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The renormalization of non-Abelian gauge theories is studied in the background-field gauge by means
of Ward-Slavnov identities derived from supergauge transformations and with use of 't Hooft and
Veltman’s renormalization. As a result, the counterterm depending on the background field only is shown

to be (g/8o)2L(AY).

I. INTRODUCTION

DeWitt! suggested replacing the study of the
generating functional of Green’s functions Z(n),

Z(f,)= | dAexpyi [£(Ku)+ﬁu-3ull,
f

with the study of the functional Z[n(A )], where
the background field A® (x) satisfies the classical
equation of motion: 6£(AF)/6A, +7,=0. The two
approaches are in fact equivalent except for gauge
theories, for which DeWitt quantizes in a gauge
specified by the classical background field Kf,' (x).
The interesting feature of this method is the fact
that this gauge-fixing term does not break gauge
invariance relative to the transformations of the
background field AY; it fixes only the gauge of

the quantized field. This property should simplify
the discussion of renormalization in these gauges.
Nevertheless, since K,j‘ simultaneously denotes the
source of quantized fields and fixes the gauge of
the latter, the equivalence between the Green’s
functions derived in this way and the usual Green’s
functions is not clear. DeWitt argued that on the
mass shell, the functional Z(A{') is gauge-inde-
pendent and provides the same S-matrix elements
as in Fermi-type gauges. These arguments were
developed for similar source-dependent gauges

by Honerkamp,? Kallosh,® and by Arefieva, Fad-
deev, and Slavnov,* who claim that the formal in-
variance property of Z(Xﬁ') can be preserved by
renormalization, and were supported in the one-
loop approximation by effective computations of
Honerkamp,® ’t Hooft,® and Crewther.® In our view,
the problems raised by this quantization are three-
fold. First, the solution of the classical equation
of motion for Kﬁ' in terms of the source 7, re-
quires a constraint equation for 7, (Ref. 2) and is,
furthermore, nonunique. Second, mass-shell
arguments are very dangerous in nonbroken gauge

12

theories and do not exhibit the symmetries of the
problem. Third, the graphs with only external

Kﬁ‘ legs cannot be renormalized by themselves,
since subgraphs of the latter are graphs with ex-
ternal quantum legs Ku‘ Thus for the purpose of
renormalization one must introduce an auxiliary
functional Z(A¢,7,) where 7, is an A{'-independent
source for the quantum field K,, and one cannot re-
strict the discussion as in Refs. 1-4 to the func-
tional Z(Ag").

In this paper we study the renormalization of the
functional Z(K;' »74), which is obviously renormal-
izable by power counting, and we show that the
renormalized functional ZR(Kﬁ‘ ,71,) exhibits the
same symmetry properties as the bare functional.
This is achieved by investigation of Slavnov iden-
tities, which are derived from supergauge trans-
formations introduced first by Becchi, Rouet, and
Stora.” This method has been extended by the
authors® to derive Slavnov identities relating
Green’s functions in different gauges. A gauge-
invariant regularization and subtraction pro-
cedure, for which we can use the dimensional reg-
ularization and the “minimal subtraction” of
’t Hooft and Veltman,® implies that the Slavnov
identities hold for the renormalized functional.

To derive the symmetry properties of the renor-
malized action from the Slavnov identities satis-
fied by this action, a very elegant method has
been developed by Zinn-Justin!® it avoids the
investigation of the divergences of each individual
superficially divergent Green’s function. Thus we
shall adopt this method here.

We also prove that the counterterm depending
on the background field only is (g/go)2£(xﬁ‘); this
result is known in the one-loop approximation.®
In the last section, we investigate the dependence
of the Green’s functions with respect to the gauge
parameter o and discuss its implication for the
practical computation of g/g, at higher orders.
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1. WARD-SLAVNOYV IDENTITIES AND THE RENORMALIZATION OF THE GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

A. Properties of the bare functional

-

After a change of variable, K"=A" +§“ , the generating functional for Green’s functions in the co-

n
variant gauge reads

Z(Ku,ﬁu,éi,Ei)=fdeCdCexp(if{£(A+Q)

where we suppress from now on the superscript
of A®' and where we introduce the following nota-
tions:

£(V)=-456,V,-3,V,+gV,xV,)?, (2.2)
D (V)C! =8, C* +g [V, xC)}
=9,C;+8f1;,ViCt. (2.3)

_Q,, denotes the quantized gauge field and the
Faddeev-Popov ghosts C; and C, are associated
with the gauge transformation of Q,, for fixed A, -
6Q}=D, (A +Q)bw’,
(2.4)
6A4=0 (type II transformation),
which leaves .G(Kﬁé,,) invariant. The peculiarity
of this gauge is that the gauge-fixing term intro-
duced for quantization, —(1/2a)[D},’(A)Q_§]2, is
invariant for gauge transformations of A;:

6A} (x)=D}?(A)dw'(x) (type I transformation),
(2.5a)
provided that one also performs a homogeneous
transformation of Q:
6Q, (x) = gQ, (x) x6w(x) . (2.5b)

Notice that £(Ku+§u), as well as the Faddeev-
Popov term, detD}(A)D},(A+Q), is invariant
under the type I transformation. Thus we assign
the ghosts to the adjoint representation of the
type I group:

0C* = gf;;,C 00"
6C! = gf;;,C?0w* .

(2.6)

One must also notice that for vanishing sources
of Qquantized fields, f,=£,=E,=0, the change in
Z(Au,O 0,0) due to a small variation 6A of the
background field reads

[D::(A)QMF+C D-1(A)D’~(A+Q)C,,+17u Q‘+E,-C;+C,-§¢}),

2.1)

62(&,,0,0,0)= [ [};DL’(A)Q{lD{;"(A +Q)oAt
+ [ C*6AL DY (A +Q)cj}

x exp(iS)dQ dC dC (2.7)
after a translation of the variable Q“ Q’, =Q“
- 6A In this formula S denotes the action:

S= fdx{£(A+Q) 5g D (ARQ}]°

+C, D (ADIF(A+Q)C, } .
By the gauge transformation on _Qu (Ref. 11),

6QL(x)= [ d% DiL(A + @M (. 3)
x D¥ (A +Q)0A} (y), (2.8)

where M denotes

M,y(x,y) =DA(A)DIL(A+Q)0(x - y), 2.9)

one shows that <5Z/6-Au= 0 in the absence of sources
N4, &,%. This property turns out to be essential for
the study of the counterterms associated with
LA,

Let us remark that for A,=0 the functional Z
reduces to the usual generating functional in
Fermi-type gauges. Much information concerning
renormalization can be obtained from th1s simple
fact and from the power counting of A A ap-
pears as a source term for various composu:e
opera_..tors constructed from Qu; for power count-
ing, A, is of dimension one. Thus, as for an
operator j®* in A®* theory, the counterterms will
be of degree less than or equal to 4 in K. Final-
ly, we emphasize that A and nu are mdependent
variables and that the source for Qu is n“

B. Derivation of the Slavnov identities

-

We introduce the generating functional Z(K,, s €y B4y ju, ﬁ, L,):

Z(Ku,ﬁ,,,gi,zi,ju,ﬁ,i,,)=fdeCd€exp(i fd“x\(f,(A+Q)— o [D/(4)Q4 )* + T, DY/ (A)DIAA +Q)C, +7,- Q¥

-

+£,C,+Cik +JiDY, (A+Q)C +1gK-CxC

+ Li[D) (A +Q)C; —JL]}). (2.10)
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The use of sources J and K is explained in Ref. 8:

they allow us to linearize the Slavnov identities rela-

tive to type II transformatlons The anticommuting source Iﬂ (x) serves as a generating device for the
change of gauge due to a change 6A of the background field A,. Namely, the gauge transformatlon of
Qu [Eq. (2.8)] is obtained by s1multaneous insertions of the operators associated with J and L

fdQ dc dﬁ[fd“ny}(AW)(x)M (DA + Q) ()0 A y)] exp (iS)

f dQ dC dC[D}/(A +Q)C

The functional Z (A ws Ty 5,,{,,Ju, K,L 4) is clear-
ly invariant under type I transformatlons [Egs.
(2.5), (2.6)], if all sources, except A,, belong to
the adjoint representation

677,(%) = gii,(x) X6 w(x)
5%(x) = gE(x) x dw(x),

(type I). (2.12)

5T,,(x) =gL,(x) X 6@ (x)

We introduce the Legendre transform

I‘(Ku , éu ,Ci,Cy,d,,K,L,) of W =iInZ with respect
to#,, &, and Z;, with the same conventions as

in Ref. 8:

I‘+W+fd“x(ﬁp-§“+fic,.+E,~£i)=0. (2.13)

Type I invariance of the 1PI (one-particle irre-
ducible) functional is then expressed by the follow-
ing Ward identity:

oT

. 5T ., oT
D' (A)W"'gf Jk< uéQh

50 *C 5@

or or
i i )
+J7 _‘FaJ +K g+ Lu5L> 0.

(2.14)

Under the following change of variables, which
is in fact the combination of an infinitesimal type
II gauge transformation, associated with an anti-
commuting parameter,”'®*!° and of a variation of
the background field, the change of the functional
Z arises only through the source terms nu Q“
£,C;, and C;&,;:

8Aj(x) = = Ly(x)0X,

6Q%(x) =D} (A +Q)C,(x)01 + Ly(x)6X ,
(2.15)
5C (x) = g’-c’:xém,

8C;(x) == —-D”(A)Q (x)6x .

) [ %y TL(DH (A +Q)04Y(») exp(s) . (2.11)

This leads to the identity for Z,
5 )
4 i
fd "{’7" L e

L, pis 6 i 0 -
+a§¢Du (A)ié'r]{, +Lum‘i- Z=0.

(2.16)

This identity is integrated over space because the
parameter 6X of the transformation is x-indepen-
dent. As in Ref. 8, we also need the equation of
motion of the ghost field obtained by a change
5C;:

i 0 ij _1!
[DuJ(A)W + & (x) +gf kién{‘(x) Lf,(x)JZ =0.

(2.17)

The Slavnov identity and the ghost equation of
motion for I" read

qux{b_r 6r 6r oI
5Q18J, T 6C 6K'
1 80 i ovop i OL]
+ < 5Er Dl (AR} - L,,GA.J‘ =0, (2.18)
6T ér
D:‘J(A)EFI; +gftka] Lk (2.19)

Equation (2.18) can be simplified further by intro-
ducing

i"=r+fd4x{;[u;;f(A)Q,“]2. (2.20)

Then I satisfies Eq. (2.19) and the identity
fd“ (or sT
5Q}, 8J%,

Reciprocally, if we start with a functional T’
satisfying Eqs. (2.14), (2.18), and (2.19), we can
show immediately that the associated action S,

ol of ,5r>
- 5ci okt~ Lusar) O

(2.21)
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- = —~ s == o b
exp[iS(A,,Q,,C;, Ci, T, K, Lu)]=exp{1S+ ﬁf [D,‘,’(A)Q;‘]zd“x}

M e e oo ~ =
= [ dn,ae dEexp{-iLWmu,nu,e¢,éuJ,,,K,Lu)+fd4x(m-Q“+5‘C.~+cf§4>}},

(2.22)

satisfies corresponding identities:
D,';f(A)%;—;+gf”‘*< {,%‘ +C? —g, +ch$ J{,:—;; +K7 élf,, +L‘,§%> =0, (2.23a)
D”(A)GJ, - cc +gf Qi Lk = (2.23b)
fd‘* <663 ;s‘ - %%_LL%>=O (2.23¢)

C. Slavnov identities for renormalized Green’s functions

We recall that we use the gauge-invariant regularization of Ref. 9 (or eventually that of Ref. 12); there-
fore the identities (2.14), (2.19), and (2.21) are valid for the bare regularized functional I'’. The recur-
sive proof on the number of loops starts with the renormalized functional ?" ](’“, for Green’s functions
associated with graphs containing k loops, which is supposed to be finite for £ <# and which is assumed to

verify identities (2.14), (2.19), and (2.21) to all orders.

The first step of our renormalization procedure?®

consists of subtracting the pole part at d=4, denoted by IZ[r Xn+1) arising from graphs with (z+1) loops;

this may be summarized by the formula
n 7
FR[ +1)(R) _ rR[n](h) FI:EL (r) ,

with the convention TR"1®) -0 for k<n+1.

(2.24)

The linear identities (2.14) and (2.19) are automatically preserved by this renormalization procedure.

For identity (2.18), introducing
TR[n n 1 j ’
el petnd L [ aadpiaes e,

we obtain the identity

qu rorR[n](mx) 58 . GS 5"1—\}&["."]("4-1) 5i11§£r-v](nﬂ) 58 _ 58 éi-dgi[vn](nu)_ x)éiwlgi[‘:ln](nu)}:
L 0Qi(x) OJix)  8Qi(x) o&Ji(x) 8Ci(x) OBK'x) ©6CHx) OKi(x) H 8A(x) ’

where S denotes the bare transverse action
§=TR"X9) " Thus the functional T*"*! I satisfies
identity (2.21) up to order (n+1), and the corre-
sponding equation for S®[™11  Eq. (2.23), also
holds to the same order.

The second step of the proof is the adjustment
of the counterterms of S¥"*1Jat order k>n+2 in
a way which ensures the validity of identity (2.21)
for T®"1at all orders. This program is per-
formed in Sec. IID by imposing the validity of
Egs. (2.23) for SR"*1 15t all orders.

D. Solution of the Slavnov identities for the action

To simplify notations, we delete the superscripts
[n+1],which play no role in the argument, and we
are now about to derive the constraints on the
structure of the counterterms of S® implied by
Egs. (2.23). The subsequent discussion follows
exactly the analysis performed by Zinn-Justin?®

r

for Fermi-type gauges. By power counting and
ghost number conservation, the counterterms in
J can only take the forms §,-e¢C, §,-Q@*xC,

J -A*xC, J -T*, and those in K can only take
the form K Exﬁ Owing to invariance of S® with
respect to type I transformations, these counter-
terms must be type-I-invariant:

6§R > i -= -= i

W =Z3D:11(A)CI+ Ylg(QuXC)4+Y2L'“ (2.25)
65% g s ,

KT EZlfijkcJCk‘ (2.26)

The counterterms in ju and K being linear in
these sources, we may write

5sR 6387
& - f[ HBTL K g 8B Qu, 0 Tu L )}

(2.27)
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The dependence of S® on T is given by the equation
of motion (2.23b):

-1

+2(A&,,Q,). (2.28)

In fact Z cannot depend on C; or on f‘u due to
power counting and ghost-number conservation.
Inserting the expression for S® in the Slavnov
identity (2.23c), we obtain the following system:

+C’D”(A)]— +K! g}s{‘ +8C4(Q,xL,),

5*8® 68®
fdybC" )6K* (x) 5K*(y) =0, (2.29a)
[a] st os ot o
Y 6Qk(ﬁy)éJ (X) GJ“(y) 6C.(y)6J’l‘(x) 5Kk( y)
Ly )——Gié—i—-— =0, (2.29b)
— V' y oAk(y)bJ (x)jl ) .
6z OS8R )
fdy[d@:’f(y) 5y ~ B )GA“(y)jl 0. (2.29¢)

Equation (2.29a) is trivially satisfied by 65%/6K,
since it is the Jacobi identity for the structure
constants f;,. Similarly, Eq. (2.29b) gives

Y,=Z,and Y, = (2.30)

Zs,
Zl

AND J. B. ZUBER 12

The identity (2.29¢) for Z yields two equations:

6> Z, &z
- _ 53
0Ai(x) T Z, 6Qi(x)

=0, (2.31)

. VA
f dy OQ‘( (DLJ(A) +g2':fik/Qﬁ> CI . (2-32)
These equations imply that Z is a function of the

variable Ku*’ Z,/z 3)6u, invariant under the gauge
transformation

6QL=DY (A,,+ —Z-lQu> bw’ . (2.33)
3
Thus Z takes the form

z =Za<§i’->2£ (KM %éu,g>, (2.34)

which can also be cast as
Z=£(231/26p+ 'g—rzu ygo)’ (2-35)
8o
where g, denotes the bare coupling constant
Z
8o —gZ-—é-._al/ Z. (2.36)

In conclusion, the renormalized action takes
the expression

1 ; — - s -
s* = J:(z YR u,go) 5Dl (409412 +£C,@, xL,), + £ 2.k, € < T)*
T A)) [ 2,0 aCt+ £ 12, @10 @.am
After a wave-function renormalization of the quantized fields,
Q,=2,""Q,, Ti=2,'"Ty,Ci=2,'"Cy, (2.38)
and the renormalization of parameters g and a,
Z
80=8 7z Qo=0aZyg, (2.39)
3“3
the renormalization boils down to a multiplicative renormalization of all other sources:
3 - 7 1/2 - - - -
3,=2,75,, Li=L 'ij'1_ R'=z,7K, A= g%A,,. (2.40)

The action as a function of these new variables takes on the form of the bare action, and the renormalized
action is clearly invariant under type I and type II transformations with parameter g,.
This discussion can be readily extended to the case where matter fields are introduced.®*°

E. Dependence of the Green’s functions on the gauge parameter a

To study the variation of the Green’s functions with respect to the gauge parameter a, we introduce as
in Ref. 8 a new source L for the insertion of the operator f d*xC;(x)D}’(A)Q}. Let us consider the gen-

erating functional

z®&,,%,,4,8,3,,K,L,,1)= f dQ dC dT exp[i(S +n}QL +E,C, +T k)], (2.41)
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where the bare action S now denotes
1 ; i - - =
S= j d‘x{£(A+Q) - ﬁ[D;’(A)Q? |2+ C'D}/ (A)D},(A+Q)C, + ‘%K- (CxC)

+J DY, (A+Q)C? + Li[D{,(A +Q)C, - J4] + L[C, D (A)Q} +J'Q! + aK - c]} (2.42)
We recall® that L is an x-independent anticommuting source and possesses no group index; thus it satisfies
L?*=0. As we discuss below, the operators LJ,‘,Q&‘ and LK- C are needed as counterterms of the operator
CiD/(A)Q).

As one can see by mere computation, the action S in Eq. (2.42) is invariant:

(a) under type I transformations [Egs. (2.5), (2.6), and (2.12)];

(b) under the following change of variables which is a combination of a type II transformation, of a
change of gauge 64,, and of a change of gauge parameter o:

ba=2aLdr, OSAj=-LidX, 08Q,=Di(A+Q)C,6x+Lidx,
oC = £TxTar, 66,.=_%[D;f(A)Q;]ax_Cim, (2.43)
0J}=-Jy L6X, OK,=-aK,Lo\, OLi=8L=0.

The 1PI functional still obeys the type [ Ward identity (2.14).
(2.43) is expressed by the following Ward-Slavnov identity:

The invariance under the transformation

f or al O 6T ) S
L\2e5g +fd "[Q; Q5 -5 5%, T Yeld “’( 5C7 _KGK)]
6L 6T oL 8T 1 0T iy
4 : - i 4 i =0. .
*fd x[éQ‘“ 8JL T5CT 5K’ T a 5C" 5T DV A - L GA‘:' 0. (249

We make use of the ghost equation of motion (2.19) which remains unchanged in the presence of the source
L. The type II Slavnov identity (2.44) for the functional I' defined in Eq. (2.20) then takes the expression

ol . or Y - br or 6T o oF oI . oI
d* i i _Ci = i _ 4 _ _ i _
L{z"‘aa * "[ -4 ( sct K 51{')]} "fd "[w; L T5C oK T Lw GA‘} 0.

K GQ' ¥ 6J, 8J% 5Ct
(2.45)
-
The minimal renormalization procedure pre- immediately shows
serves the identities (2.14) and (2.45) and the ghost N
equation of motion (2.19). The renormalized ac- aﬁg(,:O , (2.47)

tion S* satisfies thus the identities (2.23a), (2.23b),
and (2.45) (I~ S®). Owing to type I invariance and
to ghost number conservation, the counterterms
linear in L are of the form

SR =S”(L=0)
+L[Z,,C Di(A)Q) +Z;,JLQ! +Z ,K'C].

The ghost equation of motion (2.23b) 1mp11es Z’
=Z,,, and by power counting the operator LK. C
is multiplicatively renormalizable. Consequently
a can be chosen to ensure L to be multiplicatively
renormalizable:

§R=8R(L=0)+LZ,V?Z, 22, [T, D/ (A)Q}+J4 Q!
+a(g,, ¢)K' C'].
(2.46)

The insertion of this expression in identity (2.45)

and relates the coupling matnx {Z i ,} of the opera-
tors [C,; Di/(A)Q} +J%, Q] and K- C to the variation
with respect to a of Z and Z the wave-function
renormalizations of the fields Qu and C;.

The result (2.47), already derived in Ref 8,
plies that the counterterms in S¥ dependmg only
on the field Au, namely (g/go)z.S(A ), are a-inde-
pendent. From identity (2.45) for $7 it is evident
that the « dependence of the counterterms £(A )
can arise only through a counterterm Lﬁ A*
which is not type-I-invariant. However, one can
construct many nonlocal functions linear in L and
3‘, which possess this invariance, as for example

f dxdy LJ(x)[D, (A)D? (A)|™,(x, y)Di,(A)

x(@,A,-8,A,+gA,x&,),(y). (2.48)



488 H. KLUBERG-STERN AND J. B. ZUBER

Thus the function 5°I/6A}6J45 L is finite but non-
vanishing, and its contribution to the following
identity derived from Eq. (2.45) implies that the
finite part of the Green’s functions with external
A legs only depends on the gauge parameter o:
2ol [ gt .
Indeed an explicit one-loop computation shows that
8°T/6 L6J},6A) does not vanish.

The dependence on a of the Green’s functions
with external A fields only has a practical impli-
cation for the computation of g/g,. To compute
the latter to order 2n, one must know to order
(2n - 2) both g/g, and the renormalized two-point
Kf,' function I'¥’. (g/g,)!" receives contributions
from the primitive divergences of I"f,” at order n
and contributions from the divergences at order
n of the renormalized function I¥20"~12, This
method seems to avoid the computation of non-
gauge-invariant counterterms such as Z,, Z,,
and Z,. However, the renormalized function I‘(z),
needed to order (2n - 2), is a finite a-dependent
function and thus the renormaliza ion of @, namely
Z,, is also needed:

[n=1]
rn-i_ <;;0> (g, @),

a([," -1] =ZE" -1]y

(2.49)

The contribution of a{"™*? to the divergence at

order n of I"}ez)[""j vanishes only in the Landau
gauge a =0.

1II. CONCLUSION

It was shown that the renormalized generating
functional in the background-field gauge is invari-
ant under type I and type II transformations, con-
firming or generalizing thereby the conclusions
of Refs. 1-5. The interest of this gauge seems
obvious: For the computation of g/g, to order n,
it seems possible to avoid the calculation of non-
gauge-invariant counterterms. However, we
have shown that it is true only in the Landau gauge.

It seems that this “background field” approach
can be applied usefully to the study of the renor-
malization of gauge-invariant operators, as is
shown by a one-loop computation for operators
of twist-two performed by Crewther® and by an
explicit verification to all orders on our favorite
operator _f‘u 2.8 This will be the topic of a forth-
coming paper.
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regularization, based on dimensional cutoff, was pro-
posed by Lee and Zinn-Justin (Ref. 12). The results of
our paper apply as well to this regularization as to the
method of the papers of Ref. 9. In the framework of a
definite gauge-invariant regularization, the minimal
renormalization just consists in the subtraction of the
singular terms only, such as the log? (A/k) in the
method of Ref. 12.
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