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Convergence of the polarization tensor in spacetime of three dimensions
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In this paper, we consider the convergence properties of the polarization tensor of graphene obtained in
the framework of thermal quantum field theory in three-dimensional spacetime. During the last years, this
problem attracted much attention in connection with the calculation of the Casimir force in graphene systems
and the investigation of the electrical conductivity and reflectance of graphene sheets. There are
contradictory statements in the literature, especially on whether this tensor has an ultraviolet divergence
in three dimensions. Here, we analyze this problem using the well-known method of dimensional
regularization. It is shown that the thermal correction to the polarization tensor is finite at any D, whereas
its zero-temperature part behaves differently for D = 3 and 4. For D = 3, it is obtained by analytic
continuation with no subtracting of infinitely large terms. As for the spacetime of D = 4, the finite result for
the polarization tensor at zero temperature is found after subtracting the pole term. Our results are in
agreement with previous calculations of the polarization tensor at both zero and nonzero temperature. This
opens the possibility for a wider application of the quantum-field-theoretical approach in investigations of
graphene and other two-dimensional novel materials.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The term polarization tensor has many different meanings
and was used for theoretical descriptions of diverse physical
phenomena. Here, we reconsider the problem of conver-
gence of the vacuum photon polarization tensor of graphene
in quantum electrodynamics (QED) at nonzero temperature
in three-dimensional spacetime. Independently of an
entirely theoretical interest to calculate the polarization
tensor at both zero and nonzero temperature for the case
of D = (2+ 1) dimensions [1-5], this problem attracted
special attention [6—10] in connection with the advent of the
two-dimensional hexagonal structure of carbon atoms called
graphene [11].

At energies below a few eV, the electronic properties of
graphene are well described by a set of massless or very
light quasiparticles with spin 1/2 obeying the Dirac
equation, where the speed of light ¢ is replaced with the
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Fermi velocity vg = ¢/300 [12-15]. (In the following text,
we use the system of units where # = ¢ = 1.) This has
opened an attractive opportunity of describing the reaction
of graphene to an electromagnetic field using the well-
established methods of QED in (2 + 1) dimensions, espe-
cially the concept of the polarization tensor, i.e., restricting
to the one-loop radiative correction in the language of QED.
Taking into account that the properties of graphene strongly
depend on temperature, this may be done in the framework
of thermal quantum field theory.

The polarization tensor derived in (2 4 1)-dimensional
quantum field theory (QFT) [1,2] was first applied for the
theoretical description of the Casimir force between two
graphene sheets in Ref. [16]. In Ref. [17], this tensor was
generalized for the case of nonzero temperature and
calculated at the pure imaginary Matsubara frequencies
taking into account the nonzero mass of quasiparticles and
chemical potential. The obtained results were used to
investigate the Casimir and Casimir-Polder forces in various
configurations [18-29].

The analytic continuation of the polarization tensor of
graphene to the entire plane of complex frequencies,
including the real frequency axis, was performed in
Ref. [30]. These results were generalized for graphene
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sheets possessing a nonzero chemical potential [31]. The
obtained polarization tensor of graphene at nonzero temper-
ature was used in the calculation of the Casimir and
Casimir-Polder forces in graphene systems [32—41] and
the electrical conductivity [42—45] and reflectivity proper-
ties of graphene [30,46—48]. Computations of the Casimir
force in graphene systems using the polarization tensor have
been found to be in excellent agreement with the measure-
ment data of two precision experiments [49-52].

In spite of this progress in the application of thermal QFT
to obtaining the polarization tensor of graphene and
describing its properties on this basis, the more phenom-
enological theoretical approach using the Kubo formula is
often used in the literature for the same purpose (see, e.g.,
Refs. [53-72]). However, there are significant conceptual
differences between the quantum-field-theoretical and Kubo
approaches. For instance, in the framework of the Kubo
approach, dissipation is introduced by means of the phe-
nomenological relaxation parameter treated as the imagi-
nary part of the complex frequency. Alternatively, the QFT
does not use phenomenological parameters and describes
dissipation by means of the imaginary part of the polari-
zation tensor, which arises for the scaled 3-momentum
magnitudes exceeding the energy gap in graphene.

In the spatially local approximation, there is agreement
between the results obtained using different theoretical
approaches [21,30,42-44,46-48]. As for the spatially non-
local case, the quantum-field-theoretical approach predicts
the presence of a double pole at zero frequency in the
transverse dielectric permittivity of graphene [41], which is
not obtainable in the Kubo approach. It was stated [73] that
the presence of a double pole might be connected with an
improper regularization of the polarization tensor obtained
within thermal QFT.

In this regard, it should be noted that there are contra-
dictory statements in the recent literature concerning the
convergence of this tensor. Thus, Ref. [17] found by power
counting that the polarization tensor of graphene diverges
and made it finite by a Pauli-Villars subtraction, whereas
Refs. [27,28,30] concluded that in 2 4+ 1 dimensions it is
finite because the ultraviolet divergence is not present due to
the gauge invariance. Reference [73] stated that the polari-
zation tensor of graphene obtained by means of the quantum
field theory is divergent and suggests an alternative regu-
larization procedure, which brings it into exact coincidence
with that obtained by means of the Kubo approach.

In view of the above, we feel that it is necessary to
clarify the situation. We demonstrate the calculation of
the polarization tensor of graphene using the methods of
QED at nonzero temperature in detail and in such a way
that the calculation can be followed with a minimum of
knowledge of the field-theoretical methods. Thereby, it
must be underlined that in standard QED at zero temper-
ature the polarization tensor was calculated long ago in
both (3 4+ 1) dimensions (see, e.g., [74,75]) and (2 + 1)

dimensions [1,2]. For the latter case, the key moments,
gauge invariance, and ultraviolet finiteness were men-
tioned explicitly in Sec. 2 of Ref. [2].

In the present paper, we reconsider the polarization tensor
appearing in the quantum-field-theoretical approach to
graphene at nonzero temperature in detail. We use dimen-
sional regularization. First, we demonstrate how the trans-
versality of the polarization tensor can be seen before the
momentum integration. Next, we demonstrate that this
tensor consists of the zero-temperature part and a thermal
correction to it. An immediate analytic calculation shows
that the thermal correction to the polarization tensor is finite,
so that the ultraviolet divergence, if any, might be contained
only in its zero-temperature part. Then, we use the expo-
nential representation for the propagators and carry out the
momentum integrations. Finally, after carrying out the next-
to-last integration, the transversality also becomes evident in
this representation as well as the ultraviolet properties.

Specifically, by considering the polarization tensor in a
spacetime of complex D dimensions, we demonstrate that
in the case of D = 3 the finite result is obtained using
the regularization by means of analytic continuation from
the case ReD < 2. In so doing, no pole terms need to be
subtracted, i.e., no renormalization is needed. Applying the
same procedure to the polarization tensor in a spacetime of
D = 4 dimensions, we show that to obtain the finite result
it is necessary to subtract the pole term, i.e., regularization
should be followed by the renormalization. Generally
speaking, such behavior in the ultraviolet region is well
known in QFT as a consequence of the combination of
power counting, gauge invariance, and parity. However, an
active discussion for graphene, which exists in two spatial
dimensions but interacts with an electromagnetic field
existing in three-dimensional space, revealed the necessity
to demonstrate this behavior in detail. The performed
analysis confirms the polarization tensor derived in the
literature in the framework of both ordinary and thermal
QFT.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we consider
a general expression for the polarization tensor of graphene
at nonzero temperature in a spacetime of D dimensions.
Section III is devoted to the zero-temperature part of the
polarization tensor and its analytic properties. In Sec. IV the
convergence properties of the polarization tensor in both
three- and four-dimensional spacetime are considered. In
Sec. V we present our conclusions and a discussion.

Recall that we use the system of units where 7 = ¢ = 1.

II. REPRESENTATION OF THE POLARIZATION
TENSOR AT NONZERO TEMPERATURE
IN D DIMENSIONS

In the framework of QFT, the one-loop polarization
tensor of graphene was considered in many papers (see,
e.g., Refs. [9,16-18,30,31,35,76]). It is represented by the
simple diagram shown in Fig. 1, where the solid lines
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagram representing the one-loop polariza-
tion tensor of graphene.

depict the propagators of fermionic quasiparticles which
move with the Fermi velocity vr and satisfy the Dirac
equation in 2 + 1 dimensions,

.0 (.0
|:]/O(la— €A0) +)/1 <l$—€A1>
. 0 2
+7 lﬁ—eAz — mvgp” |w(x) = 0. (1)

Here, y* are the standard Dirac matrices, 72 = vpy'?,
A, = (Ag, A, A,) is the vector potential of the electromag-
netic field, and m is the mass of quasiparticles bearing the
electric charge e.

The important feature of Eq. (1) is that the interaction of
charged quasiparticles with the electromagnetic field is
introduced by the standard substitution

0 .0
2 i % _eA 2
ldx”_) o v (2)

where, for a graphene sheet in the plane x* = 0, it holds
that x = (t,x',x%,0), v =0,1,2,3. Note that Eq. (2)
contains the speed of light in the factor e¢/c. (We recall
that here ¢ = 1.) This reflects the fact that the electromag-
netic field, although it interacts with the quasiparticles
confined in a graphene plane, exists in the 3 + 1-dimen-
sional bulk. As a consequence, in the Dirac model of
graphene, the electric charge in the system of units with
7= c =1 is not dimensional (as it holds in the strictly
2 + 1-dimensional electrodynamics [1]) but rather dimen-
sionless and results in the standard fine-structure con-
stant @ = e ~ 1/137.

The calculation of the diagram shown in Fig. 1 includes
an integration over the internal momentum ¢ = (g, ¢) and
taking the trace of y matrices (see Refs. [17,30] for details).
Keeping in mind that we are looking for the polarization
tensor of graphene at any temperature 7', within the
Matsubara formalism, an integration over ¢, should be
replaced with a summation over the pure imaginary
fermionic Matsubara frequencies,

1
don = ian = 27TikBT(n + 5) ’ (3)

where n = 0, =1, 42, ... and kj is the Boltzmann constant.
In so doing, the zero component of the external photon
wave vector k = (ko,k) is equal to the pure imaginary
bosonic Matsubara frequencies,

k()n = ile = 271'lkBTl (4)

Although here and below we deal with graphene, which
is a two-dimensional sheet of carbon atoms, in the
following we use the D-dimensional vectors (gg,q) =
(q0-q",...,qP7") and (ko k) = (ko, k', ..., kP~"), where
the dimension of the spatial part is D — 1, and respective
integration measures. The metric tensor is defined as g, =
diag(1,—1,—1,...,—1) and the product of two vectors is
gk = q,k* = qok® — gk. The trace of the metric tensor is
gv = D. The point is that, in general, the polarization
tensor is ultraviolet divergent, like most radiative correc-
tions in QFT. For instance, simple power counting
shows a divergence also in (2 + 1) dimensions. For this
reason, a regularization is necessary. By introducing the
D-dimensional spacetime, we take the dimensional regu-
larization, which amounts to formally taking a complex
dimension D (see, e.g., Sec. 11.2 in [77]). This allows to
find the analytic properties of the polarization tensor as a
function of D.

Note that for graphene the Dirac cones are located at the
two points at the corners of the Brillouin zone [13]. Then,
after taking the trace over the gamma matrices, the resulting
polarization tensor in the momentum representation is
given by [30]

32ﬂa
v2
Sy e

27)P~1 R(ikp k;iqpe.q)

(5)

Hﬂy(ile,k, T) - kBT

n=—0oo

where

2" (ikpy.k:iqp,. q) = r/ﬁ,ni,Z"l”/(ile,k; iqpn.q)  (6)

and ’7; = dlag(l, VR, UR, «+., 1)]:).
The quantities Z¥Y and R are

727 (ikpy, ks igpa. q) = ¢ (g = k) + (g = k)* ¢
+ ¢ [=q(q = k) + m?],
R(ikp;. k:iqp,.q) = (¢* — m* + i0)
x [(q = B)? = m® + i0), (7)

where the infinitely small additions i0 originate from
the fermion propagators, the scaled momentum is

125014-3



BORDAG, KLIMCHITSKAYA, and MOSTEPANENKO

PHYS. REV. D 109, 125014 (2024)

k= (ko» vek), qo = qon = iqp,, and 7€o = ko = ikp; in
accordance with Egs. (3) and (4). For instance,

Z%(ikpy. k3 iqp,.q) = —qpa(dpn — kp1)

+q(g—k)+m?,
le(ile’k; ic]qu) = 2q1(ql - l'él) - QDn(QDn - le)
—q(q —k)—m?, (8)

etc., and
R(ikpy.k;iqp,.q) = [qp, +T7(g) 0]
< [(gpn —kpi)* +1T%(q.k) = i0].  (9)
where
) =¢+m’ gk =(g-k+m’. (10)

It is common knowledge that electrodynamics is a gauge-
invariant theory. This means that the Fourier-transformed
vacuum current

JY (k) =TI"A, (k) (11)

should be invariant under the gauge transformation
8A, (k) = A, (k) — A, (k) = ik,x(k), (12)
where y (k) is an arbitrary function [78]. As a consequence,
6J" (k) = ik, I1"y (k) = 0. (13)

Thus, for the polarization tensor, the gauge invariance is
realized in the form of a transversality condition,

k, I = 0. (14)

It is easily seen that the polarization tensor of graphene
(5) satisfies this condition like that in full QED. Really,
using Egs. (6) and (7), by a simple rewriting, one obtains
k,Zr = ve[2¢ kg — ¢* k> — K q* + m*kY)

= ve{(¢’ —=m*)(q = k) = [(g = k)> =m’]q"}, (15)

where k¥ = kP,
Then, from Egs. (5) and (15) we find

327 - d’'q
kW = — kgT —_—
u Vg B Z /(27[)1)—1

n=—oo

X{ (=K ¢ 2]. (16)

(g=k?-m> ¢ -m

Note that ¢° = g, = igp,, given by Eq. (3).

The integral in Eq. (16) converges under the condition
ReD < 2. Using this condition, the seemingly divergent
integral/sum is regularized, allowing the shift of variables
qg— Q0+ 7(, where

Q=q-k
Qo =q0— ko =qo— ko =i(gp, —kpy).  (17)

and gp,,, kp; are defined in Eqs. (3) and (4). As a result, the
integrand itself vanishes, i.e., the polarization tensor (5)
satisfies the transversality condition (14) even before
carrying out the momentum integration.

Now we represent the polarization tensor (5) as the part
that is independent of temperature, and the thermal cor-
rection to it. For this purpose, the right-hand side of Eq. (5)
is rewritten as

kT Z f(ikpi K igp,), (18)

n=—o0

where
2ra [ dP~'q Z*(ikpyk;iqp,.q)
ik ,k;. n) — — ; ’ 1 » ’
Flikpr ks iqp,) vE /(271)D_1 R(ikp;,k;igp,.q)

(19)

(Below we omit the already specified repeated arguments.)
Using the Cauchy residual theorem, the sum (18) can be
represented in the form

kT io: Fligp,) = _/ dqp f(igp)

4D
I
oo U 2T QT 4

. (20)

where the integration contour in the complex ¢, plane
shown in Fig. 2 consists of the paths y; and y,. The validity
of Eq. (20) becomes evident when taking into account that
the poles of the expression under the integral are at the
points gp, = 2zkgT(n + 1/2) (shown as dots in Fig. 2)
and calculating the sum of the residues at these poles.

Substituting Eq. (20) into Eq. (5) and interchanging the
order of integrations, one obtains

2za [ dP'q
W ik k. T) = 2 [ St
bl vE (27)P-1

(12
« l: qu 1 7z
71

2r oyt 41 R

dgp 1 zZ™
n 27 ot 41 R

- ] (21)

Here, the integrand in the second term is decreasing in the
lower half-plane. To make the integrand in the first term
decreasing in the upper half-plane, in the integral along y,
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FIG. 2. Complex g, plane containing the integration paths y,
and y,. The dots indicate the poles at the fermionic Matsubara
frequencies. The four additional poles are shown as crosses (see
the text for further discussion).

we use the identity

1 1
=l (22)
e kT + 1 e w41

Substituting it into Eq. (21), we bring the polarization
tensor to the form

Hﬂy(l’le,k, T) - Hgy(l'le,k) + ATH’MD(l.le,k, T), (23)

where

w 327ta qu dP-lq 7w

Iy (ikpy. k) )P~ ' p (24)
and

ATHﬂD(l.le, k, T) -

327za/ dPq
v} (27)P-1
1 Vad
X[ dgp 1
71

2 41 R
qu 1 Z’uyi|

2 27 e[&_DT_’_l R

(25)

Note that the minus sign in front of (24) appeared because
the direction of the path y; is against the real axis in the
complex plane gp.

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (23) given by
Eq. (24) has the meaning of the polarization tensor at zero
temperature (until the moment it is calculated at the bosonic
Matsubara frequencies). As for the second term given by
Eq. (29), it explicitly depends on 7" and has the meaning of
the thermal correction.

We begin with calculating the thermal correction. This
can be done by closing the integration paths y; and y, with
the help of semicircles of infinitely large radii in the upper
and lower half-planes, respectively, and applying again
the Cauchy residue theorem. In the upper half-plane, there
are two poles of the function Z**/R at the roots of R.
These are g, = il'(q) and g, = il'(q) + kp;, where T and
[ are defined in Eq. (10). In the lower half-plane, the
poles of the function Z*//R are at gp = —il'(g¢) and
qp = —il(q) + kp;. All of these poles are shown in
Fig. 2 as crosses.

Calculating the residues at all four poles and taking into
account that the integrals along both semicircles vanish, we
rewrite the thermal correction (25) as

167105/ d’q

vE (27)P-1

) 2% (g = A1)

A\ D (R + 1)[(iAT = kp))? + T2

AT (ikpy,k, T) =

L ZMap =il tkp) }
F(e + D)[(iAF + k)2 + 17
(26)
When obtaining this equation, it was used that

exp|—idkp;/(kgT)] = 1 due to Eq. (4).

Equation (26) can be further simplified because the integrand is symmetric under the substitution g — k- q. Making this
substitution and the replacement 4 — —A1 in the second term of this equation, one obtains

167ra/ d’~'q 1
vt J 0P (e 4 1)
2" (qp = i\l q) + 2" (qp = kp; —
X .
z 1/11—‘)2 + 1—~2

ATHMD(ile, k, T) —

ill.k — q)

A=+1 (le (27)
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Taking into account that I ~ |g| when |g| — oo, it is seen
that the integral in Eq. (27) converges exponentially fast for
any D. Note that Eq. (27) is easily generalized for the case
of graphene with a nonzero chemical potential x. This is
done by making the replacement [79]

1 1 1 1
T ’ 5( Ttu = ) (28)
etsT 4 1 et + 1 Rl + 1

Thus, the problem of convergence of the polarization tensor
reduces to the question of whether its zero-temperature
part (24) converges.

Note that the thermal correction in the form of Eq. (27)
admits an immediate analytic continuation to the real
frequency axis by putting ikp; = kg = w. (Compare with
similar results obtained for the temperature Green func-
tions in Refs. [80,81] and with Ref. [9].) In a similar
way, the polarization tensor at zero temperature along the
real frequency axis is obtained from Eq. (24) by putting
ikp; = ko = w and qp = —iqy. With this substitution, it
takes the form

e (k) = i327ra/ (d q Z"(k,q) (29)

v3 27)P R(k,q) °

where k = (ko.k), g = (qo,q), and d°q = dq,dq.
According to Egs. (6) and (7), Z** ~ g and R ~ ¢* in the
limit g> — co. These simple power-counting arguments
show that the integral (29) may contain ultraviolet diver-
gences of the order of g2, i.e., they diverge linearly and
quadratically in three- and four-dimensional spacetime,
respectively. Below we show how these expectations are
modified by the gauge invariance of the polarization tensor.

III. ZERO-TEMPERATURE PART AND ITS
ANALYTIC EXPRESSION IN D DIMENSIONS

In this section, we calculate the zero-temperature polari-
zation tensor (29) in the case of D-dimensional spacetime.
For this purpose, we use the following representation for
the propagators entering Eq. (29) [75]:

1 1 fo
ﬁ:_./ dsels(q m +LO)’
g —m~+i0 i)y

1 1

§ —~ [T areillaRr-mviol (30
(g —k)> —m?+i0 i/o (30)

For the momenta ¢* entering Z** in Eq. (7), we use

, 1o
q" :7£61q §V|§:0. (31)

This substitution is made for all ¢ entering the function
Z”’”', 1.e.,

Sy Sy 1 0 igTE,
ZF (k, q) =/ (k, 7651/,) el §/|§:0. (32)

Substituting Egs. (6) and (30) into Eq. (29) with account

of the definition of R in Eq. (7) and using Eq. (32), the
polarization tensor at zero temperature is presented as

32ra

qu oo
Y d
iv12: ﬂﬁ’?,, /(ZE)D/) *

o ~ 0./ la .
dtZ¢v | k,— i, 33
<[ ( ,-a,g)e oo (33)

where the quantity M is defined as

e (k) =

M = s(q> — m*> +i0)
+t[(g — k)* — m* + i0] + igé. (34)

This expression for M can be identically rewritten in the
form

E—2tk 1?2 & ro-
M = t - k H,
(S+){q+2(s+t)2] 4(s—|—t)+s+t St
(35)
where
— TR (st Omd + 0. (36)
s+t

It is seen that only the first term in the expression (35) for
M depends on g. Then, the integration with respect to ¢ in
Eq. (33) can be easily performed. For this purpose, we use
the well-known formulas [75]

/oo @ei(smqé — 761'2

—x 27 An(s +1)

/ocJ @e—i(wr)q,z‘ — e ) (37)
— 27 VAanr(s +1)

where s +¢>0and j=1,2,...,D— 1.
Combining the necessary number of expressions in
Eq. (37), for the D-dimensional spacetime one obtains

D iZ(2-D)
/ 474 g - € (38)
(2z)P [4n(s + 1))

By applying Eq. (38) with a necessary shift of the
integration variable ¢ in Egs. (33) and (35), one obtains

2ra . o o dt

M (k) = iZ(2-D) ’ u// d /

T L A A T PR
x 21 eiHl, (39)
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where

i (210 i
W =zF (k,ia&/) exp [4(S+t>(4tkaf f)”go. (40)

The functional form of the quantity Z** is presented
in the first line of Eq. (7). It is seen that, in order to calculate
the quantity (40), one should find how the operators
obtained from ¢*, ¢*¢”, and ¢* by the replacement of
g" with —id/ d&,, act on the exponent in Eq. (40). As an
example,

1 0 i -

YECXP L—(s s (4tké — 52)}

2tk - i s

- 2(s+1) P [4(s +1) S )] (41)

By putting here £ = 0, one finds

1 0
i 05#

r ~
(4tk& — éz)Hg_ostkﬂ' (42)

[(.th)

In a similar way, by calculating the remaining derivatives
and putting £ = 0 in the obtained results, we arrive at

T e gy ke =) o
v 2
_2i(gsy+ 0 (s j‘ P
Tae g o® G ra e )|
2
- _2i(sD+ 07 G i T ()

where we accounted for g, ¢ = D.
Using Egs. (7), (42), and (43), we bring Eq. (40) to the
form

ot ., D=2 ts
MY = g — R -
! 2i(s+1) (s+1)? (2 —9R)
+ ¢V m?. (44)

It is convenient to rewrite the polarization tensor (39) in
terms of new integration variables p and A defined as
s = ph, = (1=p)A (45)

so that

= , A=s-+1, (46)
s+t

where p is the so-called Feynman parameter (frequently
denoted by x).
It is easily seen that

Amds/ooodl‘g(s,t):/oldp%wﬂdﬂgg)ﬂ’(]_p)l)’ (47)

where the factor A in Eq. (47) comes from the Jacobian.

In terms of the variables (45), the quantities Z¥ Y from
Eq. (44) and H from Eq. (36) take the form
~ ol ) 7 /D - 2 ~ e~
7K = gV ——==2p(1 — p)k* k*
=g S = 2(1=p)
+ ¢ p(1 = p)k* + m?],
H=p(1 = p)k®> —m?+i0] = 1H,(p).  (48)
Then, the polarization tensor (39) is given by
v 32Jra 2(2-D)
(k) = o) / o [
% ﬂ,l__ZI“J iAH | (p) (49)
where Z’l‘/”/ and H, are defined in Eq. (48). Note that the

limit of large momenta corresponds to small A.
The integral over 4 in Eq. (49) can be calculated using
the formula [82]

/ T dae 0 = (=i, () T(w),  (50)
0

where I'(w) is the gamma function. Note that the integral on
the left-hand side of Eq. (50) is equal to the gamma function
only under the conditions Re(—iH;) > 0 and Rew > 0.
The first of these is satisfied due to the presence of i0 in
Eq. (48). Below we apply Eq. (50) for the spacetime
with ReD < 2, where Rew > 0. The results for the cases
ReD > 2 are obtained by standard analytic continuation.
(See the next section for the differences between the cases
D=3o0rD=4)
Using Eq. (50) in Eq. (49), one finds

o dﬂ« _Q~ /y/ l
A Wﬂ zZ’f e (p)

_ oy D-2 rl1 D H 2
=g W ) [—iH(p)]

1 o L -
+W{—2ﬂ(1 -+ ¢V p(1 = p)i?

(2= it (), (51)
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Using the property

r( =40, (52

the integral (51) can be rewritten in a simpler form,

© di Dy 3
A Wﬂl zZ’I‘ e (p)

2 S e i
= @np” (1=p) (¢ = k)

D
«r(2-3) i) (53)
Inserting Eq. (53) into Eq. (49), we arrive at

64ra . i, D
Hﬂ” k) = iZ(2-D) _‘H v rf2-=
o )= T 2

- Tu TV ! 2
X (VI — R )/) dpp(1 = p)[=iH, (p)]>.

(54)

From the tensor structure of Eq. (54) it becomes evident
that for IT{" the transversality condition (14) is satisfied, as
it must be for both the zero-temperature part of the
polarization tensor and the thermal correction to it.

The analytic continuations of Eq. (54) to the cases of
D =4 and D = 3 are considered in the next section.

IV. THREE- AND FOUR-DIMENSIONAL
SPACETIMES

We begin with the case of four-dimensional spacetime
D = 4. Keeping in mind the necessity of regularization, let
us put D = 4 — 2¢, where ¢ vanishes when D goes to 4. In
this case Eq. (54) takes the form

v 4 v )T T T
() = = st Do) (g B = R
1
XA dpp(1 — p)HT*(p). (55)

In fact, the gamma function on the right-hand side of
Eq. (55) can be analytically continued to the entire
plane of complex e with the exception of the poles at
e =0,—1,-2,... This allows to perform the dimensional
regularization of the polarization tensor (55) and sub-
sequent renormalization by subtracting the pole contribu-
tion in the form of 1/e.

To do so, we expand the gamma function according
to [82]

[(e) =27+ O(e). (56)

where y is the Euler constant. The factor H7® is
represented as

Hi =exp {m (Hl?(p)) _8} —1 —elnHlT(mjL 0(¢2), (57)

where C is an arbitrary constant with the dimension of H .
Substituting Egs. (56) and (57) into Eq. (55), one obtains

v 4a Y g e /~I.//
I, (k) = —Wﬂ”ﬂ,nz,(g’”kz - &)
F

Xﬁld/)ﬂ(l -p) (é—lnch(/p)) (58)

where C' = Ce™.
It is convenient to rewrite this result in the form

Mg pa (k) = iyt (¢ 2 = ORI (K). (59)

where

) = 2% [N app1-p) (525 +002). (o0)

and, in accordance with Eq. (48),
Hy(p) = p(1 = p)* = m* + 0. (61)

The renormalization in quantum electrodynamics with
D =4 consists in discarding the pole term in Eq. (60),
which corresponds to the logarithmic ultraviolet diver-
gence. This divergence is by two powers less than it follows
from a simple power counting for D = 4 discussed at the
end of Sec. II. The decrease in the divergence power is the
result of the transversality (gauge invariance) of the
polarization tensor ensured by the tensor structure of
Eq. (59). By imposing the normalization condition
" (k% = 0) = 0 (which is justified by the general theory
of renormalization in QED), one can fix the arbitrary
constant C' = —m? and arrive at

7.2

1) = 2% [N oot = [1-p1-p) o] (2)

This is the well-known result of standard QED [75] if we
put vg = 1 and consider one Dirac point in place of two as
for graphene.

Now we pass to the case D = 3, i.e., to the polarization
tensor of graphene at zero temperature. In this case,
Eq. (54) takes the form

125014-8



CONVERGENCE OF THE POLARIZATION TENSOR IN ...

PHYS. REV. D 109, 125014 (2024)

8 1 - e
%54@——7%?mw()@wﬁ-wy)
a2 o

V=)

This equation, similar to Eq. (55), is obtained by the
analytic continuation of Eq. (54). However, as opposed to
Eq. (55), it is finite and does not contain the pole terms.
Thus, no subtraction of infinities is needed to obtain the
final physical result, i.e., the polarization tensor of gra-
phene behaves like that in the truly three-dimensional
QED, which is the super-renormalizable theory (as men-
tioned in particular in [2]), unlike the standard theory in
four dimensions which is “only” renormalizable.

Using the same representation as in Eq. (59),

- R (K),  (64)

1053 (k) = iy (9 2

one obtains from Eq. (63)

-3 [ —0) (65)

m? —p( 1—p)k2

The last integral is easily calculated [82]. Thus,

4o 4m? + K
e - -2 [ e

/dp prs )122]' (66)

Using the most convenient expressions for this integral in
different regions of parameters, for k> < 0 we obtain

2 Am? 72 A/ _72
I;(k%) = 2;;;2 (Zm - nj/%k arctan — k ) (67)
s m

Uk
Under the conditions k2 > 0, 2m > \/7(_2 we have

20 m? + k?

4
I, (k2 2m —
() = @H(m N

V2
h .
arctanh—— ) (68)

Finally, under the conditions >0, 2m< \/12—2, one
obtains

2 4m? + k
I,(1) = a [2 m* + k

i <arctanh 2m + ”)}
A iz
vk V2 V2 o2
(69)

Note that there is a threshold at V&> = 2m.

The two convenient independent quantities characteriz-
ing the polarization tensor are I and «I* = g, IT*.
Using Eq. (64), these are given by

H?)OD% (k) = —vk’TL; (k*),
ully, (k) = (K + R)IL(E),  (70)

where T15(k?) is defined in Egs. (67)-(69) for different
regions of the involved parameters. From Eq. (64) it is seen
that if the mass-shell equation k3 — k> = 0 is satisfied, it
holds that IT*(k, = 0) = 0.

Equations (64) and (67)-(70) coincide with the results
of Refs. [16,30,35] for the polarization tensor of graphene
at zero temperature. It should also be mentioned that
equivalent results [26] were found in the literature by the
method of correlation functions in the random-phase
approximation [83—-86]. The obtained results are unique
and neither TIY° nor trTT}” can be modified in any way.
As to the thermal correction to the polarization tensor
A7IT1*, in Sec. II it was shown that it is finite for any D
and uniquely defined. Because of this, it is not the
subject of regularization, which refers to only the zero-
temperature case.

We emphasize that Eqgs. (64) and (67)—(69) for the
polarization tensor of graphene at zero temperature, where
the Fermi velocity v is put equal to unity, are in agreement
with the well-known results of Refs. [1,2] obtained long
ago in the framework of standard (2 4+ 1)-dimensional
QED. (The extra factor of 2 is explained by the presence
of two Dirac points for graphene.)

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have analyzed the problem of the
convergence of the polarization tensor of graphene in the
framework of the Dirac model. This is an interesting
example regarding the application of methods of low-
dimensional thermal QFT to a material of great practical
importance. Although in the framework of QFT the
polarization tensor of graphene is described by a simple
one-loop diagram, which was calculated long ago, there
are contradictory statements in the literature (mentioned in
Sec. I) concerning its convergence, the necessity of its
regularization, and the validity of the obtained results.
Taking into account that the quantum-field-theoretical
approach to the polarization tensor of graphene suggests
the most direct and fundamental way of investigating the
electrical conductivity and reflectance of graphene, as well
as the Casimir effect in graphene systems, it seems
necessary to clarify all of the raised points.

For this purpose, we have performed a detailed calcu-
lation of the polarization tensor of graphene and analyzed
its analytic properties as a function of the number of
spacetime dimensions. We emphasize that this tensor
consists of the zero-temperature part plus the thermal
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correction. In so doing, the thermal correction is repre-
sented as an integral that converges in the spacetime of any
dimensionality. Thus, the question of regularization is
irrelevant to the thermal correction and may be raised only
with respect to the zero-temperature part of the polarization
tensor.

For experts in QFT, the calculation of the polarization
tensor in the framework of (2 4 1)-dimensional QED is a
rather simple exercise. Because of this, in the classical
papers [1,2] the results of this calculation were presented
without derivation. In Refs. [16,30,35], again with no
detailed derivation, these results were modified for the
case of graphene by taking into account the presence of two
fundamental velocities.

As discussed in Sec. I, some of the theoretical predic-
tions made using the quantum-field-theoretical polarization
tensor (and especially its trace) are in disagreement with
those found with the polarization tensor derived using the
Kubo formula. To bring both tensors into agreement, an
alternative regularization procedure was suggested [73] by
imposing an artificial additional condition irrelevant to the
rigorous formalism of quantum field theory.

Our detailed analysis of the convergence of the polari-
zation tensor in D = (2 + 1)-dimensional spacetime shows
that, although it is formally represented by a divergent
integral, its finite value is obtained by analytic continuation.
In so doing, one need not to discard any pole terms, which
do not appear in the case D = 3, i.e., the renormalization is
not needed. Just this was meant in Refs. [27,28,30], which
stated that for D = 3 the ultraviolet divergences do not
appear. After putting the Fermi velocity equal to the speed
of light, our results for the zero-temperature polarization
tensor are found to be in agreement with the well-known
results of Refs. [1,2]. If the two fundamental velocities are
present, our results coincide with those given for graphene
in Refs. [16,30,35].

We recall that the situation is different in the case of
standard QED with D =3 4 1. In this case, the zero-
temperature polarization tensor is also obtained by analytic
continuation. However, to obtain the finite result, it is
necessary to discard the pole term that arises for D = 4.
This pole corresponds to the ultraviolet divergence deleted
by means of the renormalization procedure, which must be
performed after a regularization. Therefore, there is a

principal difference between the character of the divergen-
ces of the polarization tensor for the three- and four-
dimensional spacetimes. However, in both cases the final
results, obtained by analytic continuation from the case of
lower dimensionality and (for D = 4 only) by discarding
the pole term and using the normalization condition, are
unique and not subject to any modification.

It is also necessary to stress that the presence of a double
pole at zero frequency in the transverse dielectric permit-
tivity of graphene proven [41] by using the polarization
tensor plays a decisive role in reaching an agreement
between theory and measurements of the Casimir force
in graphene systems [49-52]. It is well known that for
metallic test bodies the theoretical predictions are in agree-
ment with the results of numerous precise experiments on
measuring the Casimir force only if the response of metals
to the low-frequency electromagnetic field is described by
the dissipationless plasma model possessing a double pole
at zero frequency [87,88]. This problem was considered as a
failure of the dissipative Drude model, possessing a single
pole at zero frequency, in the region of transverse electric
evanescent waves [89]. Thus, the prediction of a double pole
in the transverse dielectric permittivity of graphene in the
framework of quantum field theory, as opposed to the Kubo
formula, is in favor of the former.

To conclude, the analysis performed in this paper opens
opportunities for the wider use of quantum-field-theoretical
methods in the investigation of the properties of graphene
and other novel materials.
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