ima ()i () @.8)

Fora gauge eld theory, it iseasy to check that the anom alous din ension in
Eqg.(2.8) willbe cancelled out in S-m atrix elem ents. To show thispointm ore

goeci cally, ket us take the two-elctron scattering taking place in t-channel
as an exam pl. Considering that a S-m atrix elem ent expressed In tem s of
unrenom alized quantities is equal to that represented by the corresponding

renom alized quantities, the scattering am plitude m ay be w ritten as

S¢i = Uy (pi) R (Piipl)UR @)D  K)Ug (Pcz)) R (POz;pZ)uR ©2) @.9

wherek = p) p=p, pPyuz ®, x ©%p) and Dy () represent the
ferm jon wave function, the proper vertex and the photon propagator respec—
tively which are all renom alized. T he renom alization constants ofthe wave



finction, the propagator and the vertex w ill be designated by P Z,;75 and
Z resgectively. The constant Z isde ned as

1
7 o= 7,%Z5° @. 10)

because the vertex In Eq.(2.9) contains a coupling constant in it.

A cocording to the form ula given n Eg.(2 8), the renom alized ferm ion wave
fiinction, photon propagator and vertex can be represented in the fom s as
shown below . For the ferm ion wave function, we have

R
) =e: 0 Eimg () @.11)
where
b1 o !
© .. _ E+4+mg() ° B o , !
Ug ;ms (1)) = omg () E+mg () (p) 2.12)

is the free wave function in which m iz ( ) is the running m ass and

d 4 2. 13)
d z .

g
|
NI

is the anom alous din ension of ferm ion wave function. For the renom alized
photon propagator, we can w rite

. d_ . 0
Dy k=e: VD K

w here
0 B i k k
Dp’ k)= 7k2+i"b a r () "
is the free propagator with  ( ) being the running gauge param eter in it
and

] (2.14)

d
3()= d—]nZ3 (2.15)

is the anom alous din ension of the propagator. For the renom alized vertex,
it reads R
d
rep =e: O ©p) . 16)

where



O %p) = dex () 2. 17)

is the bare vertex containing the running coupling constant (the electric
charge) ez () In it and

d
— Iz, @.18)

d d 1

d d 2
is the anom alous din ension of the vertex here the relation in Eq.(2.10) has
been used. Upon substituting Egs.(211), 2.14) and 217) hto Eq.(2.9) and
notichgEgs.(2.13), 216) and 2.19),we ndthattheanom alousdin ensions
in the S-m atrix elem ent are all cancelled out with each other. A s a resul,
we arrive at

) )

O L0 0. (0 —O ©)
Sei= T, o) r° EriP1)uz 1)y

T ©)) 5 ©i2)uy ©2)

(2.19)
This expression clearly show s that the exact S-m atrix elem ent of the two-
electron scattering can be represented in the orm asgiven in the lowest order
(tree diagram ) approxin ation except that all the physical param eters in the
m atrix elem ents are replaced by their e ective (running) ones. For other
S-m atrix elem ents, the conclusion is the sam e. T his is because any S-m atrix
elem ent is unexceptionably expressed in termm s ofa num ber ofwave functions,
propagators and proper vertices each ofwhich can be represented in the fom
as shown In Eq.(@.8) and the anom alous dim ensions in the m atrix elem ent
, as can be easily proved, are all cancelled out eventually. This result and
the fact that any S-m atrix elem ent is independent of the gauge param eter
( This is the so—called gauge-invariance of S-m atrix which is in plied by the
uniarity of S-m atrix elem ents) indicate that the task of renom alization for
agauge el theory isreduced to nd the running coupling constant and the
running m ass by their RGEs. These running quantities com pletely describe
the e ect of higher order perturbative corrections.

3. W ard Identity

In QED renom alization, the ollow ing W ard identity plays crucial rok °©

@ @)
©%P) pp = oo 3. 1)



w here ©%p) represents the vertex correction which is de ned by taking
out a coupling constant e and (o) denotes the ferm ion selfenergy. F irstly,
we show hon the above identity detemm ines the subtraction of the femm ion
slfenergy (o). A coording to the W ard identity, the divergence in ©%p)
should be, n the GM S schem e, subtracted at a tin edlke (M Inkow ski) renor-
m alization point forthem om enta of the external ferm ion lines, p? = p% = 2
which mplies == .When = m (the form ion m ass), we willcom e to
the subtraction n the O S scheme. In the case of 6 m , the subtraction is
de ned on a generalized m ass shell. At the renomm alization point , we have

©%P) F-p = L 3. 2)

T hus, the vertex correction m ay be represented as
©p) =L + °Ep) 3.3)

where L is a divergent constant depending on  and ¢ @%p) is the nite
correction satisfying the boundary condition

“©%P) e = O 3. 4)

On msertihg Eg.(33) into Eq.(31) and integrating the both sides of
Eg.B.1) overthemomentum p ,we get

Zp

©) ()= (@@ )L dp  © ip) @3.5)

P

where them omentum p; is chosen tomake ¢, = . Shhce the last tetmm on
the RHS ofEq.(35) vanisheswhenp ! p,,wemay wrie

Zp

d “Ep= @® )C ©°) 3. 6)

Py

where C (?) is a convergent fiinction satisfying the ollow ing boundary con—
dition

C ©) je= 2= 0 3.7
which isinplied by Eq.(34). Substituting Eg.(3.6) into Eq.(3.5) and sstting

()=~A (3.8)
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and
L= B 3.9)
the selfenergy is nally written as
E =2+ @ )B C)] 3. 10)

where the constants A and B have absorbed all the divergences appearing in
the (o). T he above derivation show s that the subtraction given In Eq.(3.10)
is unigquely correct in the GM S scham e as it is com patbl with the W ard
dentity. A ccording to the subtraction in Eg.(3.3), the fiill vertex can be
w ritten as

+  ©%p)
= 2z, " ©%p) (3. 11)

©%p)

where Z; is the vertex renomn alization constant de ned as
z,'=1+1 3. 12)
and ® @%p) is the renom alized vertex represented by
ehp =+ Fe%p) 3. 13)
which satis es the boundary condition
Fe%p) dope = 3. 14)

Based on the subtraction given in Eq.(3.10), the full form jon propagator
m ay be renom alized in such a way

i
®© m ) + 1"
where Z, is the propagator renom alization constant de ned by

iSy ) = = Z,iSy ) 3. 15)

z,'=1 B 3. 16)

SE @) = - (3. 17)
r P ©® mg r @)+ 1" )




which has a boundary condition as follow s
3 i
© mg

In Eq.(317),myz and g (o) designate the renom alized m ass and the nite
correction of the sselfenergy resgpectively. The renom alized m ass is de ned
by

Sy ©) jeo- 2 (3. 18)

myg = Z_'m 3.19)

m

where 7, isthem ass renom alization constant expressed by
z '=1+2,Bm '+ @ m "HB] 3. 20)
Particularly, from Egs.(3.9), 312) and (3.16). it is clear to see
Z1= 27, (3.21)

This just isthe W ard identity cbeyed by the renom alization constants.

Let us verify whether the W ard identity is fiil lled in the one-loop
approxin ation. The Feynm an integrals of one-loop diagram s in QED have
been calculated in the literatuire by various reqularization procedures® 614715;,
In the GM S scheam g, the ferm ion selfenergy depicted in Fig.(la), according
to the din ensional regularization procedure, is reqularized In the form

2 Z 4

n

) = @M?*" @a+m™ dxf -Ra@a "
(p (4 )2 0 1] (P)
1 x) @ 2")m+ (1 )m  2x@p)] 231 )
X’ @
1 3. 22
( X) ©) g ( )
where"=2 2,

)= p’x(x 1)+ m?®x 3. 23)

and M is an arbitrary m ass Introduced to m ake the coupling constant e to
be dim ensionless in the space of dim ension n. A ccording to the de nition
shown In Eq.(3.8) and noticing

pre= @ Ip°+ @+ )+ ° 3. 24)
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one can get from Eq.(322)
55 2o 21 1
= 4™M“)y @+m™ dxt -
@ )? 0 ")
2 L+ ( 2)x "1 x)] @+ 2")m ]

3
21 Y1 x)¥

BEE (3. 25)

where

()=x[*& 1+m?] 3. 26)
On substituting Egs.(322) and (325) n Eq.(3.10), it is found that
B = [ ® Al ) i

Z
- ¢ @M A+ A pa M
(4 )2 0 ] "

2

()
150 )& L+ -G+  2Mx& 1) ?)W
(3.27)

For the diagram of one-loop vertex correction shown in Fig.(lb), ac-
cording to the de nition wrtten in Eq.(32), i isnot di cul to obtain, In
the n-din ensional space, the reqularized form of the constant L

T x) 2@ )xl+ RA "x& 1)

@ A+ " 17xg

Lo Camy arm e Eope D)
@ )2 0 ") 2
+ 3“)] £ _pir & 1)
2 ()"
T & x 1D*+"C Hx 1 4dm [ ™

® L+-10 )@ 3X)+é"(1 )& DI+ m’R("
@+ " 3 2
o a "md Hx DI+ @ r—rmmk Dx

()
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W ih the expressions given in Egs.(327) and (328), in the approxin ation
of order &, the renom alization constants de ned 1 Eg.312) and (3.16)
willbe represented asZ2; = 1 L and Z, = 1+ B. Inthelmit " ! O,
these constants are divergent, being not wellkde ned. So, to verify the W ard
dentity in Eq.(321), it is suitable to see w hether their anom alous din ensions
satisfy the corresponding identity

1= 2 (3. 29)
where ;( )= Ilmn. g di]nzi( ;") (= 1,2). For the renom alization group
calculations, in practice, the above identity is only necessary to be required.

T hrough direct calculation by using the constants in Egs.(327) and (328),
it is easy to prove

2

IS
= f6 6@+ +12 *+ 63+ 2

BT G+ ) ( )

3 ? 1

h— l+ 4 @+ )32—1 (3. 30)
where = o, This dentity guarantees the correctness of the one-loop renor—
m alizations In the GM S schem e. In the zero-masslim it ( ! 0), the dentity
in Eq.(330) reduces to the result given In the M S schem e

&
1= 2= 52 3. 31)

This result can directly be derived from such expressions of the constants B

and L that they are obtained from Egs.(327) and (328) by sstting m=0.
It is easy to see that in these expressions, only the tem s proportional " !

give nonvanishing contributions to the anom alous din ensions. However, In

the case of m 6 0, the tem s proportionalto " ! ;n Egs.(327) and (328)

give di erent results. In this case, to ensure the dentity in Eq.(329) to be
satis ed, the other tem s without containing " L' Egs.327) and (328)

m ust be taken into acoount.
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4 E ective C oupling C onstant

The RGE for the renom alized coupling constant m ay be inm ediately
w ritten out from Eq.@22) by setting F = e;

d
d—eR()+ e()er ()=0 @.1)

In the above, the anom alous dimension .( ) asde ned In Egq.2.3) isnow
detem ined by the follow ing renom alization constant’

4. 2)

w here the dentity n Eq.(321) hasbeen considered. T he photon propagator
renom alization constant Z; is, n the GM S scham e, de ned by

z,t=1+ (% @.3)

where ( ?) isthe scalar function appearing in the photon selfenergy tensor
= kk k’g ) (?).Mhviw ofEq.42),we can write

= Im d hz.= 1J:'m d hz 4.4

e ™ o d e ™ 2m0 d 3 ( . )

For the onedoop diagram represented In Fig.(lc), according to Egq.(43), it
is easy to derive the reqularized form of the constant Z; by the din ensional
regularization procedure

& . L+ m*1  dxx& 1)

= _— 2 n
Zo= 1t @MY e N m T @)

Substituting Eg.4.5) nto Egq.(4 4), i is ound that

2 4 piz
. & Aretiprt__mitel 4, 4.6
T 12( )2 1 42 1 "1 4° '
where = %, In this expression, the charge e and the mass m are un—

renom alized. Tn the approxin ation of order €?, they can be replaced by the
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renom alized ones ez and m y because In this approxin ation, as pointed out
in the previous literature®, the lIowest order approxin ation of the relation

between theem ) and the ez (n i ) isonly necessary to be taken into acoount.

Furthem ore, when we introduce the scaling variable for the renom aliza-
tion point and sst (= myz Whith can alwaysbe done since the , is xed,
butm ay be chosen atwill), we have = mTR = 1. Thus, w ith the expressions
ofEq.(46),Eqg.(41) may be rew ritten in the fom

der ()

= 4.7
3 () @.7)
where
() = e()er ()
_ 20
= —53Fe0) @.8)
in which
6 12
Fe()=l+ —2+—4f() (4.9)
L + 2 4
£() = - - h—P——
< plsoot te—; i 2
= . _2 1 . 4. 10)
! p=—ooth "#/——; if 2

2 4 2 4

U pon substituting Egs.(4.8)—(4 10) ntoEg.(4.7) and then IntegratingEq.(4.7)
by applying the fam iliar Integration form ulas, thee ective (running) coupling
constant w ill be found to be

= —F 4.11
“O= T @. 11)
where o ()= %Y, = () and
S|
G() = l_Fe()
b 2 2 1
= 2+ 3 T4+ () @.12)



in which

P— 1 P—
() = dng(+ 4)
(
4 2cos t-; if 2
= P 20 @.13)
4oosh *5; i 2

A smentioned iIn Sect2, the variable is also the scaling param eter of m o—

menta, p = po and i is convenient to put p’ = o° o as to apply the

boundary condition. Thus, ow ing to the choice (= my,wehavepy? = my?
2 1

and = (F7)?. In this case, i is apparent that when = 1,Eq.(411) will

be reduced to the result given on themassshell, g )= g = 1—27 which is
denti ed wih that asm easured in experin ent.
Thebehavior ofthe 3 () are exhibited In Figs.2) and (3). Foramall
,Eg.411) m ay be approxin ated by

3 3
r () 1 @. 14)
Tt isclkarthatwhen ! 0,the i () tendsto zero. Thisdesirable behavior,

which indicates that at large distance (sn all m om entum ) the interacting
particles decouple, is com pletely consistent w ith our know ledge about the
electrom agnetic nteraction. For Jargem om entum (sn alldistance), Eg.(@4.11)
w ill be approxin ated by

R
r () 1 23_R o 4.15)
This result was given previously in the m asssndependent M S scheme. In
the latter schem e, the function in Eqg.(4.8) is only a function of the
e () shceFo() = 1duetom = 0 in this case. But, in general, the
m ass of a charged partick is not zero. T herefore, the resul given In theM S
schem e can only be viewed as an approxin ation In the Jargem om entum 1lim it
from the viewpoint of conventional perturbation theory. Fig.(3) show s that
the j () Increases wih the growth of and tends to ln niy when the

approaches an extrem ely large value | SE = & (the Landau polk). If
the goesfrom toin nity, we nd, the g () willbeocom e negative and
tends to zero. This result is unreasonable, con icting w ith the physics. The
unreasonableness indicates that in the region [ ;1 ), the QED perturbation

theory and even the QED itself is invalid®.
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5E ective Ferm ijon M ass

TheRGE fora renom alized ferm ion m ass can be directly read from Eq.(@2 2)
when we sst F = my . Noticing & = <, this equation m ay be w ritten in
the fom

dmg ()

a = n(mg() ©.1)

w here theanom alousdin ension , ( ),accordingtothede nition hEg.@23),
can be derived from the renom alization constant represented in Eq.(320).
At oneloop kvel, by m aking use of the constants A, B and Z, whith were
written in Egs.(325), (327) and (3.16) respectively, in the approxin ation of
order €, it isnot di cul to derive

2

()= Ilim O1]r1Z—eRF() 5.2)
m - "o d m (4 )2 m .
where
3+ ) 2
Fpo () = 2 +6B+2 7+—2]
2@+ ) 3¢+ ) 2 1 5
—— + 63+ —+ —]—nh1 5.3)
1+ 27 2
here the relation = % hasbeen used. nesertinhg Eq.(52) nto Eq.(51) and
Integrating the latter equation, one m ay obtain
mg()=mge °"’ 5. 4)

This just isthe e ective (running) ferm ion masswheremy = my (1) which
is given on the m ass<hell and

1 d

S()= — — r()Fg () (5. 5)
4 1

In the above, the bare charge appearing In Eq.(52) has been replaced by
the renom alized one and further by the running one shown in Eq.@.11). If
the coupling constant n Eq.(5.5) is taken to be the constant de ned on the
m ass<hell, the integralover can be explicitly calculated. The resul is

s<>=4—R['1<>+ 75 ()] 5. 6)
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where

2 2 1 5
"1()=301 JE—+ [—3 —2(1+ )In 1 g 5.7)
and
1 5 31 )
()= (@ )£@ 3)—4]H 1 — 9 2 6. 8)
in which
(
1 4. s
n1 2 _ 2M@+ ) tanh1 1; :If 1 5. 9)
2ln@1+ ) ooth ;  if 1
Aswe =g, the function S ( ) and hence thee ectivem assmy ( ) are gauge-

dependent. The gaugedependence isdisplayed In Fig.(4). The gure shows
that or < 10;thee ectivemassesgiven In di erent gauges are aln ost the
sam e and behave as a constant in the region of < 1, whik, in the region
of > 1;they alltend to zero wih the growth of . But,themy ( ) given
In the gauge of 6 0 goes to zero m ore rapidly than the one given In the
Landau gauge ( = 0). To be speci ¢, In the Pllow ng we show the result
given in the Landau gauge which was regarded as the preferred gauge in the
literature®??,

mg ()=mge 7= 20 5. 10)

Inthelmi ! O,
3 r

mg()! mge 7 = 1001744m (6.11)
This clearly indicates that when vardes from 1 to zero, themy ( ) alnost
kespsundchanged. T his result physically is reasonabl. W hereas, in the region
of > 1,themy () decreases with increase of and goes to zero near the
criticalpoint . Thisbehavior suggeststhat at very high energy, the ferm ion
m assm ay be ignored in the evaluation of S-m atrix elem ents.

6.Comm ents and D iscussions

In this paper, the QED renom alization has been restudied n the GM S
schem e. T he exact and explicit expressions ofthe one-loop e ective coupling
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constant and femm ion m ass are cbtained in the m assdependent renom al-
ization schem e and show reasonable asym ptotic behaviors. A key pont to
achieve these resuls is that the subtraction is perform ed in the way of re—
soecting the W ard identity, ie. the gauge symm etry. For com parison, it
ism entioned that in som e previous literature!®??, the ferm ion selfenergy is
represented in such a fom

)= A ) ®+B E)m 6.1)

Ifwe subtract thedivergence in the (o) at the renom alization point @ = 2,
the ferm ion propagator is still expressed in the form as w ritten in Egs.(3.15)

and (3.17); but, the renom alization constants Z, and Z, are now de ned
by

Z,'=1 A(%);Z,'=7Z,01+B (%] 6. 2)

T he one-Jloop expressions of the A ( ) and B ( ?) can directly be read from
Eq.(8322). Here, we show the one-Joop anom alous din ension of ferm ion prop-—
agator which is given by the above subtraction

_ d
2 = "10d_]n22
= —é[}+ e an_ ] 6. 3)
4 272 21

In com parison of the above , wih the ; shown In Egq.(330), we see, the
W ard ddentity n Eq.(329) can not be i1l llked unless in the zero-m ass lin i
(! 0).ShcetheW ard dentity is an essential criterion to identify whether
a subtraction is correct or not, the subtraction stated above should be ex—
cluded from the m assdependent renom alization.

Another point we would lke to address is that In the W ard identity
shown in Eq.(3.1), them om enta p and p° on the form ion lines in the vertex
are set to be equal. A ccording to the energy-m om entum oconservation, the
momentum k on the photon line should be equal to zero. correspondingly,
the subtraction shown in Eq.(32) was carried out at the socalled asym —
metric points, p? = p? = 2 and k? = ©° p)? = 0. These subtraction
points coincide w ith the energy—m om entum conservation, ie., the Lorentz—
Invariance. N everthelss, the subtraction perfomm ed at the sym m etric point
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p®=p’= k= 2 was often used in the previous works 1°2% | This sub—

traction not only m akes the calculation too com plicated, but also violates
the energy—m om entum conservation which holds in the vertex. That iswhy
the sym m etric point subtraction is beyond our choice.

A sm entioned In Introduction, the GM S subtraction is a kind ofM OM
schem e In which the renom alization points are chosen to be tin e-lke. In
contrast, in the conventionalM OM schem €9, the renom alization points

were chosen to be space-lke, ie. p? = 2 which inplies ;= i . In this
schem g, the one-loop result for the anom alous din ension . can be w ritten
out from Eqg.4.6) by the transform ation ! i .Thatis
2 4 p72
_ 4 e, g2 ot d +1g 6. 1)
YRR "1+42 T1+4:2 1 '

which isidenticalto that given in Refs.(6) and (29). In com parison ofEd.(64)
wih Eq.(4.6), we see, the coe  cients of 2 in Eq.(6.4) changes a m lnus sign.
Substituting Eq.(64) nto Eg.(4 1) and solving the Jatter equation, we obtain
the running coupling constant w hich is still represented in Eq.(4 11), but the
function G () In Egq.(411) isnow given by

1 p
+ 5]1‘15(l+ 5) (6. 5)

This expression is cbviously di erent from the corresponding one w ritten
In Egs.412) and (413). At snalldistance ( ! 1 ), Eq.(6.5) still gives
the approxin ate expression presented n Eq.(4.15). However, at large dis-
tance, as shown In Fig.(2), the g () behaves almost a constant. W hen
! 0, it approaches to a value equalto 0.99986 g, unlke the 3 ( ) given
In Egs.(411)-(413) which tends to zero. Let us exam ine the e ective m ass.
Aswe have seen from Sectb, the oneloop e ective ferm ion m ass given in
the GM S schem e is real. However, In the space-lke m om entum subtraction,
dueto @ = i ,thee ective masswillcontain an im aginary part. This re-
sul can be seen from the function F,, ( ) whose one-loop expression given in
the usualM OM schem e can be obtained from Eg.(5.3) by the transfom a-
tion ! i and therefore becom es com plex. The both of subtractions m ay
presum ably be suiabl for di erent processes of di erent physical natures.
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But, ifthe e ective m ass is required to be real, the subtraction at space-like
renom alization point should also be ruled out.

As pointed out In Sect4, the e ective coupling constant shown in
Eg.(@15) whith was obtained nh the M S schan e is only an approxin ation
given In the large m om entum lim i from the viewpoint of conventional per-
turbation theory. W hy say s0? A s isweltknown, theM S scheme isam ass—
Independent renom alization scheme in which the ferm ion mass is set to
vanish in the process of subtraction. The reasonability of this schem e was
argued as follow st1° T he ferm ion propagator can be expanded as a series

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
= —+-—m—+ —m—m-—+ (6.

® m ® ©® ©® ® © ©
A coording to this expansion, the m assive propagator

1
5o may be replaced

by the m asskss one % :At the sam e tin ¢, the ferm jon m ass, as the coupling
constant, can also be treated as an expansion param eter for the perturba—
tion series. Nevertheless, in the m assdependent renom alization as shown
In this paper, the m assive farm jon propagator is em ployed In the calculation
and only the coupling constant is taken to be the expansion param eter of
the perturbation series. Thus, In order to get the perturbative resul of a
given order of the coupling constant in the m ass-dependent renom alization,
acocording to Eg.(6.6), one hasto com pute an in nite number ofterm s In the
M S scheme. Ifonly the rsttem in Eg.(6.6) isconsidered in theM S schem e,
the resul derived In the this schem e, com paring to the corresponding one
cbtained in the m assdependent renom alization, can only be viewed as an
approxin ation given in the argem omentum lin it . Even if n this lin i, a
good renom alization schem e should still be required to elin nate the am —
biguiy and give an unigue result. To this end, we m ay ask whether there
should exist the di erence between the M S schem e and the M S schem e??
A s one know s, when the din ensional regularization is em ployed in them ass—
Independent renomm alization, the M S schem e only subtracts the divergent
term having the "-pol n a Feynm an integral which is given In the lm i
" ! 0 and uses thistem to de ne the renomn alization constant. W hile, the
M S schem e is designed to include the unphysical tem s h4 Gere is
theEuler constant) n thede nition ofthe renom alization constant. Theun-—
physical term s arise from a special analytical continuation of the space-tim e
dinension from n to 4. W hen the two di erent renomn alization constants
m entioned above are nserted into the relation e= Z; ? e, one would derive
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a relation between the two di erent renom alized coupling constants given
intheM S and M S schem es if the higher order tem s containing the "pok
are ignored. Tt would be pointed out that the above procedure of leading
to the di erence between the M S and M S schem es is not appropriate be-
cause the procedure is based on direct usage of the divergent form of the
renom alization constants. A s em phasized In the Introduction, according to
the convergence principle, it is pem issble to use such renom alization con—
stants to do a m eaningfill calculation. The correct procedure of deriving a
renom alized quantity is to solve its RGE whose solution is uniquely deter-
m ined by the anom alousdin ension (other than the renom alization constant
itself) and boundary condition. In com puting the anom alous dim ension, the
rigorous procedure is to start from the reqularized form of the renom aliza—
tion constant. In the regularized fom , it is unnecessary and even in possble
to divide a renom alization constant into a divergent part and a convergent
part. Since the anom alous din ension isa convergent fiinction of " due to that

the factor * disappears 1n i, the limit " ! 0 taken after the di erentiation
w ith respect to the renomn alization point would give an unam biguous re-
sukt. E specially, the unphysical factor (4 ) 1+ ") appearing in Egs.(325),

(327) and 4.5) straightforwardly approaches 1 In the Iim it. T herefore, the
unphysical term s In4 oould not enter the anom alous din ension and the
e ective coupling constant. Even ifwe work in the zero-m ass lim it or in the
large mom entum regin e, we have an only way to ocbtain the e ective cou—
pling constant as shown in Eg.(4.15) In the oneJoop approxin ation. That is
to say, it is In possble, In this case, to result In the di erence between the
M S andM S schemes and also the di erence between theM OM and theM S
schem es.

T he above discussions suggest that the am biguity arising from di erent
renom alization prescriptions m ay be elin nated by the necessary physical
and m athem atical requirem ents as well as the boundary conditions. It is ex—
pected that the illustration given in this paper for the QED one-loop renor—
m alization perform ed In a m assdependent schem e would provide a clue on
how to do the QED m ultidoop renom alization and how to give an In proved
result orthe QCD renomm alization.
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A ppendix: IMlustration of the regularization procedure by a
couple ofm athem atical exam ples

W e believe that ifa quantum  eld theory isbuil up on the faithfiilbasis
of physical principles and really describes the physics, a S-m atrix elem ent
com puted from such a theory isde nite to be convergent even though there
occur divergences in the perturbation series of the m atrix element. The
occurrence of divergences in the perturbation series, n general, is not to
be a serious problem in m athem atics. But, to com pute such a serdes, it is
necessary to em ploy an appropriate reqularization procedure. For exam ple,
for the follow Ing convergent integral

2,
f@)= . dxe % @Aa.l)
which equals to i, ifwe evaluate it by utilizing the series expansion of the
exponential finction

w2 (A"
e = X @A.2)
n!

n=0
aswe see, the Integral of every term in the series is divergent. In this case,
Interchange ofthe integration w ith the sum m ation actually isnot pem issble.
W hen every Integral In the series is reqularized, the interchange is pemm itted
and all Integrals in the serdes becom e calculable. T hus, the correct procedure
of evaluating the Integralby using the series expansion is as follow s

2 (ar? .
f@)= Im dxx
1 _, nl oo
h a)® n+1 1
= Im ( a) = -1 e?®)
'1 _, n! n+1 '1 a
1
= - A .3)
a

T his exam ple is som ew hat analogous to the perturbation series in the quan-
tum  eld theory and suggests how to do the calculation of the serdes w ith
the help ofa reqularization procedure. Unfortunately, In practice, we are not
able to com pute allthe tem s In the perturbation series. In this situation, we
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can only expect to get desired physical results from a nite order perturba—
tive calculation. How to do it? To show the procedure of such a calculation,
Jet us ook at anotherm atham atical exam ple. T he follow ing integral

Z
1 e (x+ a)

F@= dx—— @A .4)

0 x+ a)?
where a > 0 is ocbviously convergent. W hen the exponential finction is
expanded as the Taylor series, the integral w illbe expressed as

Z Z

1 £ (1 L 1 dx odx
F@ = dx ' x+ a) = —
0 o D! 0o X+ a) 0o X+ a
Zl ® ( l)n n 2
+ dx x+ a) A .5)
0 n!

n=2

C karly, n the above expansion, the rst tem is convergent, sin ilar to the
treeapproxin ate tem in the perturbation theory of a quantum  eld the-
ory, the second tem  is logarithm ically divergent, analogous to the one-loop—
approxin ate tem and the otherterm s am ount to the higher order corrections
In the perturbation theory which are alldivergent. To caloulate the Integral
n Egq.@ 4), it is convenient at st to evaluate is derivative,

T e) ka2 a6

da 0 x+ a)

which isequalto e ®=a’ asiseasily seen from integrating it over x by part.
In order to get this result from the series expansion, we have to employ a
reqgularization procedure. Let usde ne

Z
e (x+ a)

F @)= — @.7

0 X+ a)?

Then, corresponding to Eq.(A 5), we can w rite

Z Z

E @ o, v Ak RO T s a)
da 0o &+ a) o &k+a)¥ __, n! 0
2o 2 na, eV e
= o [( + a)y a ]—m 22 A .8)
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From the above resul, it follow s that

= Im = @Aa.9

This is the di erential equation satis ed by the function F (@). Its solution
can be expressed as

F @) =F (a) daea2 @ .10)

ao
whereay > 0isa xed numberwhich should be detem ined by the boundary
condition ofthe equation @ .9).Now, ktus focusourattention on the sscond
Integral In the st equality ofEq.@ 8). This integral is convergent in the
Iimit ! 1 and can bewrtten as
z

dr; @) . 1 1 1
= Im dx—— = dx———— = — @.11)
da 11 x+ a)? 0 x+ a)? a
Integrating the above equation over a, we get
a
Fo@=Fi@)+ h— A .12)
do
If s=tting
a
Fi@o)= I~ @ .13)
where isa nitenumber, Eq.@ 12) becom es
a
Fi@=Ih-— @ .14)

Thisresult is nieaslong astheparam eter isnot taken to be zero and can
be regarded as the contribution of the divergent integral F'; @) appearing in

the second tem of Eq.@ 5) to the convergent integralF (@) . T he procedure

described above for evaluating the function F @) m uch resam bls the renor-
m alization group m ethod and the approach proposed In Ref.(9). It show sus
how to caloulate a nie quantity from its series expansion which contains
divergent integrals.
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Al FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig.(l) The onedoop diagram s.

Fig.@2) The oneldoop e ective coupling constants given in the region of
an allm om enta. The solid curve represents the resul obtained at tin e-like
subtraction point. The dashed curve represents the one given at space-like
subtraction point.
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Fig.(3) Theoneldoop e ective coupling constants for largem om enta. T he
both curves represent the sam e onesas n Fig.(2).

Fig.(4) The onedoop e ective electron m asses given in the Landau gauge
and som e other gauges.
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