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A bstract

W eanalyzegaugeparam eterdependenceby using an algebraicm ethod which

relates the gauge param eter dependence ofGreen functions to an enlarged

Slavnov-Tayloridentity.In thecourseoftherenorm alization itturnsoutthat

gauge param eter dependence ofphysicalparam eters is already restricted at

thelevelofGreen functions.In a�rststep weconsidertheon-shellconditions

which we�nd tobein com pleteagreem entwith theserestrictionstoallorders

ofperturbation theory. The �xing ofthe coupling,however,is m uch m ore

involved outside the com plete on-shellschem e. In the Abelian Higgs m odel

weprovethatthis�xingcan beproperlychosen byrequiringtheW ard identity

ofgaugeinvariancetohold in itstreeform toallordersofperturbation theory.
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1. Introduction

In the perturbative form ulation ofgauge theories one has to destroy gauge sym m etry

by �xing the gauge. Thereby arbitrary gauge param eters are introduced into the ac-

tion which have to be proven to cancelwhen physicalobservables are concerned. The

Green functions,however,depend non-trivially on these gauge param eters. Already in

theearly daysofnon-abelian gaugetheoriesithasbeen suggested thattheS-m atrix isa

gaugeparam eterindependentquantity [1].Afterhaving established the renorm alization

ofgaugetheoriesvia the BRS sym m etry gaugeparam eterindependence ofthe S-m atrix

has been strictly proven in [2]for such gauge theories which are com pletely broken by

thespontaneoussym m etry breaking m echanism and which therefore do notcontain any

m asslessparticles. The ingredientsofthisproofare the com plete on-shellschem e �xing

the polesand the residua ofthe particlesatthe physicalm asses and a speci�c on-shell

norm alization condition forthetransversalvector-vector-Higgsvertex.In orderto prove

gauge param eter independence ofthe S-m atrix within this specialset ofnorm alization

conditionsheavy technicaltoolsasthe W ilson operatorproductexpansion arerequired.

In pure gauge theorieswith m assless gauge bosonsthe situation ism uch m ore involved

becausetheS-m atrixcannotbesim ply constructed duetoinfrared divergencies.Forthese

theoriesithasbeen derived am ong otherthingsthatthe �-functionsareindependentof

the gauge param eter. In thiscontext,the originalproofexplicitly refersto an invariant

schem e,nam ely them inim alsubtraction schem e ofdim ensionalregularization [3].

Aim ing atthe standard m odelsuch considerationsare unsatisfactory:Due to the m ass-

lessnessofthephoton acom pleteon-shellschem e,especiallyfortheW -propagator,cannot

beform ulated in a strictsense,and an invariantschem eisnotavailabledueto theparity

violating interactionsin the ferm ion sector.Furtherm ore,in concrete calculationsone is

notonly interested in the gauge param eter independence ofthe S-m atrix butalso in a

knowledge,how thesingleGreen functionsdepend on thegaugeparam eters.W etherefore

analyzegaugeparam eterdependence by an algebraicm ethod [4],which can begenerally

applied in the contextofGreen functions. Although we eventually aim atthe standard

m odelwepresentthetechniquesfortheAbelian Higgsm odelhereasa natural�rststep.

The algebraic m ethod enlargesthe usualBRS transform ationsby varying thegauge pa-

ram eterinto a Grassm ann variable.Constructing theGreen functionsin agreem entwith

the enlarged BRS invariance autom atically yields inform ation about gauge param eter

dependence. M oreover,itisseen thatthe physicalparam etersofthe m odelhave to be

chosen gauge-param eter-independently in ordertobeabletoprovegaugeparam eterinde-

pendenceoftheS-m atrix.Forhigherordersin perturbation theory theserestrictionsare

extended torestrictionsforthenorm alization conditionsand itisseen thattheconditions
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ofref.[2]forspontaneously broken theoriesand the M S-schem e forsym m etric theories

[3]are justa specialsetofadequate norm alization conditions(cf.sec.5 and ref.[4],[5],

wheretherespective analysishasbeen perform ed forpuregaugetheories).

The paperisorganized asfollows:In section 2 we presentthe Abelian Higgsm odeland

also sum m arizetheresultsofref.[6].In section 3 theenlarged BRS transform ationsand

Slavnov-Tayloridentitiesareintroduced,which giveriseto thealgebraiccontrolofgauge

param eterdependence.In section 4 theclassicalapproxim ation issolved,thereby �nding

therestrictionsforthephysicalparam etersm entioned above.In section 5 theseconsider-

ationsarecontinued to higherorders.Thisisan application ofthem ethod and showsin

an im pressive way,how the algebraic m ethod worksin higherorders. Furtherm ore,one

deducesin thiscontextthatthe on-shellconditionsare in com plete agreem entwith the

enlarged Slavnov-Tayloridentity.In section 6and 7W ard identitesofrigid and localsym -

m etry arederived including the BRS-varying gaugeparam eter.Asa consequence ofthe

localW ard identity itturnsoutthatgaugeparam eterdependenceofthelongitudinalpart

ofthe3-pointvertex,which describestheinteraction between vector,Higgsand would-be

Goldstone,iscom petely determ ined by the gauge dependence ofthe selfenergiesofthe

scalars.Section 8 containsa sum m ary ofthe results.In appendix A we give thegeneral

classicalsolution ofthe Abelian Higgs m odelincluding allthe free param eters. As an

illustration,in appendix B we sketch the diagram scontributing to the gauge param eter

variation oftheHiggsselfenergy.

2. T he A belian H iggs m odel

In orderto setthegeneralfram ework and to �x notation we�rstgivea shortexposition

ofthem odeltreated in thispaper.

The Abelian Higgs m odelcontains a vector �eld A � and two scalar �elds ’ = (’1;’2)

interacting in such a way thatU(1)gaugeinvariance isbroken spontaneously. Itcan be

described by thefollowing classicalaction (given in conventionalnorm alization):

�inv =

Z (

�
1

4
F��F

�� +
1

2
(D �’)(D

�’)�
1

8

m 2
H

m 2
e2(’2

1
+ 2

m

e
’1 + ’2

2
)2
)

(2.1)

with

F�� � @�A � � @�A � ;D �’1 � @�’1 + eA �’2 ;D �’2 � @�’2 � eA�(’1 +
m

e
) (2.2)

�inv isinvariantundertheU(1)transform ations

�!A � = @�! ;�!’1 = � e!’2 ;�!’2 = e!(’1 +
m

e
): (2.3)
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The shift m

e
ofthe �eld ’1 produces the m ass m for the vector �eld A � and ’1 is the

(physical) Higgs �eld with m ass m H . The �eld ’2 then takes the role ofthe would-be

Goldstoneboson eaten up by A �.

In orderto quantize them odelthegaugehasto be�xed,

�g:f:=

Z �
1

2
�B2 + B (@A + �Am ’2)

�

: (2.4)

� denotes the gauge param eter and B is an auxiliary �eld with �!B = 0. Please note

thatthe ’tHooftgauge �xing term
R
B �Am ’2 hasbeen introduced in orderto avoid a

non-integrable infrared singularity in the < ’2’2> propagator. Itleadsto a non-trivial

violation ofboth localand globalgaugeinvariance:

�!�g:f:=
Z �

!2B + e!B �Am (’1 +
m

e
)

�

(2.5)

Hence one has to enlarge localgauge transform ations to BRS transform ations thereby

introducing theFaddeev-Popov (��)�eldsc;�c,

sA � = @�c ; sc= 0 ;

s’1 = � ec’2 ; s’2 = ec(’1 +
m

e
) ; (2.6)

s�c= B ; sB = 0 ;

and to postulateBRS invarianceofthetheory instead ofgaugeinvariance:

s�cl= 0 (2.7)

Thisleadsto extra-term sin theclassicalaction:

�cl= �inv + �g:f:+ ��� + �e:f: (2.8)

The��-part

��� =

Z �

� �c2c� e�c�Am (’1 +
m

e
)c
�

(2.9)

ischosen such thatitsBRS variation exactly cancelstheBRS variation of�g:f:.

Theexternal�eld part

�e:f:=

Z

fY1(s’1)+ Y2(s’2)g (2.10)

couplesthe non-linearBRS transform ationss’i to the external�eldsYi. Itisadded in

orderto allow fora carefulde�nition ofthe BRS transform ation of’i in higherorders

(cf.(2.14)). BRS invariance has been shown to de�ne the Abelian Higgs m odelin its

quantized version and itisthe relevantsym m etry forrenorm alizability and unitarity of

theS-m atrix [7].
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In a foregoing paper[6]rigid and also localgaugesym m etry havebeen form ulated to all

ordersofperturbation theory (seesections6and 7fordetails).Forthispurposethegauge

�xing hasto becom plem ented by externalscalar�elds ’̂ 1 and ’̂2 which transform under

gaugetransform ationsaccording to

�! ’̂1 = � e!’̂2 ;�! ’̂2 = e!(’̂1 � �A
m

e
): (2.11)

Then theenlarged gauge�xing

�g:f:=

Z �
1

2
�B2 + B @A � eB

�

(’̂1 � �A
m

e
)’2 � ’̂2(’1 � �̂A

m

e
)
��

(2.12)

isinvariantunderthe globalgaugetransform ations(2.3)and (2.11),ifoneadjusts �̂A =

� 1.Forvanishing external�elds ’̂i theoriginalgauge�xing (2.4)isrecovered and these

�elds have only been introduced in order to be able to m anage the breaking ofgauge

invarianceforhigherordersGreen functionsalgebraically.

Also in itsenlarged form gaugeinvariancedoesnotdescribethe��-part,even itdoesnot

intheclassicalapproxim ation.Instead,BRSinvariancehastobeused fortheconstruction

ofthem odel,which involvesalso theexternal�elds ’̂i.Becausethey arecoupled to BRS

variationsthey aretransform ed into external�eldsqi with ��-charge+1:

s’̂i= qi;sqi= 0;i= 1;2 (2.13)

Atthe levelofthe vertex functional� = � cl+ O (�h)the BRS invariance ofthe theory is

encoded in theSlavnov-Taylor(ST)identity

S(�)�

Z (

@�c
��

�A�
+ B

��

��c
+
��

�Y

��

�’
+ q

��

�’̂

)

= 0 (2.14)

whereF = (F1;F2).TheST identityistheessentialingredientfortheproofofrenorm aliz-

abilityand unitarity.Itcan beproven that(2.14)togetherwith appropriatenorm alization

conditions,invariance underchargeconjugation and thegaugecondition (2.12)uniquely

de�nesthem odeltoallordersofperturbation theory.(Thequantum num bersofall�elds

are given in table 1.) In the �rststep one hasto show thatthe classicalaction (2.8)is

uniquely determ ined asthelocalsolution oftheST identity.Thegeneralclassicalsolution

hasbeen calculated in ref.[6]and ispresented in appendix A explicitly. The free para-

m etersappearingin thegeneralsolution aretheusual�eld and couplingrenorm alizations

given by:

’i� !
p
zi(’i� xi’̂i) ; A � � !

p
zAA � (2.15)

m � !
p
zm m ; m H � !

p
zm H

m H ; e� ! zee
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�elds A � B ~’1 ~’2 c �c Y1 Y2 q1 q2
dim 1 2 1 1 0 2 3 3 1 1

chargeconj. - - + - - - + - + -

Q �� 0 0 0 0 +1 -1 -1 -1 +1 +1

Table1:Quantum num bersofthe�elds(~’i= ’i;’̂i)

The �eld rede�nitions ofthe rem aining �elds and param eters are governed by the ST

identity and thegauge�xing (2.12).Via the�eld rede�nitionstheexternal�elds’̂ ienter

thegaugeinvariantpart�inv (2.1)oftheaction,butonly in thecom bination

�’i= ’i� xi’̂i; (2.16)

with xi,i= 1;2,beingfurtherfreeparam eters.Theseparam etersappearalsoin theBRS

variationsofthe�elds’i,which m odify (2.6)into

s’1 = � e�’2c+ x1q1 ; s’2 = e(�’1 +
m

e
)c+ x2q2 : (2.17)

The free param eters have to be �xed by appropriate norm alization conditionsorderby

orderin perturbation theory. In orderto have a proper�eld theoretic de�nition ofthe

S-m atrix the m asses ofthe particles have to be �xed atthe polesofthe 2-pointGreen

functions;theseconditionsread forthecorresponding vertex functions:

Re�’1’1(p
2 = m 2

H )= 0 �xes zm H

�T(p2 = m 2)= 0 �xes zm (2.18)

�c�c(p
2 = m 2

ghost)= 0 �xes �A

Thereby wehavede�ned thetransversalpartofthe2-pointfunction according to

�A �A �(p;� p)� ���(p;� p)= (��� �
p�p�
p2

)�T(p2)+
p�p�
p2

�L(p2): (2.19)

The wave function renorm alizations zi are determ ined on the residua ofthe respective

2-pointfunctions,

@p2�
T(p2 = m 2)= 1 �xes zA

Re@p2�’1’1(p
2 = m 2

H )= 1 �xes z1 (2.20)

@p2�’2’2(p
2 = �2)= 1 �xes z2 ;

whereastheparam etersxiarechosen tobe�xed on theexternal�eld partatan arbitrary

norm alization point�:

�Y1q1(p
2 = �2)= x(0)1 �xes x1 (2.21)

�Y2q2(p
2 = �2)= x(0)2 �xes x2
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x(0)1 and x(0)2 areassum ed to bepurenum bers(e.g.1 or0)throughoutthepaper.Using

rigid invariancethey arenotindependentbutx(0)2 = x(0)1 + O (�h)(cf.(6.4)).

Itrem ainstogiveanappropriatenorm alization conditionforthecouplinge.Thiscoupling

can bedeterm ined atthe3-pointfunction �A �’1’2 ata norm alization m om entum pnorm :

@p�
1
�A �’1’2(� p1 � p2;p1;p2)

�
�
�
fpig= pnorm

= � ie��� �xes ze (2.22)

Finally we have to require the 2-dim ensionalBRS-invariantscalar�eld polynom ial(see

appendix A)to vanish:

�’1 = 0 �xes � (2.23)

Applying these norm alization conditions to the tree approxim ation and requiring the

gaugecondition (2.12)theoriginalclassicalaction �cl (2.8)isrecovered up to the m odi-

�cationsencoutered in (2.16)and (2.17),i.e.za = 1+ �za with �za oforder�h.

W hen controlling the gauge param eteralgebraically (the subjectofthispaper)one gets

restrictionson thegaugeparam eterdependenceofthefreeparam etersza.In higherorders

these restrictionshave to be extended to a properde�nition ofthe norm alization condi-

tions.Them ain resultofthispaperistheobservation thattheon shellconditions(2.18)

forthephysicalparticlesarein com plete agreem entwith therestrictionsgiven on gauge

param eterdependence,whereasthe de�nition ofthe coupling (2.22)hasto be m odi�ed

in an appropriateway.Itturnsoutthatthe W ard identity oflocalsym m etry (cf.(7.1))

can beused to �x thegaugeparam eterdependence ofthevertex �A � ’1’2 correctly.

3. A lgebraic controlofgauge param eter dependence

Let us now turn to the proper subject ofthis paper: the controlofgauge param eter

dependence. W e start with the observations that forthe classicalaction �cl the gauge

param eterdependence isgiven by a BRS variation1

@��cl=
1

2

Z

B 2 =
1

2
s
Z

�cB (3.1)

and thatthe r.h.s.therefore vanishesbetween physicalstates,i.e.physicalquantitiesas

theS-m atrix aregaugeparam eterindependentin thetreeapproxim ation asthey should.

Now we can ask whetheritispossible to extend thisstatem entto higherorders. There

thedi�erentiation with respectto � producesa non-trivialinsertion,

@��=
hZ 1

2
B 2 + O (�h)

i

4
� �; (3.2)

1Eq.(3.1)isthe deeperreason forintroducing the auxiliary �eld B .
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which cannotbehandled in such asim plewayasitwasthecasein thetreeapproxim ation.

(Note thatthe vertex B 2 can be inserted non-trivially into loop diagram s according to

the appearance ofthe m ixed B -A � propagator.) To prove �-independence ofphysical

quantities dem ands quite a technicale�ort [2],ifone does not use speci�cally adapted

tools.Such a toolhasbeen provided by ref.[4]and consistsin BRS-transform ing � into

a Grassm ann variable� with ��-charge+1:

s� = � ; s� = 0 (3.3)

Accordingly theST identity (2.14)hasto bem odi�ed into:

S(�)+ �@��= 0 (3.4)

Di�erentiating thislasteq.with respectto � and evaluating at� = 0 leadsto

� s�= 0� @��
�
�
�
�= 0

+ @��j�= 0 = 0: (3.5)

In the m odelunderinvestigation s� isde�ned in (6.19)and is{ roughly speaking { the

functionalgeneralization ofs. Hence (3.5) is nothing else but the functionalanalog of

(3.1),which can be { in contrastto (3.2){ controlled in higherorders. In otherwords:

Proving (3.4)to allordersofperturbation theory autom atically yieldsthe �-dependence

ofthe1-PIGreen functionsin an algebraicway.

In theorieswith spontaneousbreaking ofthesym m etry (asin theAbelian Higgsm odel)

even a second gauge param eter�A hasto be introduced via the ’tHooftterm . Forthe

purposeofthispaperwerestrictourselvesto theconsideration ofthedependenceon the

gaugeparam eter� only and do notBRS-transform �A.However,weallow that�A m ight

bea function of�.Forthisreason the’tHooftgauge,which isde�ned by thechoice

�A = � ; (3.6)

isautom atically included in ourdiscussion.

W e wantto �nish thissection by writing down how the classicalaction (2.8)hasto be

m odi�ed due to the BRS-transform ing gauge param eter� (3.3). The only place,where

� appears,is the gauge �xing term (2.12) and { in the ’t Hooft gauge { the ��-part.

Evaluating theBRS variationsweend up with

�g:f:+ ��� � ! �g:f:+ ��� + �
Z �

1

2
�cB + (@��A)m �c’2 � (@��̂A)m �c’̂2

�

: (3.7)

Notethat��cB aswellas��c’2 can benon-trivially inserted intoloop diagram s.Therefore

the renorm alization ofthe m odelfor� 6= 0 hasto be carried outcarefully to allorders

looking thereby into them odi�cationsappearing from gaugeparam eterdependence.
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4. Slavnov-Taylor identity for � 6= 0

Following the rem arks ofthe last section we are able to controlthe gauge param eter

dependence oftheGreen functions,ifweconstructthem with thehelp ofthe�-enlarged

ST identity2

S(�)�

Z (

@�c
��

�A�
+ B

��

��c
+
��

�Y

��

�’
+ q

��

�’̂

)

+ �@��= 0: (4.1)

BecausetheST identity doesnotprescribethegauge�xing term s,wecan also postulate

thegaugecondition (2.12),

��

�B

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

= �B + @A � e
�

(’̂1 � �A
m

e
)’2 � ’̂2(’1 � �̂A

m

e
)

�

; (4.2)

to hold forthe solution � of(4.1).Itisworth to note that(4.2)iswellde�ned and can

beintegrated in allordersofperturbation theory dueto thelinearity in thepropagating

�elds.

Because � isa Grassm ann variableand therefore�2 = 0,thevertex functional� can be

decom posed into a �-independentand an explicitly �-dependentpart,

�= �̂+ �Q ; (4.3)

where Q is the generating functionalofGreen functions with ��-charge � 1. Inserting

thisansatzinto (4.1),m aking useof�2 = 0,and lookingforterm sproportionalto�0 and

�1 oneim m ediately gets:

�0 :
Z (

@�c
��̂

�A�
+ B

��̂

��c
+
��̂

�Y

��̂

�’
+ q

��̂

�’̂

)

= 0 (4.4)

�1 :
Z (

@�c
�(�Q)

�A�
+ B

�(�Q)

��c
+
�(�Q)

�Y

��̂

�’
+
��̂

�Y

�(�Q)

�’
+ q

�(�Q)

�’̂

)

+ �@��̂ = 0 (4.5)

Equation (4.4)isexactly the ST identity (4.1)for� = 0,which hasbeen studied in [6].

Therefore we only have to consider (4.5) and to investigate the m odi�cations brought

aboutby theBRS-varying gaugeparam etervia the�-dependentpartQ.

Firstwe have to look forthe generalclassicalsolution ofthe ST identity (4.5)in order

to �nd the free param eters ofthe m odel. The generalsolution �̂
gen

cl has already been

presented in section 2and isgiven explicitly in appendix A.In theclassicalapproxim ation

thedecom position (4.3)im pliesthatQ isalocal�eld polynom ialwith dim ension lessthan

2From hereon weusethe sym bolS forallthe di�erentialoperatorson the l.h.s.of(3.4).
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orequalto four,carries��-charge � 1 and iseven undercharge conjugation. The m ost

generalansatzforQ cl isthereforegiven by (seetableofquantum num bers)

Q cl =
R
fd1Y1’1 + d̂1Y1’̂1 + dY1 + d2Y2’2 + d̂2Y2’̂2

+ f�c’2 + f̂�c’̂2 + ~f�cB + fA �c@A

+ h1�c’1’2 + h2�c’̂1’2 + h3�c’1’̂2 + h4�c’̂1’̂2g ; (4.6)

and the 13 param etersd1;d̂1;d;:::;h3;h4 have to be determ ined with the help of(4.5).

This calculation is straightforward and m ost easily done by di�erentiating (4.5) with

respectto suitable�eldsand then com paring coe�cientsofindependentterm s.W e�nd:

Q cl= Q e:f:+ Q �� (4.7)

with (x(0)1 = x(0)2 � x classically,see(6.4),and �’i= ’i� x’̂i)

Q e:f: =

Z �
1

4
(@�lnz1 + @�lnz2)(Y1�’1 + Y2�’2) (4.8)

+
1

4
(@�lnz1 � @�lnz2)(Y1�’1 � Y2�’2)� @�x(Y1’̂1 + Y2’̂2)

�

;

Q �� =

Z (

�
1

4
e�c(@�lnz1 + @�lnz2)

 

(�’1 +
p
zm

p
z1ze

m

e
)’̂2 � �’2(’̂1 � �A

m

e
)

!

(4.9)

�
1

4
e�c(@�lnz1 � @�lnz2)

 

(�’1 +
p
zm

p
z1ze

m

e
)’̂2 + �’2(’̂1 � �A

m

e
)

!

+(@��A)m �c�’2 +
1

2
�cB

�

The param eters z1;z2;zm ;ze;x as wellas �A in (4.8),(4.9) are the free param eters ap-

pearing in the generalsolution �̂ ofthe ST identity (4.1) for � = 0. Please note that

the coe�cients in Q cl are fully determ ined as functions ofthese param eters. The ST

identity (4.5) does not only determ ine Q cl,but even restricts the �-dependence ofthe

freeparam eters:W hereasthewave function renorm alizationsz1;z2 and x areallowed to

depend arbitrarily on thegaugeparam eter,theparam etersze;zA;zm ;zm H
and �2 haveto

beindependentofthegaugeparam eter�:

@�ze = 0;@�zA = 0; (4.10)

@�zm = 0;@�zm H
= 0;@��2 = 0

This m eans that only the �-independent part ofthese param eters has to be �xed by

norm alization conditions,the �-dependent part,however,is com pletely determ ined by

the�-enlarged ST identity and onecannotdisposeon itby a norm alization condition.

Applying the norm alization conditions to the generalclassicalsolution ofthe ST iden-

tity the constraints(4.10)are trivially ful�lled,because e;m H and m are �-independent
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physicalparam etersofthe m odel. Ifone would take these param eters depending on �,

then,ofcourse,the S-m atrix would depend on the gauge param eter �. Such a choice

is com pletely unphysicalbut it would be allowed just looking into the renorm alization

ofthe m odelvia the ordinary ST identity. In the tree approxim ation itisobviousthat

nobody willintroduce such a strange �-dependence into the theory. In higher orders,

however,the couplingshave to be �xed atsom e value ofnon-localGreen functions,and

there it is m uch less obvious and transparent,how one has to dealwith the splitting

into �-dependentand �-independentquantitiesin thenorm alization conditions.A wrong

adjustm entof�-dependentcounterterm swillintroduce�-dependenceintotheS-m atrix in

thesam e way aswe have illustrated above forthetree approxim ation.The nextsection

is devoted to the analysis,how the classicalrestrictions are continued to higher order

perturbation theory.

5. G auge param eter dependence ofG reen functions

Having com pleted thecharacterization oftheclassicalm odelvia theST identity thenext

step would be the proofofthe �-dependentST identity to allorders.W e don’twantto

go into the details here,but only m ention that,according to the considerations in [4],

the proofof(4.1)(for� 6= 0)can be reduced to the proofofthe ST identity for� = 0.

It turns out that no anom aly occurs,and once suitable counterterm s are adjusted the

�-enlarged ST identity (4.1)isvalid in allorders,

S(�)= 0; (5.1)

with � being the generating functionalof1-PIGreen functions,which includesalso the

�{dependentcontributions.Accordingly thevalidity of(5.1)willbeassum ed throughout

thefollowing.

In orderto extend the restrictions on gauge param eterdependence found in the classi-

calapproxim ation (4.10) to higher orders we have to consider the �-dependence ofthe

non-localGreen functions,on which the norm alization conditionsare applied. Thereby

we want to restrict ourselves to the case,where the Higgs particle is a stable particle,

i.e.m 2
H < 4m 2.The im aginary partisthen vanishing forthe selfenergy ofthe Higgsat

p2 = m 2
H aswellasforthetransversalpartofthevectorselfenergy atp2 = m 2 [8].

�-independenceoftheparam eter� istrivially continued tohigherorders:TheST identity

readsforthe�-derivativeof�’1 in m om entum space:

@��Y1(0)�’1’1(0)+ @��Y1’1(0)�’1(0)= � @��’1(0) (5.2)
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Applying the norm alization condition (2.23),which requires vanishing ofthe vacuum

expectation valueoftheHiggs�eld,weend up with thecondition

(� m2H + O (�h))@��Y1 = 0 =) @��Y1 = 0; (5.3)

which isvalid to allordersofperturbation theory.

W e now turn to the transversalpartofthe vector2-pointfunction,which wasfound to

begaugeparam eterindependentin theclassicalapproxim ation (@�zA = 0 and @�zm = 0).

Thisrestriction isvalid alsoin higherordersofperturbation theory:Usingtheresult(5.3)

onegetsfrom theST identity:

@��Y2A �
(p;� p)�’2A �

(p;� p)+ @��Y2A �
(p;� p)�’2A �

(p;� p)= � @����(p;� p) (5.4)

BecauseofLorentzinvarianceonehas

@��Y2A �
(p;� p) =

p�
m
f1(

p2

m 2
); (5.5)

�’2A �
(p;� p) = p�m f2(

p2

m 2
)= ip�m + O (�h);

and the l.h.s.of(5.4)only contributes to the longitudinalpartof@����(p;� p). Acting

with thetransversalprojectoron (5.4)itiseasily seen thatthetransversalpartof��� is

independentof� to allordersofperturbation theory:

@��
T(p2)= 0 with �A �A �

� ��� = (��� �
p�p�
p2

)�T +
p�p�
p2

�L (5.6)

Thisequation hastwo consequences:Ittellsusthatthenon-localcontributionsto�T(p2)

are �-independent,and also that the counterterm s have to be adjusted in such a way,

that(5.6)isful�lled orderby orderin perturbation theory.Accordingly wehaveto check

whether the norm alization conditions that we have im posed on the transversalpart of

thevector2-pointfunction (2.18),(2.20)arecom patible with (5.6).Testing (5.6)atthe

norm alization pointsitisseen thattheon-shellcondition isin agreem entwith (5.6):

@p2@��
T(p2)

�
�
�
p2= �2m

= @�1 = 0; (5.7)

@��
T(p2)

�
�
�
p2= m 2

= @�0 = 0 (5.8)

(Here we have even relaxed the com plete on-shellcondition by perm itting an arbitrary

norm alization point�m for�xing the residuum .) W orking in a schem e withoutexplicit

norm alization conditionslike the M S-schem e (5.6)hasto be proven in concrete calcula-

tionsorderbyorderin perturbation theory.Theconstraintsonthevector2-pointfunction

look very sim pleand obviousin theAbelian Higgsm odel,butin thissim pleway they are
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only availableby thealgebraiccontrolofgaugeparam eterdependence.

M uch m ore interesting,however,isthe extension of@�zm H
= 0 (4.10)to higherorders.

Firstweconsiderthewavefunction renorm alization ofthescalarparticles,i.e.thegauge

param eterdependence of@p2�’i’i(p
2).Testing theST identity with respectto theHiggs

and thewould-beGoldstoneweget(using again (5.3)):

@��Y1’1(p
2)�’1’1(p

2) = � @��’1’1(p
2); (5.9)

@��Y2’2(p
2)�’2’2(p

2) = � @��’2’2(p
2)

The norm alization conditions on the residua (2.20) uniquely �x the Green functions

@��Yi’i(p
2),explicitly

@��Yi’i(�
2

i)= � (@p2@��Yi’i)
�
�
�
p2= �2

i

�’i’i(�
2

i) (5.10)

where we have also used a relaxed form ofthe com plete on-shellcondition ofthe Higgs

2-point function. This equation is well-de�ned order by order in perturbation theory

because @p2@��Yi’i(p
2) is non-localand uniquely determ ined from lower orders. In the

com pleteon-shellschem e (5.10)sim pli�esto3

@��Yi’i(m
2

H )= 0 (5.11)

Eq.(5.9)com pletelygovernsthe�-dependenceoftheHiggsself-energy.However,�’1’1(p
2)

involvestwofreeparam eters,nam elythewavefunction norm alization and theHiggsm ass.

Once@��Y1’1(p
2)is�xed onethereforehasto adjustthem asscounterterm in such a way

that eq.(5.9) is identically ful�lled. In contrast to the transversalpart ofthe vector

2-pointfunction the l.h.s. of(5.9)isfarfrom being trivial,because the vertex function

@��Y1’1(p
2)isnon-local,i.e.itdependson them om entum p2,duetonon-trivialinsertions

ofthevertex �cB (seeappendix B forthe1-loop diagram s).Thesenon-localcontributions

govern the�-dependenceofthenon-localcontributionstotheHiggsselfenergy.In 1-loop

ordereq.(5.9)reads

@��
(1)

Y1’1
(p2)(p2 � m2H )= � @��

(1)

’1’1
(p2): (5.12)

Testing atp2 = m 2
H and using theon-shellcondition fortheHiggs(2.18)weseethatthe

l.h.s.aswellasthe r.h.s.vanish.Thisresultdoesnotdepend on the norm alization one

haschosen fortheresiduum .

Therefore the on-shellconditionsare shown to satisfy the restrictionsdictated on gauge

3Therefrom itisim m ediately deduced,thatthenorm alization conditionsofref.[2],which in addition

�x thecoupling atan on-shellm om entum on thetransversalpartof�A � A � ’ 1
,arein com pleteagreem ent

with the BRS-varying gaugeparam eter.
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param eter dependence via a BRS-varying gauge param eter. Finally,these argum ents

can im m ediately be applied to allorders ofperturbation theory. This result is quite

rem arkable and underlines once m ore the relevance ofthe on-shellconditions for the

proper�eld theoreticde�nition ofspontaneously broken theories.

W e now com e to the last constraint: the gauge param eter independence ofze and its

com patibility with the norm alization condition (2.22). It is quite instructive to write

down explicitly theequation which governsthe�-dependenceof�A � ’1’2:

@��Y1’1(p
2

1
)�’1’2A �

(p1;p2;p) + @��Y2’2(p
2

2
)�’1’2A �

(p1;p2;p)

+@��Y2’1A �
(p2;p1;p)�’2’2(p

2

2
) + @��Y1’2A �

(p1;p2;p)�’1’1(p
2

1
) (5.13)

+@��Y2’1’2(p;p1;p2)�’2A �
(� p;p) = � @��’1’2A �

(p1;p2;p)

This equation com pletely determ ines the �-dependence ofthe 3-point vertex. In fact,

ifthe residua ofthe Higgs and the would-be Goldstone are �xed by the norm alization

conditions(5.9)and (5.10),eq.(5.13)doesnotinvolve any free param eters,because all

other �-dependent contributions are non-local. It is even not possible to evaluate the

l.h.s. ata norm alization pointasitwasthe case forthe 2-pointfunctions. Therefore,if

oneinsistsin �xing thecoupling ata norm alization pointaswehave donein (2.22),one

isforced tointroduceareferencepoint�o in orderto�x thegaugeparam eterindependent

part,and hasto govern �-dependence by eq.(5.13)which isquite a troublesom e task in

explicitcalculations(seeref.[4]fordetails).

Instead we willshow thatsuch a treatm entisnotnecessary in theAbelian Higgsm odel

ifoneagreesto�x thecoupling on thelocalW ard identity asitiselaborated in section 7.

6. R igid invariance

The �-independentpartofthe generating functionalof1-PIirreducible Green functions

wasshown [6]to satisfy a W ard identity ofrigid sym m etry to allordersofperturbation

theory:

Ŵ gen�
�
�
�
�= 0

= 0 (6.1)

with

Ŵ gen
�

Z (

� z� 1’2
�

�’1
+ z(’1 � �̂A

m

e
)
�

�’2
� zY2

�

�Y1
+ z� 1Y1

�

�Y2

� z� 1’̂2
�

�’̂1
+ z(’̂1 � �A

m

e
)
�

�’̂2
� z� 1q2

�

�q1
+ zq1

�

�q2

)

(6.2)

13



The param eters z; �̂A and �A are uniquely determ ined by the norm alization conditions

im posed on the residua oftheHiggsparticle ’1 and theGoldstoneboson ’2 (2.20),and

the m assnorm alization ofthe ghostsand the Higgsparticle (2.18). They are expanded

in ordersofthecoupling e according to theloop expansion,

z= 1+ �z;�̂A = � 1+ x�A + ��̂A ;�A = �(0)A + O (�h); (6.3)

with �z = O (�h)and �̂�A = O (�h).In addition the rigid W ard identity im posesa relation

between thevertex function �Y1q1 and �Y2q2.Thereforeaswehavealready m entioned,the

param etersx1 and x2 arenotindependentfrom each other:

x(0)2 = x(0)1 + O (�h) ; x � x(0)1 (6.4)

In generalthe param eters appearing in the W ard identity are functions ofthe gauge

param eter�. In fact,in the ’tHooftgauge �A and �̂A depend on the gauge param eter

even in lowestorderofperturbation theory:

�A = � ; �̂A = � 1+ x� (6.5)

W enow havethetask to study them odi�cationsof(6.1),(6.2)broughtaboutby a BRS

transform ing gauge param eter�.Firstwe willlook atthe classicalapproxim ation,then

to higherorders.

6.1. C lassicalapproxim ation

The application ofthe W ard operator Ŵ gen (6.2) to the generalclassicalsolution �
gen

cl

(4.3)oftheST identity (4.1)givesa�rstinsightintothem odi�cationsexpected in higher

ordersofperturbation theory:

Ŵ gen�
gen

cl = Ŵ gen(̂�
gen

cl + �Q)= Ŵ gen�̂
gen

cl + �Ŵ genQ = �Ŵ genQ (6.6)

with (z=
q

z1
z2
classically)

Ŵ genQ =

Z (

� @�z(Y2 + e�c(’̂1 � �A
m

e
))(�’1 +

p
zm

p
z1ze

m

e
)

+ @�z
� 1(Y1 � e�c’̂2)�’2

+ z

 

(@�(̂�A
m

e
)� x@�(�A

m

e
))Y2 + @�(�Am )�c(�’1 +

p
zm

p
z1ze

m

e
)

! )

6= 0(6.7)

Ther.h.s.of(6.6)isnon-vanishing,becausez aswellas�A areallowed to depend on the

gaugeparam eter�.In the tree approxim ation the ’tHooftgauge (6.5)breaksthe naive

rigid invarianceby

Ŵ �cl= �
Z

m �c(’1 � x’̂1 +
m

e
): (6.8)
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Thisbreaking ofrigid invarianceispotentially harm fulbecauseoftheappearanceofnon-

linearterm sin thepropagating(and interacting)�elds,theseterm snotbeingwell-de�ned

in higherordersand leading to non-trivialinsertions. Therefore one hasto absorb these

term sinto afunctionaloperator�V gen which cancelstheunwanted term swhen acting on

�
gen

cl . A naturalchoice isgiven by extending the operatorsappearing in Ŵ gen asfaras

possibleto invariantoperatorsoftheenlarged �-varying BRS transform ations,i.e.:

z� 1(’̂2
�

�’̂1
+ q2

�

�q1
) � ! z� 1(’̂2

�

�’̂1
+ q2

�

�q1
)+ �@�z

� 1’̂2
�

�q1

z(’̂1
�

�’̂2
+ q1

�

�q2
) � ! z(’̂1

�

�’̂2
+ q1

�

�q2
)+ �@�z’̂1

�

�q2
(6.9)

z�A
m

e

�

�’̂2
� ! z�A

m

e

�

�’̂2
+ �@�(z�A )

m

e

�

�q2

A shortcalculation showsthatthe�-enlarged W ard operatorW gen,

W gen = Ŵ gen + �V gen ; (6.10)

V gen = @�
Z (

z(’̂1 � �A
m

e
)
�

�q2
� z� 1’̂2

�

�q1

)

;

rem oves the harm fulbreakings leaving only expressions linearin the propagating �elds

on ther.h.s.,which cannotbeinserted non-trivially into higherorders’loop diagram s:

W gen�
gen

cl = �� br (6.11)

with

� br = @�
Z �

z� 1Y1’2 � zY2(’1 � �̂A
m

e
)

�

(6.12)

In the tree approxim ation when applying the norm alization conditions (i.e.z = 1) the

’tHooftgaugeyields:

W �cl= (Ŵ � �
m

e

�

�q2
)�cl= �

Z

Y2
m

e
(6.13)

6.2. H igher O rders

Ouraim isto dem onstratethevalidity ofthe(�-)deform ed W Ito allorders,when W gen

(6.10)actson thegenerating functionalof1-PIGreen functions�:

W gen�= �@�
Z �

z� 1Y1’2 � zY2(’1 � �̂A
m

e
)

�

(6.14)

In thefollowing we don’twantto rely on specialpropertiesofa speci�c renorm alization

schem e,instead wewilltrytoworkschem e-independently (asfaraspossible).Accordingly
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weonly assum ethatin theschem eused theaction principleholds.Thisaction principle

tellsusthat

W gen�= ~�� �; (6.15)

where ~� is a localintegrated insertion with dim ension less than or equalto four,��-

charge0 and odd underchargeconjugation.BecausetheW ard identity hasalready been

established at� = 0 (6.1) ~� hasto depend explicitly on �,

~�= � ~� � ; (6.16)

where ~� � has��-charge� 1.

Thesecond ingredient,needed fortheproof,isacertain transform ation behaviourofW gen

(6.10)with respectto BRS invariance: Acting with Ŵ gen (6.2)on the ST identity (4.1)

yields

Ŵ gen
S(�)= s�(Ŵ

gen�)� �(@�Ŵ
gen)�= 0: (6.17)

The operators (6.9) are chosen in such a way as to satisfy the consistency condition

(6.17)by construction.Thereforeonederivesforthe�-enlarged operatorW gen (6.10)the

consistency condition

0 = W gen
S(�)= s�(W

gen�)

� �

"

@�
Z (

� z� 1’2
�

�’1
+ z(’1 � �̂A

m

e
)
�

�’2
� zY2

�

�Y1
+ z� 1Y1

�

�Y2

) #

�;(6.18)

wheres� isgiven by:

s� =
Z (

@�c
�

�A�
+ B

�

��c
+
��

�Y

�

�’
+
��

�’

�

�Y
+ q

�

�’̂

)

+ �@� (6.19)

Furtherm oreonecalculates:

s��� br= � �s�@�
Z �

z� 1Y1’2 � zY2(’1 � �̂A
m

e
)

�

= � �

"

@�
Z (

z� 1’2
�

�’1
� z(’1 � �̂A

m

e
)
�

�’2
+ zY2

�

�Y1
� z� 1Y1

�

�Y2

) #

�(6.20)

Please note thatthederivation ofthe consistency condition (6.18)aswellas(6.20)only

usestheinvarianceofthevertex functional� with respectto theSlavnov-Tayloridentity,

and doesnotrely on any explicitexpressionsforthe Green functions.Com bining (6.18)

and (6.20)onegets

s�(W
gen�� ��br)= 0 (6.21)

which isvalid toallordersofperturbation theoryand constrainsthebreakingoftheW ard

identity (6.15),(6.16)to bes�-invariant.

s�(�~� � � �� ��br)= 0 (6.22)
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From here on we proceed by induction order by order in perturbation theory in order

to prove the �-enlarged W ard identity ofrigid sym m etry. The W ard identity hasbeen

established in thetreeaproxim ation (6.13)and accordingtothequantum action principle

theW Iisbroken atleastby a localpolynom ialin the�eldsin 1-loop order:

�

W gen�

�(� 1)

� ��(� 1)br = �� (1)

� (6.23)

The param etersz;�A;�̂A appearing in (6.23)are uniquely determ ined at� = 0 and ex-

panded including 1-loop order.Applyingtheoperators� toequation (6.23)and using the

consistency condition (6.22)givesin 1-loop order

s���
(1)

� = s�cl��
(1)

� + O (�h2)= 0: (6.24)

Solving (6.24) is a purely classicalproblem now. The list ofindependent polynom ials

constituting �
(1)

� can begiven in thefollowing form :

�
(1)

� =
R
fw1Y1’2 + w2Y1’̂2 + w3Y2 + w4Y2’1 + w5Y2’̂1

+w6�c+ w7(� xY2 + e�c(�’1 + v))+ w8�c’̂1 + w9�cA
2

+w10�c’
2

1 + w11’̂1(� xY2 + e�c(�’1 + v))+ w12�c’̂
2

1 + w13�c’
2

2

+w14’̂2(� xY1 � e�c�’2)+ w15�c’̂
2

2

o

(6.25)

Allthecoe�cientsw i arepurely 1-loop.

Acting with s�= 0�cl
on (6.25)yields:

s�= 0
�cl

�
(1)

� =

Z �

w1(’2
��cl
�’1

� Y1
��cl
�Y2

)+ w4(’1
��cl
�’2

� Y2
��cl
�Y1

)+ w3

��cl
�’2

(6.26)

+w14(’̂2
��cl
�’̂1

+ q2
��cl
�q1

)+ w11(’̂1
��cl
�’̂2

+ q1
��cl
�q2

)+ w7

��cl
�’̂2

+w2(’̂2
��cl
�’1

� Y1q2)+ w5(’̂1
��cl
�’2

� Y2q1)

+w6B + w8(B ’̂1 � �cq1)+ w12(B ’̂
2

1
� �cs’̂2

1
)+ w15(B ’̂

2

2
� �cs’̂2

2
)

+w9(B A
2
� �csA2)+ w10(B ’

2

1 � �cs’21)+ w13(B ’
2

2 � �cs’22)
�

The polynom ialsin (6.26)are notallindependent asitisseen from the classicalW ard

identity

W �cl

�
�
�
�= 0

= 0: (6.27)

Thism eansthatthereisa s�-invariantin thebasisofthe�
(1)

� ,which could giveriseto a

�-anom aly oftheglobalW ard identity.Theoperatorsofthe�rsttwo linesjustconstitute

Ŵ and therefore one has to elim inate one ofthese polynom ials via the classicalW ard
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identity,forinstance’2
��cl
�’1

� Y1
��cl
�Y2

.Therem aining 14 polynom ialsareindependentand

according to theconsistency condition (6.24)theircoe�cientshave to vanish.Therefore

thebreaking oftheW ard identity isrestricted to ones�-invariantwhosecoe�cientisnot

availableby algebraicconsistency:

(W gen�)(� 1) = �� (� 1)

br + w1�
Z �

(Y1 � e�c’̂2)�’2 � (Y2 + e�c(’̂1 �
m

e
�A))(�’1 +

m

e
)
�

(6.28)

Thecoe�cientw 1 hastobedeterm ined by an explicittest.Testingeq.(6.28)with respect

toY1’2 and Y2’1 atan asym ptoticm om entum p21 � m 2
i,wherethethreepointfunctions

disappear,thecoe�cientw 1 iseasily determ ined,

�
(1)

Y1’1
(p21 )+ �

(1)

Y2’2
(p21 ) = � �w1 ; (6.29)

�
(1)

Y1’1
(p21 )+ �

(1)

Y2’2
(p21 ) = �w1 ;

and therefore

w1 = 0: (6.30)

Theequations(6.28)and (6.30)establish the�-dependentW ard identity ofrigid sym m e-

try at1-loop orderassuggested by theclassicalapproxim ation.

Itisclearhow theinduction proofhasto be�nished:W eassum e thevalidity ofthe W I

(6.14)in ordern of�h. W e conclude,passing through exactly the sam e steps asabove,

thattheW Ialso holdsatordern + 1.Hencewehaveproven to allorders:

W gen�= �� br (6.31)

7. T he localW ard identity

W e conclude the generaltreatm entofthe �-dependence in the Abelian Higgsm odelby

constructing a local�-dependent W Iwhich expresses the invariance ofGreen functions

underdeform ed localgaugetransform ationsand sim ultaneously governsthe�-dependence

oftheseGreen functions.In ref.[6]itwasshown thatat� = 0 the1-PIGreen functions

satisfy thelocalW ard identity:

((e+ �e)wgen(x)� @�
�

�A�
)�
�
�
�
�= 0

= 2B (7.1)

Thelocal(�-dependent)operatorw gen isde�ned from therigid one(6.10)by takingaway

theintegration:

W gen =

Z

d4x w gen(x) (7.2)
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�e isoforder�h and isdeterm ined by the norm alization condition im posed for�xing the

coupling e in higherorderperturbativecalculations.

The m ain resultin deriving the local�{dependent W ard identity isthe proof,thatthe

overallnorm alization factorofthem attertransform ationse+ �ehastobeindependentof

thegaugeparam etertoallordersofperturbation theory.Thisexpressestheconstraintwe

havefound forthe�{dependenceofthevertexfunction�A � ’1’2 from theST identity(5.13)

attheleveloftheW ard identity,whereitiseasily m anageablein concretecalculations.

Thederivation ofthelocal�-dependentW ard identity relieson thesam etwo ingredients

astheoneoftherigid W ard identity,nam ely theaction principleand thetransform ation

behaviourofthelocalW ard operatorw gen(x)(7.2)underBRS transform ations.Com bin-

ing theinform ation gained aboutthetransform ation ofthevertex functionalunderrigid

sym m etry (6.14)and aboutthe existence ofthe localW ard identity at� = 0 (7.1)the

action principle tellsusthatat� 6= 0 the localW ard identity isatleastbroken by the

localpolynom ial�D br(x)and thedivergence ofa �-dependentcurrent�@�|�,i.e.:

((e+ �e)wgen(x)� @�
�

�A�
)�= 2B + (e+ �e)�D br(x)+ �[@�|

�]� � (7.3)

D br(x)isde�ned to bethenon-integrated breaking term � br (6.12)oftherigid W I:

D br(x)= @�

�

z� 1Y1’2 � zY2(’1 � �̂A
m

e
)

�

; � br =

Z

d4x D br(x) (7.4)

The current|� has��-charge -1,dim ension 3 and isodd undercharge conjugation. In-

specting thequantum num bersofthe�eldsin question itturnsoutthatthereisonly one

�eld polynom ialsatisfying theaboverequirem ents,

|� = u@��c; (7.5)

which islinearin thepropagating �eldsand thereforea trivalinsertion to allorders.

Turningnow totheconsistency conditionsforthelocalW ard identity onederivesin direct

analogy to (6.18){(6.21):

0= w gen(x)S(�)= s�(w gen(x)�� �Dbr(x)) ; (7.6)

0= @�
�

�A�
S(�)= s�

�

@�
�

�A�
�
�

(7.7)

Applying the�-dependents�-operator(6.19)to eq.(7.3)and using theconsistency con-

dition (7.6)one�ndsthefollowing algebraicconstraintvalid to allordersofperturbation

theory:

�
�

@�(e+ �e)
�

w gen�= � �s�u2�c= � �u2B (7.8)
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In thetreeapproxim ation,where@�e= 0 istrivially ful�lled,itfollows

u(0) = 0; (7.9)

which isin agreem entwith theexplicitdeterm ination.

Forhigherorderswehaveto notethatthetwo insertionsw gen� and 2B areindependent

and have to vanish separately in order to ful�llthe consistency condition (7.8). This

im pliesto allorders

u = 0 and @��e= 0 : (7.10)

Theindependenceofthetwoinsertionsisseen im m ediately bycalculatingthelowestorder

ofw gen� at� = 0:

w gen�
�
�
�
�= 0

= @�[jm atter
� ]� � (7.11)

with

jm atter
� = �’2@� �’1 � (�’1 +

m

e
)@� �’2 + eA �(�’

2

2
+ (�’1 +

m

e
)2)+ O (�h) (7.12)

jm atter
� is{ in contrastto 2B { non-trivially inserted into higherorders’loop diagram s.

ThereforethelocalW ard-identity

 

(e+ �e)wgen(x)� @�
�

�A�

!

�= 2B + (e+ �e)�D br(x) (7.13)

with therestriction

@�(e+ �e)= 0 (7.14)

isestablished to allordersofperturbation theory.Becauseofthespontaneoussym m etry

breaking,in w gen there appear the derivatives with respect to ’2 and ’̂2. Hence local

gaugeinvarianceisnon-triviallyform ulated atthelevelofGreen functionswhen com pared

to classicalgaugeinvarianceacting on �elds.

Aswehavealready m entioned them ain resultisthe�-independenceofthefactore+ �e

appearing in the localW ard identity. Thisisa highly non-trivialresultin higherorders

ofperturbation theory and can be deduced only with the form alism ofa BRS-varying

gauge param eter �. Finding in a explicit calculation �e to be �-dependent m eans that

thenorm alization conditionsim posed arenotin agreem entwith the�-enlarged Slavnov-

Tayloridentity and itissuggested thatundersuch circum stancesthe �-independence of

theS-m atrix cannotbeproven which in turn isa desasterforthede�nition ofthetheory.

Therefore itis obvious thatwe can also use the localW ard identity in orderto �x the

couplinge,i.e.werequirethelocalW ard identity tobeexacttoallordersofperturbation

theory:

((ew gen(x)� @�
�

�A�
)�
�
�
�
�= 0

= 2B (7.15)
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Thislasteq.readsforthevertex function in question:

e
�

z� 1�’1’1(p
2
1)� z(�’2’2(p

2
2)� �̂A

m

e
�’2’1’2(p;p1;p2)� �A

m

e
�’̂2’1’2(p;p1;p2))

�

= i(p�1 + p�2)�A �’1’2(p;p1;p2) (7.16)

with p� + p�1 + p�2 = 0

Aslong aswedo notapply a norm alization condition for�xing thecoupling e,thevertex

�A �’1’2(p;p1;p2)isonly determ ined up to a localcontribution,i.e.a �nitecounterterm ,

which can beadded in each order:

�0
(n)

A � ’1’2
(p;p1;p2)= �

(n)

A � ’1’2
(p;p1;p2)� ie(p�1 � p�2)�z

(n)
e (�) (7.17)

�0A �’1’2 and �A �’1’2 areequivalentsolutionsoftheordinary ST-identity at� = 0 foran

arbitrary �ze(�).

Itwasshown,however,thatthedependenceon thegaugeparam etercannotbearbitrarily

adjusted.Instead,thishasto bedonein such a way thattheST identity holdsat� 6= 0.

Equivalently { and thisistherem arkablepointoftheanalysis{ onecan requirethatthe

�-independence ofthe factore+ �e isnotruined. Thisistrivially ful�lled ifwe require

�e = 0. It is seen that the localW ard identity (7.15) uniquely determ ines �ze,ifall

the other norm alization conditions are applied,rigid invariance is established and the

Slavnov-Tayloridentity at� = 0 holds.

Hencetaking theon-shellconditionstogetherwith therequirem ent\W ard identity exact

toallorders"(7.15)thedeterm ination ofthegaugeparam eterdependenceisin agreem ent

with theSlavnov-Tayloridentity at� 6= 0.In explicitcalculationstheseconditionsensure

thatgaugeparam eterdependence ishandled correctly.

Duetothespontaneoussym m etrybreakingtherequirem ent\W ardidentityoflocalinvari-

ancebeing exact" isnotim m ediately related to a physicalinterpretation ofthecoupling,

ascan be done in QED.There the sam e requirem entiseven physical,because the cou-

pling isseen to be the �ne structure constantin the Thom pson lim es. Using the W ard

identity ofrigid sym m etry and the com plete on-shellconditions for the Higgs particle

(2.18),(2.20)one�nds:

p��A � ’1’2(p;p1;p2)

p21 � p22

�
�
�
�
� p2= 0

p2
1
= p2

2
= m 2

H

= ez (7.18)

with z being determ ined from the rigid W ard identity. A sim ilarexpression can be de-

rived fortheon-shellconditions,when theresiduum oftheHiggsis�xed atan arbitrary

norm alization point �. In any case the param eter e has to be adjusted to its physical
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valueby calculating a physicalprocess,which ism anifestly gaugeparam eterindependent

by construction.

8. C onclusions

In thepresentpaperwehaveinvestigated therenorm alization oftheAbelian Higgsm odel

includingaBRS-varyinggaugeparam eter.Thetechniqueswehavepresented relategauge

param eterdependenceoftheGreen functionstotheevaluation ofaclassofghostdiagram s

viatheenlarged Slavnov-Tayloridentity.Thisprocedureiswell-de�ned and can becarried

out by just im plem enting additionalGrassm ann valued vertices into the action. The

diagram s,which determ ine gaugeparam eterdependence,have a m uch sim plerstructure

when com pared to theoriginalones,in generalthey arealso lessdivergent.

The im portance ofthe algebraic m ethod forcontrolling gauge param eterdependence is

founded in the factthatthe Green functionsconstructed with a BRS-varying gauge pa-

ram eter are determ ined in a way which ensures allthe physicalquantities to be gauge

param eterindependentjustby construction.Especially itisseen,thatthenorm alization

conditions,which �x thephysicalparam etersofthem odel(like them assesofthevector

and theHiggsand thecoupling constant),cannotbechosen arbitrarily concerning gauge

param eterdependence. The advantage ofsuch a construction isobvious,because one is

forced to adjustthecounterterm scorrectly already in theprocedureofrenorm alizing the

1-PIGreen functions.Otherwise,ifonedoesnotintroducea BRS-varying gaugeparam -

eter,it can happen,that gauge param eter dependence enters the S-m atrix by a wrong

adjustm entofcounterterm s. Then atthe end,thisdependence hasto berem oved order

by order in perturbation theory by carefully adjusting the gauge param eter dependent

partofthecounterterm sonceagain.Such a treatm entisnottransparentand di�cultto

control,especially ifthem odelcontainsseveralcouplingsand param eters.

In the Abelian Higgs m odel,which we have chosen as the sim plest exam ple ofa spon-

taneously broken gaugetheory,the resultsofthe algebraic m ethod are quite im pressive:

Inspection ofthe Slavnov-Tayloridentitiesand the corresponding diagram stellsusthat

the transversalpartofthe vector selfenergy is independent ofthe gauge param eterto

allordersofperturbation theory.Furtherm ore,itisseen thattheon-shellconditionsfor

the physicalparticles are in com plete agreem ent with the restrictions arising from the

enlarged Slavnov-Tayloridentity.In theAbelian Higgsm odeloneisabletoderivealocal

W ard identity ofgauge sym m etry. W e have proven,thatthe construction prohibitsthe

gaugeparam eterto enterthe overallnorm alization factorofthe m attertransform ations
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(7.13),which in lowestordercoincideswith the coupling. Vice versa,m aking the W ard

identity exactto allorders,ensuresby itselfthatgaugeparam eterdependenceistreated

correctly.

Thetechniquesapplied hereareuniversaland can begeneralized tom orecom plex m odels

and situations,wheneveroneisinterested in an explicitknowledgeaboutgaugeparam eter

dependence or whenever one wants to construct and to analyze gauge param eter inde-

pendentquantities. The S-m atrix isthe m ostim portantobjectforsuch considerations.

In thiscontext,theanalysisofgaugeparam eterdependence in thecasewhen thethoery

containsunstableparticlesisoutstanding:TheSlavnov-Tayloridentity holdsasitisand

itrem ainsto study the consequences thereofin orderto arrive ata properde�nition of

them assand width oftheunstableparticles.
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A ppendix A

In thisappendix we present(withoutany calculation)the generalsolution ofthe gauge

condition (4.2)and the(usual,thatis�-independent)ST identity

S(̂�)=

Z (

@�c
��̂

�A�
+ B

��̂

��c
+

��̂

�Y

��̂

�’
+ q

��̂

�’̂

)

= 0 (A.1)

in theclassicalapproxim ation.Itturnsoutthattheclassicalsolution can bedecom posed

asfollows

�̂
gen

cl = �(A �;�’1;�’2) + �g:f: + ��� + �e:f:; (A.2)

where

�’i= ’i� xi’̂i;i= 1;2: (A.3)

Them atterpart�= �(A �;�’1;�’2)isgiven by

� =

Z �

�
zA
4
F��F

�� +
1

2
z1(@� �’1)(@

� �’1) +
1

2
z2(@� �’2)(@

� �’2)
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+ zee
p
z1
p
z2
p
zA ((@� �’1)�’2 � �’1(@� �’2))A

� +
1

2
z2ee

2zA(z1�’
2

1 + z2�’
2

2)A �A
�

+
1

2
zm m

2zAA �A
�
�

p
z2
p
zm m

p
zA (@� �’2)A

� + zee
p
zm m

p
z1zA �’1A �A

�

+
1

2
�2(z1�’

2

1
+ 2

p
z1

p
zm m

zee
�’1 + z2�’

2

2
)

�
1

8

zm H
m 2

H

zm m 2
z2ee

2(z1�’
2

1
+ 2

p
z1

p
zm m

zee
�’1 + z2�’

2

2
)2
)

(A.4)

Thegauge�xing part�g:f:directly resultsfrom integrating thegaugecondition (4.2):

�g:f:=

Z �
1

2
�B2 + B @A � eB

�

(’̂1 � �A
m

e
)’2 � ’̂2(’1 � �̂A

m

e
)

��

(A.5)

Therem aining two parts,theexternal�eld part�e:f:and the��-part���,havetheform

�e:f:=

Z

fY1(� eze

s
z2
z1

p
zA �’2c+ x1q1) + Y2(eze

s
z1
z2

p
zA (�’1+

p
zm m

p
z1zee

)c+ x2q2)g (A.6)

and

��� =

Z

f� �c2c + e�c(q1’2 � q2(’1 � �̂A
m

e
))

+ e�c(’̂1 � �A
m

e
)(zee

s
z1
z2

p
zA (�’1 +

p
zm m

p
z1zee

)c+ x2q2)

� e�c’̂2(� zee

s
z2
z1

p
zA �’2c+ x1q1)g : (A.7)

Thisgeneralsolution oftheST identity(A.1)containsquiteanum berofsofarfreeparam -

eters,nam ely the wave function norm alizationsz1;z2 and zA ,the m assrenorm alizations

ofthe vector and the Higgs-particle,i.e. zm ;zm H
,the coupling renorm alization ze,the

param etersx1;x2,the t’Hooftgauge param eter�A and the param eter �̂A,which are not

prescribed by theST identity (A.1)and which thereforehave to be�xed by appropriate

norm alization conditionsto allorders(seesection 2).

A ppendix B

According to the considerationsofsection 5 (see especially (5.12))gauge param eterde-

pendence ofthe Higgsself-energy iscom pletely governed by the non-localcontributions

to thevertex @��Y1’1.In thefollowing wesketch therespective one-loop diagram s:
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’2

’1

’2 A �

Figure1:1-loop ordercontributionsto @��Y1’1

Please note that in the non-localcontributions to the vertex @��Y1’1 there appear the

m ixed propagators

G B A �
(p;� p) =

� p�

p2 � �Am 2
;

G B ’2(p;� p) =
� im

p2 � �Am 2
; (B.1)

G ’2A �
(p;� p) =

� m (� � �A)p�

(p2 � �Am 2)2
:

In the ’tHooftgauge �A = � the lasttwo diagram sof�gure 1 are absent(because the
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’2-A �-propagatorvanishes),instead there isthe additionalvertex ��c’2m and therefore:

Y1

’2 �m
�c

c

’1

c �c

Figure2:Additionalcontribution in the’tHooftgauge
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