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Abstract. A formulation of massless QED is studied with a non-singular
Lagrangian and conformal invariant equations of motion. It makes use of non-
decomposable representations of the conformal group G and involves two
dimensionless scalar fields (in addition to the conventional charged field and
electromagnetic potential) but gauge invariant Green functions are shown to
coincide with those of standard (massless) QED. Assuming that the (non-
elementary) representation of G for the 5-potential which leaves the equations
of motion invariant and leads to the free photon propagator of Johnson-Baker-
Adler (JBA) conformal QED remains unaltered by renormalization, we prove
that consistency requirements for conformal invariant 2-, 3-, and 4-point Green
functions satisfying (renormalized) equations of motion and standard Ward
identities lead to either a trivial solution (with ey =0) or to a subcanonical
dimension d =% for the charged field.

1. Introduction

The search for a conformal invariant quantum field theory (QFT) is one way to
look for a (critical) renormalization group fixed point (see, €.g., [S2] where the
essential equivalence between the two problems has been spelled out). It is,
therefore, intimately related to the existence problem for a local relativistic QFT
(see [A3, F5, M5]).

The study of conformal quantum electrodynamics (QED) [J1, Al,2, E1, M4,
F6, B1] (see also Chap. VII to [T1]) differs in at least two points from a parallel
investigation of a nongauge , Yukawa-type QFT (see [M2,3, D3,4, F4, T1] and
references therein). First, current conservation and the Maxwell equations imply
that the dimension of one of the basic fields, the 4-potential A4,(x), is canonical
(while the dimension of the charged field ¥(x) is gauge dependent). Secondly,
although conformal invariance of the classical (vacuum) Maxwell equations has
been known since the time when application of group theory to physics was a
novelty (see [C1, B2]), the problem of finding a conformal invariant gauge fixing
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term has been treated only recently (starting with [M7, B3]. The non-invariance of
conventional (local) gauges poses problems in exploiting conformal symmetry for
gauge dependent Green functions like the photon propagator.

It was gradually realized that the electromagnetic potential should transform
under a non-elementary representation of the conformal group G=SU(2,2)
(extended by space reflections) or its Euclidean counterpart Spin(5,1) (otherwise
the invariant photon propagator comes out purely longitudinal). The most
attractive approach, in our view, uses non-decomposable representations of G and
leads to a 5-potential (see the evolution of these ideas in' [S3, B4, Z1, F7]).
Alternatively, direct sums of irreducible subrepresentations and factor represen-
tations of exceptional elementary representations for A, have also been tried
([F3,P2]).

The present paper studies possible conformal invariant solutions of the model
of massless QED, put forward in [F7]. We prove that if renormalization does not
change the transformation law for the S-potential (which leaves the classical
equations of motion invariant and leads to a free photon propagator as in the JBA
approach), then the only conformal solution of the model corresponds to the

1
vanishing of a product of the type eC,,Z(d) %((éitz—;’ where e is the electric charge,
3
C, is anormalization constant of the (renormalized) electron propagator, and Z(d)
is the finite part of the electron field renormalization constant Z,, d being the scale
dimension of the (interacting) electron field. From the analysis of the (re-
normalized) Schwinger-Dyson form of the Dirac equation and the small distance
behaviour of the 3-point Schwinger function (AL (x)P(x3)¥(x3))E we deduce (in
Sect. 4) that this consistency condition amounts to

eG —d)G —d)(d—3)=0. (1.1)

It will be made clear in Sect. 3 that if we do not allow a logarithmic behaviour for
the Euclidean 2-point function of v, then its conformal invariant Wightman
function vanishes ford— 3 =0, 1, .... Thus Eq. (1.1) means that either e = 0 (a result
asserted in [K 1] for the model of [F3,P2]) or v =0, or else the (gauge dependent!)
scale dimension d takes the subcanonical value d= 1. Thus finite conformal
electrodynamics with a free (JBA) photon propagator is either trivial or only exists
for a particular class of gauges that imply d = 4 for e +0. Strictly speaking, we only
verify that the Schwinger-Dyson equations and Ward identities involving 2-, 3-,
and some 4-point functions are consistent with the conformal postulate provided
that Eq. (1.1) is satisfied. The existence proof for a non-trivial model for d= % is a
challenging open problem. In any case, it is already clear that a more careful
argument is needed to justify recent claims [K1, M6] that finite charge
renormalization in QED is impossible. We also point out that conformal
invariance does not necessarily lead to free photon propagators. The possibility of
using more complicated operator transformation laws (including non-
decomposable representations of the subgroup of dilations [D1, F1] that lead, in

1 The last three papers contain essentially equivalent sets of equations for a 5-potential
interacting with a conserved (external) current. However, it is only in [F7] that a non-singular
conformal action is proposed which also includes charged (spinor) fields
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particular, to a logarithmic term in the transverse part of the photon propagator)
has not been fully explored.

We start in Sect. 2 with a new concise derivation of the equations of motion
(and the Lagrangian) of the model within the classical framework. We give a
formal argument in Sect. 2C (based on Feynman path integration) that in spite of
the presence of non-conventional terms in the equations involving two dimension-
less scalar fields the gauge invariant Green functions coincide (at least within the
framework of perturbation theory) with those of standard massless QED. Section
3 is devoted to the “conformal quantization” of the model (in which some of the
canonical commutation relations are traded for the assumption that renormalized
Green functions are conformal invariant). Ward identities are studied in detail. It is
demonstrated that they imply a deformation of the charged field transformation
law (with deformation parameter e). Section 4 is devoted to the renormalization
program. The discussion is based on combined use of conformal invariance and
Wilson (operator product) expansions (together with a systematic application of
Euclidean symmetric integration) see [S6, P1, D5].

Notational Conventions

Minkowski space metric: xp=x"n,,p* =xp—x°p°; [y,, 7,1+ =21,, (the physical
time variable is t =x°, the energy is E= —p,).

Euclidean (Schwinger) functions and their Fourier transforms. Scalar field of
dimension §:

1 TE) (4 en
4= G 7y () =1 gs (12

Spinor field v of dimension d:

1 o1 T+ [ 4y
Sd_c—w<w(x)w(0)>s—(4n)2 [’(%—d)< >

x2 2
. peipx ;
=—if P d4p, (8,(x)=C,Sy(X)), =7"D,, (1.3)
4
dup= ((2%74, x?=x*+x3, x,=—ix°,
74=1)9, (Cp=Cy(d),Cy(3)=1). (1.4)

2. Conformal Electrodynamics Involving a Non-Decomposable 5-Potential
A) Nonsingular Conformal Lagrangian for the Electromagnetic Potential from a
Manifestly Covariant Connection Form

The most natural way to introduce a non-trivial conformal 5-potential is to use
Dirac’s manifestly covariant formalism [D2, M1].
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Compactified Minkowski space M is realized as the projective quadric:
M=9/R*, R*=R\{0},
0={¢=(°¢¢,teR"
E =Ll = —E3+82+E3—-E2=0,L40}.
Identifying the points at infinity with the projective 3-cone
I,=0./R*, Q,={eQ;x=8+L=0,(=¢,8M),
we imbed (real) Minkowski space M into M by setting
(Ma)x“=%£", u=0,1,2,3, for x(=E&+E%+0;
thus M~M\I .
The S-potential is defined as a homogeneous (in ¢) real valued 1-form on the
quadric Q:
A (A (= o (08)del") for £,dE'=0(=¢.L%).

In the local coordinates (x,x) on Q\Q, we can write
A (O = A, ()it + A () 2

where o, (X) =k () +(As())— A 5(0)E, and A_(x)=C" () are k-
independent Poincaré covariant vector and scalar fields with the following
transformation properties under dilations x—gx, ¢ >0 and (infinitesimal) special
conformal transformations

xt—'x* = w(x" +x*c*) (x x*(1 —2¢- x)+x*c* for c*—0),
o '=1+2cx+c*x?, (2.2)
A_(x)->A_(gx), A/x)—eA,(ex); (2.3)
Ap(x)— An(x) +c*[C,, An(X)],

where N=v, — and

[4_(x),C,]=(2x,x0— x%0 DA_(X), (2.4a)
[4,(x), C,1=[2x,(1+ x0)—x?0,]A(x)
+2(1,,x A(x) — X, 4,(x) — 1,4 _(x)) . (2.4b)

The crucial property is the appearance of 4 _ in the right-hand side of (2.4b), which
is responsible for the non-vanishing of [4,(x), C,]|;=o. As a consequence the
Maxwell tensor F,,=0,4,—0,A4, is also transformed under a non-elementary
non-decomposable representation of the (local) conformal group, together with
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0,A_; we have
[0,A_(x), C;]=[2x,(1 +x0)—x%0;]0,4_(x)
+2(1,,x0—x,0,)A_(x), (2.5)
[F (%), C31=[2x,(2 +x0) — x?0;1F (%)
+ 206N 0, F vy — XpuF 21+ 12004 =) 5 (2.6)
where 1,0, F 1 =13, F ey — N1 F s €EC.

Taking the divergence 0" of both sides of (2.6) and the d’Alembertian of (2.5), we
deduce that only the combination

Jr=0,F*—L1000"A4_ 2.7)

transforms as a conformal 4-vector. Therefore, if J* is identified with the
electromagnetic current of a charged field, setting, e.g.,

Jt=iepyty, (2.8)

then Eq. (2.7) can be regarded as a conformal extension of the standard Maxwell
equation. On the other hand, applying (10" to both sides of (2.4b), we obtain

[004, C,]1=[2x,(3 +x8)—x20,1004 +20°F,,,— 0,4 _ . 2.9)

Hence, the equation
1004=J, (2.10)

can be regarded as a covariant complement of the conformal Maxwell equation
(2.7) provided that (J*,J,) transforms as a 5-current; in particular,

I, _(27,00)
(he] = (5%) e

so that we can not use the simple conformal gauge condition [104 =0 (of refs. [M2,
B3]) in the interacting case.

It follows from the properties of conformal representation spaces (see [P3])
that the integral

T+ (x)d*x (2.12)

is convergent and, according to (2.10) and Gauss theorem, it is expressed in terms
of the asymptotic values of [JA4, at infinity. Current conservation

oJ,=0 (2.13)

guarantees its conformal invariance. As we shall see (in Sect. 2.C below), it is also
gauge invariant.

Assuming that (J¥)=(J",J ) is a given conserved external 5-current, we can
write the following canonical Lagrangian for the 5-potential 4y which yields the
conformal invariant equations of motion (2.7), (2.10), and (2.13):

L(A,J)=4F"(}F,,—0,4,+0,4,)—+4_004

B oaytra +JMA,. (2.14)

*3
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It is non-singular; in particular, each independent field variable 4, and A_ has a
non-vanishing conjugate momentum:
1 p

- oL — Op lu —
—m——F +250EIA__, ﬂ_——§608A+§

The results of this section can be summarized as follows.

* O0pA_.

Proposition 2.1. If the electromagnetic 5-potential Ay=(A,, A_) obeys the non-
decomposable conformal transformation law (2.3) (2.4) (derived from the invari-
ance of the homogeneous connection form (2.1) on the 5-dimensional quadric Q),
then the Lagrangian (2.14) gives rise to the conformal invariant field equations

(0,0 —10'D) (A ()
sow=(55 i) (o) -(l) e

that describe the interaction of a conserved (external) (5-)current with Ay. Current
conservation (2.13) implies the generalized free field equation

024_=0, (2.15b)

which yields p-independence of the equations. The Lagrangian is non-singular, the
(Euclidean) p-space matrix . (ip) being invertible for p=0 whatever the value of
the gauge parameter B. (M ~*(ip) will be identified with the propagator matrix in
Sect. 3B.)

B) Construction of J .. Conformal Dirac Equation

The fifth component J, of the 5-current cannot be expressed in terms of a
conventional (charged) Dirac field ¥ only. An economic way to construct J,,
proposed in [S3, F7] uses a longitudinal 5-potential coming from the closed form

di . . .
dS(£)=6MS(x)dx"+q?, where g is a constant. (9,S,q) spans an invariant

subspace of the non-decomposable space of 5-potentials (4,, A_) (obeying the
same transformation law (2.3), (2.4) which could be also deduced from the
following law for the dimensionless scalar field S(x):

S(x)—S(ex)—qlng;
[S(x), C,]=2x,(x08(x) —q) — x*3,S(x) (2.16)
see [S1, D1, F1]).
Propeosition 2.2. If j* is a conserved conformal vector current and S obeys (2.16), then
Jt=gqgi* and J,=—j0,S+0,j"0,A_+a,0%S 2.17)
transform as a 5-current for any values of the (real) parameters o, and a,.

Proof. Equation (2.16) and the infinitesimal conformal transformation law for j”
imply [J.(x), C,]=(2x,(4+xd)—x?0,)J + +2J (x) in accord with (2.11).

In the classical theory we could set g=1. We shall see, however, that
quantization forces us to regard g as a (constant) dynamical variable. It seems,



Conformal Gauges and Renormalized Equations of Motion 233

nevertheless, consistent to assume at both the classical and the quantum level that
J(x)=ie: p(x)y"p(x):=qJ"(x). (2.18a)

We shall also restrict our attention to the choice «; =0=a, in Eq.(2.17), thus
having
Ji(x)=—=J"(x)0,S(x). (2.18b)
Combining (2.14) with (2.8) and (2.18) and adding (massless) conformal
invariant kinetic terms for v and S, we end up with the following Lagrangian for
conformal electrodynamics:

1 <«
LA S, p, =LA, D= 300+ 3 (09, d=dp*.  (219)

It reproduces Egs. (2.7) and (2.10) (with JV expressed in terms of y and S) and
implies in addition the (modified) Dirac equation

[§—ie(A—A_3S)]¥P =0 (2.20)
and a 4™ order equation for S
vO2S=0,(A_J") =iep(§A_)yp. (2.21)

In order to verify the conformal invariance of Eq. (2.20), we use the infinitesimal
laws (2.4) (2.16) and

[w(x), C,1={2x,G +x0) —x*0, +3[7,, ¥Lw(x), (2.22a)
[op(x), C1=1{2x,G +x0) —x*0,+3[1,, ¥} Pw(x) . (2.22b)

[They imply, in particular, that (A — A _ #S)y has the same conformal transfor-
mation law as fy.]

Remark 2.3. Clearly, the Lagrangian (2.19), and hence, the equations of motion are
invariant under the discrete y5 transformation w—iysy, Pp—ipys; (JN >IN, Ay
—Ay, S—S). Moreover, the equations of motion imply that the axial current
J5=ie:py,ysy: is also conserved; this allows us to decouple the left and right
handed Weyl spinors in the Dirac equation.

C) Gauge Properties. Relation to a Non-Local Gauge Fixing

The action integral | Ld*x, and hence the entire set of Egs. (2.18), (2.15), (2.20),
(2.21) are invariant under the (restricted) gauge transformations

w(x)_)eie(A(x)+bS(x))q/(x)(ll’-)_}lﬁe—ie(A+bS))7 A”—>Au+a”/1,
A_—>A_+bq, S-S+C for O*A(x)=0(=0,b=0,C).

The above gauge freedom allows us to introduce a more general conformal
transformation law for the basic fields which still respects the equations of motion.
We shall use, in particular, a pure imaginary anomalous dimension for the spinor
field (cf. [F7] and [B3(b)]):

(2.23)

U@v™UQ) " =2 “p(ex).

f (2.24)
U(@p(x)U(e) ' =02

—ied _

P(ex) .
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It leads to a special conformal transformation law (for h,: x*—'x*= w(x* + c*x?),
where 0~ ! =1+ 2xc+ c2x?) that differs from the standard one, p—yp, by a gauge
transformation:

U(h)pU(h) '=w™p=exp{—iedIn(1+2cx+c*x?)}p; (2.25a)
it should be accompanied by an additive gauge transformation of the “compensat-
ing” (transformed) 4-potential ‘4,

Uh)A,U(h) '="A,+d0,Inw
c,+c?x,

=4 —26 —L—"L
K 1+ 2cx+c2x?

(2.25b)

Note that A(x) = Inw satisfies the restriction (124 =0 of (2.23) for w ™ !(x, ¢)>0.
We shall now demonstrate in a formal way (within the framework of the
Feynman path integral — see, e.g., [P4]) that the non-conventional (4_-and S-
dependent) terms in the Lagrangian (2.19) play the role of a gauge fixing.
We start with a modified form of the corresponding part of the action

I(A,,J";A_,S;a)
o, B 2 1
=54 + g(A_—a)m (A-—a)—5(4-—a)004
+ g SO2S—(4_ —a)auSJ"} dx, (2.26)

where “a” is a constant dynamical variable (“the value of A_ at infinity”). We
define the generating functional

Fyu(A, J")=N{DS{D(A_—a) _T da

exp{i(I(4,, ..., a)+ | (h(x)A_(x) + H(x)S(x))d*x)}

=N1fDSexp{iI<%SDzS+HS
2 /(1 1 (1 o B
h= [ h(x)d*x, 2.27)

where h(x) and H(x) are external sources, J, = —J"0,S [see (2.18b)], N and N,

L 1. .
are (infinite!) normalization constants; gzis the integral operator defined by

2

1 i I .
(57 f> (9= Gr I e T O @28)

[Itis independent of [ on the subspace 77, of functions f with vanishing integral; it
appears reasonable to assume that the external source H(x) belongs to 7]
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The average of (2.27) over the (local) gauge group gives
§Fyp(A,+0,4,J")DA

sO 2$+Hs)d4x

—iE’_ if(>
=N,e ZaIDSeI(z

—Cexp{ 2(52+ IH([:I2 >d4x>}, (2.29)

where C is a constant. We can choose the normalization constant N (respectively,
N, and N,) in such a way that C=1. We see, in particular, that for vanishing
sources

[ Foo(A,+0,4,J)DA=C(=1), (2.30)

which is (according to [P4]) precisely the condition that the contribution (2.26) to
the action is a gauge fixing term. Moreover, it follows from (2.29) that the
expectation value of a time-ordered product of gauge invariant fields (say, F,, and
J ;) and a number of fields A _ and S factorizes into a product of the standard gauge
invariant expectation values (of T-products of F,,’s and J,’s) with generalized free
type t-functions of A_ and S that can be evaluated from (2.29). We have

STIH0x1) e T () F (i 1) F g, (i 4 )T (0= (Y HHEISEIA

:<TJM(x1)‘"Fuy.v..(xm+n)>0
~ih? 1 I? a4 L.
eXp{——+ = | HX)In ————— H(y)d*xd*y;;  (2.31)

20 2v(4m)? (x—y)*+i0
(TA_ (Ao~ (2.322)
1 (x—y)*+i0
{TSx)S()Yo= @n In B . (2.32b)

We see that the t-functions of A _ are only real for pure imaginary o’s [i.e. for a
complex action (2.26)]. As we shall see [in Eq.(3.16) below] the 2-point function
(2.32a) that is related by conformal invariance to the normalized transverse photon
propagator corresponds to

a=—8n?%i. (2.32¢)

We shall take the above heuristic argument as a justification for postulating
(2.31), (2.32).

3. Quantization

A) General Requirements. Ward Identities. Electron Propagator

The construction of a quantum field theory corresponding to a given set of
classical field equations requires new postulates that include a choice of certain
operator properties of the basic quantized fields (commutation relations, prop-
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erties of vacuum expectation values), and a proper definition of the (re-
normalized) composite fields (products of local field operators) which appear in the
non-linear terms of the field equations. Looking for a conformal QED, we replace
the canonical commutation relations of the standard (perturbative) approach by a
number of requirements the most important of which is the conformal invariance
of renormalized Green functions. This basic requirement implies that we are
looking for a renormalization group fixed point (at least in the case when
elementary representations of the subgroup of dilations are involved, leading to
power laws for vertex functions) — see, e.g. [S2, M3, A1,2].

The conformal quantum postulates involve some freedom related to the choice
of representations for renormalized Green functions. We shall start in this section
with those basic properties, which, in our view, should take place in any conformal
QED [related to the classical Lagrangian (2.19)] leaving the more debatable
requirements to Sect. 3B. The postulates within each section are also arranged in
decreasing generality.

We first assume that the classical field equations remain valid at the quantum
level provided that the encountered composite operators are renormalized by
using operator product expansions. We shall not attempt to formalize this
requirement in general; its precise meaning in the context of the present model of
massless QED will be made clear in Sect.4. We shall write the equations for
Euclidean (Schwinger) functions which inherit the properties of time-ordered
(t-)functions. They include differentiation of the 6-function and use the equal time
commutation relations for fields (like J* and A_) whose dimensions remain
canonical in the interacting case. Therefore, we find it convenient to set our basic
postulates for (Minkowski space) time-ordered products of local field operators.

Rather than devising clumsy general formulations we shall write down an
implication of the Maxwell equation (2.7), (2.15) for the time-ordered product of
two gauge invariant fields.

Example 3.1. If F,, and 0,A_ transform under the non-decomposable 10-
dimensional representation of SO(4,2), described in Sect. 2, then we demand the
validity of the following quantized form of the Maxwell equation:

0
2 TELOF0) = 5 DT @A (OF )

= (nluav - nlvaﬂ)a(x - y) + T(J}.(x)Fuv(y)) . (313)

The J-function term is a covariant reflection of the equal-time commutation
relations between F, and F,,.
Similarly, Eq. (2.15) applied to the Euclidean photon propagator should read

M @)y <AV () AN(0)) =" y3(x) + (T (X) An(0)) 5. (3.1b)

We shall assume throughout that we are working with the covariant (T*- or
Wick-) time-ordered product. The extension of a relation like (3.1) to products of
several fields uses the standard algebraic properties of T-products. These include
anticommutativity for any pair of local Fermi fields and commutativity of a local
Bose field with any other local field as well as an associativity property which we
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shall write down in a special case to appear in our analysis of the Ward identity
(WI) below:

T(¥(x) T(P(x2)T*(x3))) = T(T(J*(X3)p(x1))p(x2))
=T (p(x)p(x2)J*(x3)) - (32
A central postulate of local QED is the operator WI

667 (TyE)T* () = —y)) [J°O), w()] = —ed(x—y)w(x),  (3.3a)

3‘37 (THEH) =5 3°) [1°0), )] =ed(x— (). (3.3b)

The equal-time current-field commutation, incorporated in (3.3), is the only trace
of the canonical anticommutation relations [y(t,x), p*(t,y)]+ =d(x—y) (for
JO(x)=ie:p(x)p(x): =e:p*(x)p(x):). (These anticommutation relations will not
be assumed for interacting fields, which will be allowed to acquire an anomalous
dimension, while the property (3.3), characteristic for a current-charge density, will
be retained.)

As a consequence of (3.3) we have the following standard WI relating the
Euclidean 3- and 2-point (Schwinger) functions

Ti,; {p(x)P(x5) I (x3) )= ieSw(xl 2) [0(x33) —0(x13)], (34)

where

Sw(x12)5<1P(x1)‘l-’(x2)>E» X12= X1 — X5 (3.5)

[The difference in the i-factor between (3.3) and (3.4) comes from the relation
(d4p)pri(d,4p)p between Minkowski and Euclidean momentum space volume
elements for p®—ip,.]

Proposition 3.2. The field equations (2.15) and the W1 (3.3) together with the
assumption that A_(x) behaves like a constant at infinity and that y(x) has an
appropriate asymptotic behaviour, consistent with its conformal properties, imply the
relations

p(xy). . Yx)P(Y ). P A-(2))p
— )2 )2
_ % W) pEIPY)- - PO <iln g 1 _22:& _?)2 + c,,) . (3.6)

Similarly,
Cp(x)P(x2)A - (x3)A (x4)Dp

=S,(x12) {(8—;>2 (iln % + c> <iln % + c> + <A_(x3)A_(x4)>E} NEY)

Proof. The divergence of F*’ in the conformal Maxwell equation
oF*—300rA_=J* (3.8)
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does not contribute to the local charge density (see [F2, S5]). It then follows from
(3.3) and (3.8) that
O3 T(p(x)A-(y)) =ied(x — y)w(x) ,
33 TP()A-(y) = —ied(x— y)P(x).
Equations (3.6), (3.7) are an (Euclidean) integrated version of (3.9) that takes into

(3.9)

l
account the asymptotic conditions and the identity (12 ln — = (4m)*5(x) (where O
is the Euclidean Laplacian).

Remark 3.3. Equation (3.9) corresponds to the following Minkowski space
commutation relations:

[A-(x), p(»)]=

D (- ).
(3.10)

(40,9001 =— 2 - (- 90),

where the coefficient in the right-hand side is related to the Pauli-Jordan
commutator function 9(x) by

0 —&(x%) s(x )
4z

0(—x*)=2(x)= 8(x?)=2mi [ e(p°)o(p*ePd,p.  (3.11)

We shall first use in an essential way the conformal invariance in determining
the Dirac propagator.

Cl. The 2n-point Schwinger functions <@(xy)...w(x)PY1)... (V) g are ys-
invariant and invariant with respect to the tensor product of (2n) elementary Dirac-
type representation of the Euclidean conformal group Spin(5,1) corresponding to a
(real) dimension d.

The general form of the conformal electron propagator (3.5) is given by (1.3).
Remark 3.4. The 2-point Wightman function
2znC,,
W)= FE R F (=500 0° =%y -p)e™dep  (3.12)

related to (1. 3) is positive definite for =3, C,>0. The vanishing of w,, for
d—3=0,1,... is related to the assumption that S is dilation invariant at these
points. The anomalous dimension d —3 of the charged field is gauge dependent. A
standard renormalization group analysis using second order calculations gives

3 1 e?
d—é—z(ﬁ—m)w. (313

(For a similar computation in the framework of conventional massless QED see
[A2, E1, F6].) We shall not exploit here the WI’s associated with the conserved
axial current.
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B) Conformal QED with a Free Photon Propagator

Proposition 3.5. The general conformal invariant 2-point function {AM(x)Ay(0)> ¢
for the Spin(5, 1)-representation, characterized by the infinitesimal law (2.4), is a
multiple of the free photon Schwinger function

1,0={({0) a01-0)) <1 Lpin, Gt

where

1 M
—2<55—(1—ﬂ>"p§’”

) 2% E
b p (3.14b)

-ZA(P) =
—21'1% —21%5(p)

satisfies ( for M defined in (2.14))
M(ip)A (p)=1, sothat M)A (x)=5(x). (3.15)

A proof of this statement based on the manifestly covariant formalism is given
in Appendix B to [F7].

Remark 3.6. Equation (3.15) does not determine the coefficient to d(p) in the right-
hand side of (3.14b). One way to verify that our choice (—2x?) fits the requirement
of conformal invariance is to exploit the infinitesimal law (2.4) and the condition
C,|0> =0. The result is

A O)0=— g5 =CA_ DA% (3.16)

in accord with (3.14).

Corollary 3.7. Equation (3.14) together with the Euclidean Maxwell equations
(3.1b) lead to trivial current-field and current-current 2-point functions:

CIM)AN(0)) g = A ()M 3 A SO y — My (x) =0 (3.17)
(where J~ =J, ) and hence
{IM(x)T3(0)>=0. (3.18)

Remark 3.8. The current-current Wightman function evaluated in second order
perturbation theory (using the free electron propagator (1.3) for d = 3) is non-trivial
and consistent with conformal invariance:

2 r*(x) e? 1
_ v — H[ — AB - -
n* (x*+i0x%)°  12n* (00 —0"9,) (x% +i0x°)?

T*C)T0))0 = (3.192)

2

= 10,0 'P =P dp, (0. ()=0(")0(~p?)  (.19b)

u
=gk 2 xxf” . (3.20)
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However, its Euclidean counterpart is only covariant under a non-decomposable
(logarithmic) representation of the dilation subgroup. Indeed, defining the finite

1
part of — by

* Y o 4 (e (Y
x4 f_a-»+0d8 x4 e2 ’
we find

2
THI )5 = 753 (B40 a"“( >,

2 Z
e lim {F(1+8)J‘p py—P 6 ;pxd4p}

T 1207 oo de (TQ+e)° (47
e? .
=122 <1n ?) (P'p,—p*d})e™ dyp (3.21)

. . . . 1
<where the “subtraction point” p is proportional to ?)' More troublesome, the

invariant 2-point function {J*(x)J (), is inconsistent with current conservation
in that case. It is nevertheless clear that the vanishing of the 2-point functions
(3.17), (3.18) is representation dependent.

Equation (3.18) was adopted as a unique possibility in the conformal QED of
Johnson-Baker-Adler (JBA) (see [J1, Al,2, B1]). Although we leave open the
possibility that (a modified) conformal invariance is still consistent with the more
realistic ansatz (3.19), we shall only explore in this paper the simplest possibility
(3.18).

C2. The photon propagator is invariant under the standard (non-decomposable)
conformal law (2.3), (2.4).

As a consequence of Proposition 3.5 and of Corollary 3.6, this postulate leads
to a JBA-type model of conformal QED.

C3. The Schwinger functions
P(xq)- - PE)PG 1) P 2y o T VR

are conformal and ys-invariant with respect to the tensor product of the standard
elementary representation for yp (with dimension d) and J* (with dimension 3).

Corollary 3.9. It follows from (3.3), (3.10), and C3. that
p(x)P(x2)I*(x3) )k

. r{d+ ) 4 B+1
=ieC, TG= 2) <xf2) { 5 S32(x13)7"83/2(x32)

+E-D B s Ba ), (a0-hs). e

X12

where B is an arbitrary (real) constant (see Eq. (IV.48) of [T1]).
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Remark 3.10. It should be noted that the 3-point function

S_(x1, X35 %3) = {P(x JP(x2) A (x3))p =S (X12) (8 3 §3 + C) (3.23a)
(obtained from (3.6) for n=1) is not invariant under the standard transformation

law (2.22), (2.4) for p and A_. However, there exists a more general law which
relates S_ and

Sy(x1, X35 X3) = P(x)P(x2)A,(X3)E (3:23b)
with the longitudinal 3-point function

1(x15 X35 x3) = (X )P(x3)0,8(x3) g (3:230)
and ;

- (%15 X2) = {p(x )P(x2)gD =S, (X12) - (3:23d)

(In the last equation we have used the ansatz yi{pg=1yp — cf. (2.18a).) A compact
form of this general law is given in terms of the conformal inversion I,x = % (cf.
[T1,2]). The Euclidean picture fields would transform as follows under I, for

elementary representations of the (extended) Spin(5,1):

P(x)>p"(x)=iys (—xz)%,—z w(I,x), (3.24a)

u‘)(x)—>¢")(x)=tﬁ(IrX)iv5ﬁm, (3.24b)

,w(X)

A_(x)-»APx)=A_(I,x), A,~AD(x)= A¥(I,x) etc., (3.24c)

where 74(x) is given by (3.20). Only I_(x;, x,) is invariant under this elementary
law:

l(:)(xla X,) = <1P(r)(x1)1l_’(r)(xz)Q>E =1_(x1,x) (= Sw(xl 2). (3.25a)

The non-decomposable representation spanned by 0,S and g implies the following
non-elementary covariance property for [,:

23v

I9(x 1, %55 x3)+ I_(xy,x5)=1(x1,X0;%3). (3.25b)

3
It is straightforward to verify that the pair of functions S_ (3.23a) and I_ (3.23¢)
satisfy the I,-covariance law,
2

—3 ‘1 (xl,xz)ln—— =8 _(x1,%5;X3). (3.26a)
8 x2
The law for S, (proposed in [F7]) combines together the last two formulas:

ie x? 2x3
S(v')(xl,x2§x3)—8 5 (X1, X5 X3) In— +
x2 3

=8,(x1, %53 X3). (3.26b)

S(i)(xp X33 X3)—

S_(xy,%5;5X3)
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C4. The Schwinger functions of v, P, A,, A_; 0,S, q are related among themselves
via the conformal inversion according to Eqs. (3.25), (3.26) (and their extension to
higher point Green functions).

There is a more complicated transformation law for the fields which makes all
3-point functions of the 5-potential invariant. For the dilation and the I -inversion
of Euclidean picture spinor fields it reads [S3, F7]

U(@y(x)U(0) ™' =0?: 0*y(gx):,

= —1_,3/2. ,—ieb (3.27a)
U@@pnU(@) ™ =" 0" *plex):,
1 ) x 1 ied
UIpUU) ™ =iys 5:{ 2] v (3.27b)
while the 5-potential obeys the standard non-decomposable law,
U(I)A-()U(IL) "' =A_(I,x) (= AV(x)),
( ( 5 (3.28)
UI)AMUI) " =A@+ 4-(x).
Here the normal products are defined as usual:
1) =0 (), (3.29)
where
FN0>=0= <06, =607, (3.30)

Although local fields either strictly anticommute (for a pair of Fermi fields) or
strictly commute (otherwise) under the sign of an Euclidean expectation value,
positive and negative frequency parts, in general, do not commute with the fields.
Thus, in order to apply the operator law (3.27) to the evaluation of Schwinger
functions, we should define the commutation relations of ‘¥ between each other
and with the local fields.

We shall set

[57,64=0,  [6F,p()]=+ (‘% ),

‘ (3.31a)
LR L
’ ~ (4m)* ’
so that
_ e%
0 PY(x)0™ = @mrp(x) etc., (3.31b)
- ‘ 1 - 1

[6‘+),A_(x)]= + —é?q, [5(+),A#(x)]= + WaﬂS(X). (3.32)

The electron propagator (1.3) is now reproduced from (3.26-3.28) provided that

3 e?

=37 Gy

b. (3.33)
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Comparing with (3.13), we see that b plays the role of an overall gauge parameter.
Furthermore, if we require

P()P()g = qp(x)p(y) =w(x)P(y) (334

(in accord with (2.18)), we rederive the expression (3.23a) for S_ (up to a
normalization constant) from the invariance requirement under the above
operator law. In order to reproduce also the covariance property (3.25b), we
demand that

[6%),0,8(x)]1=0=[6*),q]. (3.35)

Proposition 3.11. Under the above assumptions the general conformal invariant 3-
point Schwinger function of 0,S, consistent with (2.16) and (3.34), is

P PxS(x3) =S ,(%12) {— (’;‘:" + ’jj;”) +az,,}. (3.3

13 23

Equations (3.32) and (3.36) imply

ie X X x2
S,(x1, X235 X3)= a2 Sw(xlz){(alu— XITW — 223,u> In % +A/1u}

13 X23 X713
B+ 1 < 1> x13 'x23
——d— =44 2(X12) 5=V 5> (3.37)
5 ) 4a 12(X12) X2, Yu X2,
where the coefficient to the last term is chosen to agree with (3.22); here 4, is given
by (1.2) and

_ X1t Xasih _1 @
Ay= —x%3 2, <— > 03,1In x%B). (3.38)

The proof of this proposition is straightforward.

C) Subspace of Physical 0-Charge States

Assumption C2 that leads to a free photon propagator allows an explicit
construction of the physical subspace (of the indefinite metric space for the local
gauge under consideration) at least in the zero-charge sector.

We define the submanifold &’ of physical states of the field domain & as a
maximal conformally invariant linear subspace of vectors @, ¥ of 2 such that

(OA_ (P> =0={D|0,S|¥> ={Dlq|¥ . (3.39)

Remark 3.12. Equation (3.39) excludes from &’ vectors of the form 4_|0> or
0,8|0> that would have violated the non-negativity of the inner product. The
positivity violation for 4 _|0> is manifest from (3.16); for ,S it is derived from the
expression for the 2-point Wightman function (cf. (2.32))

Fu(X)
8n?v(x? +i0x°)

2n .
=Y 1 0(°)p.p,0'(—p*)e™ dyp. (3.40)

€0,8(x)2,8(0)>0 =
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Let 9, be the part of the O-charge sector of &, generated by the action to the
vacuum of polynomials of local fields smeared by test functions with compact
support.

Proposition 3.13. @, is generated by polynomials of F,,, 0,A _ and (128, the states

0,A_|0>, 0,F*"|0> and [1%S|0> having zero norm.

uy

The proposition follows from the factorization postulate (2.31) and from the
properties of (free) 2-point functions of the encountered (Bose) fields. (We note that
Eqg.(3.39) does not contradict our assumption (2.18a) because of the vanishing of
the current matrix elements in &', which follows from (3.18) — see [S4].)

4. Renormalized Schwinger-Dyson Equations (S-D Egs)

A) Equations Involving 2- and 3-Point Functions

We follow here the standard scheme of defining the renormalized S-D Eqs — see
[S6, BS] (as well as [Z2]).

Let F be an arbitrary polynomial in the fields Ay, 0,5, v, ¥ and their
derivatives: Egs. (2.15),(2.18b),(2.20), (2.21) imply the following set of renormalized
S-D Egs for Schwinger functions (since we only deal with Euclidean Green
functions in this section, we skip the subscript E in the expectation values):

FpOF — <§—£> — e NHOIPC)F

(4.1a)
h(x) = A,(x)— A_(x)0,5(x),

1 OF

(0"0,— 06" (A (x)F) — 2 0*<A_(x)F)— <5Aﬂ(x)> =<{JHx)F), (4.1b)

1 . B, 3 < SF > _ "
3 DA = g DA IR = (375 ) = =~ N@SLEy,

) oF
v[(1%{S(x)F)— M> ={0,N(A_(x)J*x))F) 4.1d)
where

1,0 =ieN ()39 (). (.1¢)

The normal products N(...) will be determined in a non-perturbative way as finite
parts of Wilson expansions inserted in conformal invariant Schwinger functions.
The remaining freedom will be restricted by the requirement of gauge invariance.

Proceeding to the study of the Dirac equation (4.1a) we shall use (and extend)
some of the techniques of [F4, P1] (devised for the study of the 2-dimensional
Thirring model). We define the smeared composite field y,(x, ¢) by

(1 (6, OF ) =ieZy(e) | dQ.Ch(x +e2p(X)F ) = (Z5(e) = DI p()F),  (4.2)
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where dQ, is the normalized measure on S3:
1dQ,f(z)= % [8(z2=1)f(z)d*z. (4.2b)

The field h,=qA,—A_0,S transforms “homogeneously” [ie. under an
elementary representation of Spin(5,1)]. The factor g can be dropped [as in
(4.1a)] when multiplied by a pair of conjugate spinor fields [see (3.34)].

The renormalization constant Z, (¢) does not appear, since we have set Z, =Z,
as required by gauge invariance.

Setting F ={(y) we can rewrite Eq.(4.1a) in the form

B LwP()) —d(x—y)= lim Cpy (x, B () - (4.3)

(The §-function, which fits the free field limit for e—0, is cancelled by a similar term
in the right-hand side (RHS) in the case when ¥ acquires anomalous dimension.)
The 3-point function <{A,(x + ez)yp(x)p(y)) [Which appears in (4.3) if we insert
from (4.2)] is obtained from (3.37) by deleting the logarithmic term and replacing
1+B
2
the composite character of the second term in h, (4.1a)] that one should actually
deal with the 4-point function

Sf:” ={A_(x 1)5MS(xz)w(x3)tﬁ(x4)>

and A by two arbitrary constants g, and g,. It is clear [taking into account

in the limit x,,—0.
The small ¢ behaviour of the spherically smeared 3-point function®

G(x, p; &)= [ d*y [ dQ.Ch(x +e2)p(x)p(y) e~ P 44

involved in (4.3) is analysed in the Appendix. The final expression (A.7) contains
two terms of the type appearing in the left-hand side of (4.3), where we insert the
conformal invariant 2-point function (1.3). In this way we obtain the following
relations between the anomalous dimension A=d —3, the y-field renormalization
constant Z, and the free parameters g, and g, in the conformal invariant
expression for G:

i(=a-3)= < 4.5
=d—5 —W(gﬁ'gz)a 4.5)

2

Z,(e, 1) =z(%) (%)A (Zy(e,0)=2(0)=1 for C,(0)=1,e2=0), (4.6)

where the product of z(4) with the normalization constant C,, of the electron
propagator (1.3) is

1 rd—1

C,z2(A)= 5 ( )

ra+x’
2+Qo=0) gy

(4.6b)

2 Note that a similar analysis of the Dirac equation in the framework of [F3, P2] is hindered by
the non-local character of the photon 3-point function
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Remark 4.1. The Euclidean counterpart of the more complicated action (2.26)
leads to a somewhat modified system of equations. In particular, a term
{adS(x )w(x,)p(x,)) is added to the RHS of the Dirac equation (4.3). The new
system includes one more equation, obtained by varying with respect to a:

(87%) {aF> + <‘5F > + [ d*x (1 D6u<A"(x)F>——<J+(x)F>> -

(We have used that | 02{A_(x)F)>d*x=0 according to (4.1a) and the Ward
identities.) Combined with (4.1b) this equation leads to the relations

(aay=CaA_y=CA_A_) (= - %)

. oF oF

As a result, the Dirac equation (4.3) remains unchanged.
Turning next to the definition of the current, we set

{J¥(x, e)F)
=ieZ,(e, A) | dQ,{P(x + ez)y"p(x)F)
—{DM(e, A () + D, D) A_(x)+ Dh(e, SCOIFY,  (47a)
where a
D= 8—;55+azaﬂav+a3mc,
(4.7b)
@g:%—@ucimaﬂ, i=1,2.

According to our assumption C2 about the conformal transformation properties
of the photon propagator and Proposition 3.5, the charge renormalization
constant Z, is finite and can, therefore, be set equal to 1. We should like to give
meaning to the current J*(x) in the Maxwell equation (4.1b) as a limit for ¢—0 of
(4.7a). Taking the divergence of (4.1b) for F=F(y)=A,, A_ or 0,S and using
current conservation, we find the free field relation

1[]2<A (F(y)>+ aau <5jlzx)> -

which is satisfied by the conformal invariant 2-point functions (3.14). It follows
that momentum space 2-point functions satisfy

—ioy [su_ P*Po\ ) 2, 4o _OF(Y) (|
fe <5a P ){ CA*(XF(y)> Ma(x)}dy

= lim [ e "P{J*(x, )F(y)pd*y. 4.8)
£—0
The left-hand side of this equation vanishes identically for our choice of the photon
propagator. Before studying the implications of this fact to the RHS we shall make
a few comments.
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Remark 4.2. Finite subtractions appear, as discussed in [B5], in order to maintain
the properties of the current functions dictated by gauge invariance which is
destroyed by our regularization procedure. The type of the operators &; is
restricted by the asymptotic behaviour of the first term in (4.7a). More subtractions
are possible in principle, e.g. cubic terms of the type & ,,,,, A%(x —ez) A"(x) A°(x + &z)
[B5]. We neglect them since in our case they factorize in the average and do not
give new structures.

Remark 4.3. The definition (4.7-4.8) of the current applies only if F is a polynomial
of basic fields. If F includes composite operators, additional (contact) terms are
needed in general (see, e.g., [Z2]). (This remark applies of course to all composite
operators in the model.) We shall give only an example of functions involving two
current operators:

xS x)F )

= hm {<J (x1= 8)‘] (x2)F> de [Dﬂvvg(s Xy 2)

: <Ay(x2 +e2)A%(x,)F) + Duvy(g’ X1,) (AL F>
+D;},(e,x12) (F1} (4.92)
In particular, for F=1, we have
D;vye = ,VInuy”vga(xz) > Div = [yzauav + Y3(6uav - D nﬂv)]é(XIZ) . (49b)

The asymptotic behaviour of the 3-point functions involved in the RHS of (4.8)
as well as the contribution of the subtraction terms are evaluated in the Appendix.
We write here only the expression for the 3-point function of 4, [see (3.37) with
a=0]:

ieZ(e, ) § dQ.e P (p(x +e2)y, p(x)A,(y) yd*y
_ e’C,z(3) I'(A+2) o irx
2n)?* Ir(1-2)

2 (2B+A)ppv 1+B P
1+4B 1 2g2
+oc011,w+< . +E> I p4 }+0( 2). (4.10)

Here o is a numerical constant [see (A.11)]. All terms in (4.10) except the last one
are compensated by the contribution of the subtractions in (4.8) leading to some
relations for the arbitrary constants in (4.7). These constants are completely
determined when the other two equations in (4.8) (for F = A _ or 0,,S) are also taken
into account. There is no way, however, to cancel the finite transverse last term in
(4.10) unless

2 rQ+2 . (1+B 1\ & (1-H(2-) 5\
(A)F(l = w( +§>—72 ) = (B+§>—0, (4.11)
+( gl—gz)(4n)2

ie. either B= —3 or e(1—A*)(2—1)=0.
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Remark 4.4. Concerning the first possibility (B= —3), we notice that it is not
available in the framework of [F3, P2, K1]; as compared to this framework we
have a second independent transverse structure in the 3-point function (3.37). The
above result can also be obtained from the Maxwell equation for {(4,J,) [see
(A.12)]. The finite contribution of the current 3-point function (3.22) to the
Maxwell equation has been evaluated earlier in [M4] where a similar condition for
B has been put forward. [It is, however, incorrectly assumed in [M4] that the
conformal invariant current Green’s function {TJ,(x)J,(0)», is proportional to
the associate homogeneous distribution (3.21).] A number of the above formulas
(as well as those of the Appendix) have been obtained in an inconclusive earlier
attempt [D5] to tackle conformal QED?3).

Regarding the current as an elementary conformal field we easily analyse also
the last two equations (4.1c, d) for the various 2-point functions {0,S(x)F(y)) and
{A_(x)F(y)) and prove (exploiting current conservation) their consistency with
the (free) expressions (2.32), (3.14). The implications of the composite structure of
J* (4.7) is further discussed in Sect.4B.

B) Egquations Involving 4-Point Functions

The Maxwell equations (4.1b) with F— Fyp and F=A4,,0,S or A_ together with
the corresponding Ward identities imply the equations:

1
3 DA GG + (o e i)

=ie[0(x14) — 6(x24)] CF(xa)w(x )p(x2)) - (4.12)
In agreement with Proposition 3.2 we have the following

Proposition 4.1. Let F be either A, 0,S or A_. Then
Fp=<A-(x)F(x3)p(x1)P(x5))
2
<C+ ln® ) CE(x)p(x,P(x2))

+ Wx)P(x2)) CA-(x4)F(x3)) - (4.13)
The last term is present only for F=A, or A_.

One can check that no finite part of & survives when x,—x,, x,—x,. Hence
there is no contribution to the R.H.S. of Eq.(4.1d) for F=4,, 8, or A_. This
shows that the composite character of the current does not affect the conclusion of
the preceding section.

We let x,—x; in (4.13) for F=0,S thus getting
- ie X

CA-(x3)0,8(X3)w(x 1 )1P(x2)) = (C & 32) 0,S(x3)w(x,)P(x,)) . (4.14)
If we choose & =0 in the expression (3.36) for <0,Sy1p ), (4.14) has the general form
of the 3-point function (3.37) with 1+ B=0= A. Hence, as discussed in Sect. 4A, it

3 The model in [D5] reproduces the standard 3-point current function and an expression for
(A, pp) which differs from (3.37) by purely longitudinal terms. However, the normal product in
the Dirac equation requires an unconventional subtraction, which is avoided here
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just cancels down the contribution of the inhomogeneous term in (3.37) in the
Dirac equation. Then we finally have in (4.4)

1+B

gl=—2_a g,=4. (4.15)
Combining (4.15) with (A.13), we obtain
A —d—E —i(ﬁ+const) (4.16)
T 2) (4m)? ' '

The fact that (4.14) does not contain the standard transverse part of (3.37) leads
us to the following important conclusion.

Proposition 4.2. The Maxwell equation (4.1b) with F=A_(x,)0,8(x3) (or
F=(A,—h,)(x3)) is not satisfied unless
_ __ 22
1{83;= @=HA=4) (4.17)
2+(2g,—

sz(/l) .
g2) (—4?)2

The proof concerning the 3-point function (4.14) repeats the derivation of
(4.10), (4.11).

Thus, the only way to cancel the logp?-term is to have either a trivial theory
(with e =0 — see the discussion in the Introduction) or a special gauge in which
the anomalous dimension has the (negative) value 41— —1.

Appendix A. Small Distance Expansions of 3-Point Functions

Our objective in this appendix is to evaluate the leading terms for e—0 of smeared
3-point functions of the type of G(x, p;¢) (4.4). Using the identity

X o

= = lim x??

x2 -0 25 a
we can write the general conformal invariant expression of the integrand in (4.4) as
the limit of

CHCxa)w (e )P(x2)s
ieC 1
= (l;z)"; { 5 <g1(2d )9613 Js+ = gzaﬁ )Ad— 1/2(*12)
(’%3) +50 9‘13 Sd(xu)} for 9-0. (A1)

Setting x, =X, X3 =x+ ¢z, and taking the Fourier transform in x, =y, we obtain

ieC e~ I"(/1+1)
@Cn )221 A F(l—/l)

+g, .2_8_2 (ied J+ Dz)} I(—1-6,A;ez,p), (A2)

G(x,p;e)=

fdQ {gl(l+1) 5 4.



250 V. B. Petkova, G. M. Sotkov, and I. T. Todorov

where A=d—3 is the anomalous dimension and

I(x, 4;z,p)

_ eipx j‘( 2 k+1 2 A+1 Civd
= @ny? (x+z—y)2> ((x—yf) ¢y

e 2\ S+
T T+ DIG+1) (?) } du

k=4
< i fu> e Ko () u(1=wp?2) (A3)

(cf. Egs. (F.1,2) of Appendix F to [D4]); here K, is the modified Bessel function:
2K, Q=TI 1 —=v)I-(O—1,) (A.4a)

252 V. B. Petkova, G. M. Sotkov, and 1. T. Todorov

We can use the general formula (A.5) instead of (A.10) to obtain (4.10). Then we
need an intermediate analytic regularization (1/x%3x35)—(1/x}3x35)'*%. The
d . .
operator lim%éi which does not change the initial expressions then recovers a
0—0

finite part which differs from (4.10) by the value of «,. The subtraction term
involving the constant a in (4.7) accounts for this arbitrariness. Similarly, we find
using (A.10)

ie dQ. [ d*ye™ P (H(x; +e2)y,p(x1) T, (1)) Zo(e, A)

eCz(NT2+d) o I, (1+4B 1 p2e?
=TT ri-n° wt gt

“(MuD® —Puby) + 71,”832 - %} +0(%), (A.12)
where «j is a numerical constant. Comparing (A.12) with (4.9a, b), one determines
the constants y; and reproduces the relation (4.11). (The finite transverse part of
(A.12) coincides with the second order expression for the photon self-energy.)

Evaluating the contribution of the subtraction terms in (4.9) for F=A4,, A_.
0,8, we get the following values for the subtraction constants:

_2°CzNIC+2) a —a—‘<l +<xo), as 4

a;= (271:)21_,(1_1) s 2= D) 6 =7“05
2 A
b1=_i(cz_ggﬂ(,4—ﬁ+1+2B)§gi5,
2C,2(3) 3 reey
e wZ
4=~ Tamp AP 3 (D=0 =) o

_ eCzZMT2+H2v2n)* B
ba=— Qm)*r(—iie 6C,.
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result

— o g1+g2 e2
1=C, 11_{% Z,(&, 4) { [1 T (47")2:|
4\ I(1+1) 91%9:) ¢
+(s_2> rG—7 (2“’1—92+2 7 >(4ﬂ)2} Y

yields (4.5) and (4.6).
Proceeding now to the implication of the Maxwell equation (4.8) for
F(y)=A,(y) or A_(y), we first replace the log-terms in the 3-point functions (3.23),

(3.37) by
1 2\ 2 \¢
oo = tmi () - (2
ng13 61->05 xf3 x%a

and use the general integration formula
[dQ,2,2,(2q) (zp)** "
(2x)!

1 p2 K—2 p2
= 2—<7> [7 (PGt + Pty + Pu) (6= D ”(p")] Klkt2)!
(A.9)

In studying the small ¢ behaviour of
ieZ (e, 2) ] dQ, [ d*ye P {Plx+ e2)y () A, ()

and representing the Fourier transform of == 9613 9623 in (3.37) as
13 X33
. d*y
—_1 13 + -1 —ipy R

we need the expansion

Ko@=-1m5 + D (EF = Linr,

which gives
I(x, —x;z,p)
d (_lpz)s & 2 2 n(1+K)n+s(l K)n
0 4 (n)*QRn+s+1)!

pZZZ
-[l > +ypm+r+s+1)+ypn+1-x)

—pQ2n+s+2)—2p(n+ 1)] : (A.10)

I'(a+n)

I'(a) ~
leads to (4.10) with

1 1 1
Oco‘—“%B(—z—‘P(l)) —6<1P(1)+§>- (A.11)

where (a),= A straightforward (though rather lengthy) computation



252 V. B. Petkova, G. M. Sotkov, and I. T. Todorov

We can use the general formula (A.5) instead of (A.10) to obtain (4.10). Then we

need an intermediate analytic regularization (1/x2;x%;)—(1/x%;x2;)'*%. The

operator limdigé which does not change the initial expressions then recovers a
-0

finite part which differs from (4.10) by the value of o, The subtraction term

involving the constant a5 in (4.7) accounts for this arbitrariness. Similarly, we find

using (A.10)

ie | d€, | d*ye™ P (f(xy +ez)p,p(x0) T, (1)) Za(e, 2)

eCz(HTR+A) s, 1+B 1 p2e?
T Ten? Ta-n° {[ °+< 8 +T§>“‘ 4]

2 v
: (”uvpz _pupv) + nuv 8_2 - B%L} + 0(82) s (A12)

where «j is a numerical constant. Comparing (A.12) with (4.9a, b), one determines
the constants y, and reproduces the relation (4.11). (The finite transverse part of
(A.12) coincides with the second order expression for the photon self-energy.)

Evaluating the contribution of the subtraction terms in (4.9) for F=4,, A_.
0,8, we get the following values for the subtraction constants:

_28°C T2+ 2) _a (l ) 4
“ET T anrra—n 0 ©2T2\gT%) BT %
e,z rQ+23)
b,=— N (A—ﬂ+1+ZB)F(1_/1), ay
_eC2(D) 3 r(2+z) '

AC 2N +2)2v(2n)?
Q2n)2Ir(1—A)ie

In dealing with 4-point functions, we only work in x-space and use in addition
to (A.6) the relation (A.9).

b2= —_ _6C2

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Dr. V. Dobrev and Dr. A. Ganchev for making
available their unpublished calculations and Dr. E. Nissimov for valuable discussions.

Note added in proof. Equation (2.21) [or (4.1d)] is consistent with the commutation relations
(3.32), (3.35). To amend the situation we should add a trilinear term, %AZ_ (128, replacing the
Lagrangian (2.19), (2.14) by

L= %F’”(%FW—BMAV+6VA ) ~94 qoa+ ﬁ([lA )2 4 g(DS)Z

—tﬂw—ie(A—A_aS)]w%A%DZS. (1)
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The Maxwell and the Dirac equations (2.7) and (2.20) remain unchanged while the gauge fixing
equations for 4 and S assume the form

gD6A+5”SJ"=gA_DZS; vD2S+6uA_J“+%D2A2_=0. %)

The new set of equations has the virtue of being invariant with respect to the 1-parameter family
of field transformations

A_—A_+1, A,~A,+10,S. 3)
It is straightforward to verify [using (3.7) and (3.23a)] that

2
X12

L DA (3)>g= £ * o)
7 T3vMP(DAZ(3))0= 8n4[(x§3+iox?3) (x§3+iox23):| P(DP(2)20

== W(DP(2)J*4(3)3,4-(3))0 4

so that [according to (2)] v[13<{yw(1)p(2) S(3)>(, =0 in agreement with (3.36).

The argument of Sect. 2C is not directly applicable to this modified Lagrangian, however a
calculation based on a power series expansion in the new trilinear term indicates that it does not
affect gauge invariant matrix elements.
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