PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 36, NUMBER 10

15 NOVEMBER 1987

Absence of spontaneous parity violations
in three-dimensional QED induced by infrared effects

H. T. Cho*
Department of Physics, Brown University, Providence, Rhode Island 02912
(Received 16 March 1987; revised manuscript received 16 July 1987)

The possibility of dynamical parity violations in three-dimensional QED (QED;) by infrared
effects is examined using a previously defined infrared approximation. (%) and the photon prop-
agator D, (p) are calculated in this approximation for the mass of the fermion, m==0. Then, as
m —0, () is found to be zero and D-”V(p) to have a pole corresponding to zero mass. These re-
sults imply that there are no dynamical violations of parity induced by infrared effects in QED;.

I. INTRODUCTION

In (2+1)-dimensional gauge theories, a parity-
violating but gauge-invariant mass term can be given to
the vector boson.! In fact, the fermion mass term is also
parity violating. The theories with these mass terms are
superrenormalizable and infrared (IR) finite.

It has been shown that even when the vector-boson-
mass term is absent from the Lagrangian, it can be in-
duced by 1-loop radiative corrections.” In addition,
higher-loop corrections will not contribute.> However,
the form of the induced mass term depends on the
choice of the regularization one uses to remove the ul-
traviolet (UV) divergences in the Feynman-diagram cal-
culations. This term may or may not vanish as the mass
of the fermion goes to zero depending on the regulariza-
tion.* Therefore, there is an ambiguity as to whether
there are dynamical generations of mass by radiative
corrections,’ which in turn violate parity spontaneously.

In the case of QED, this problem of spontaneous pari-
ty violation has been studied nonperturbatively in the
large-N expansion® (where N is the number of fermion
flavors), using the Schwinger-Dyson equations and the
effective-potential approach. For odd N, dynamical gen-
eration of mass does not occur. For even N, this may
occur, but it happens in such a way that parity is not
violated. This case is actually equivalent to the spon-
taneous breaking of chiral symmetry when one uses the
4 4 Dirac matrices instead of the 22 ones.”

In the following we are concerned with another aspect
of three-dimensional (QED;): Without mass terms this
theory is IR divergent perturbatively.® Although these
divergences may just be artifacts of the perturbation
series,’ they may still lead to dynamical generation of
fermion mass and spontaneous parity violation.' Here
we shall investigate this possibility by explicitly extract-
ing the IR structure of QED; for N =1. We shall use
22 Dirac matrices, and thus dynamical generation of
mass will imply spontaneous violation of parity.

Two quantities will be calculated: the order parameter
((x)(x)) and the photon propagator ﬁ“v(p). If the
vacuum is invariant under parity transformation, i.e.,
£|0)=0), then the order parameter is

(P )(x)) = (P~ Px)(x)P)
=(P Y )Py, P Yx)P)
=T x )y y v x)
= —(PxN(x"))
= —(Px)P(x)) ,

where the parity transformation is defined as

P IWx)P=y,(x"), (1.2)

with x =(x,x,,x3) and x'=(—x,x,,x;). Therefore, a
nonzero value of {{(x)y(x)) will indicate parity viola-
tion by the vacuum. Another way to investigate this in-
variance is by examining directly the structure of the
photon propagator 5/W(p), to see whether a pole corre-
sponding to a nonzero mass occurs.

To extract the most IR part of the two quantities
mentioned above, we adopt the nonperturbative IR
method developed by Fried,'"!? in which virtual photons
are separated into their low-momentum (soft) and high-
momentum (hard) parts with respect to some intrinsic
mass scale in the theory. The number of hard photons
can then be taken as the appropriate expansion parame-
ter in a strong-coupling limit. Of course, this expansion
is only good for phenomena dominated by IR effects.
Nevertheless, when this approach was first applied to the
calculation of the renormalization-group 3 functions of
¢* theory'! and QED'? in four dimensions, it was found
to be of relevance to the strong-coupling regime of these
theories. This IR approach has also been found useful in
the investigation of the spontaneous chiral-symmetry
breaking in two-dimensional gauge theories,'>!* which is
supposed to be an IR and strong-coupling phenomenon;
there the coupling constant has the dimension of mass,
and hence the chiral limit is also the strong-coupling
limit.

For QED;, the coupling is also dimensional, and the
limit for the fermion mass m —0 is then a strong-
coupling limit. In addition, we are interested in the IR
properties of the theory, and thus we choose to follow
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the IR approach mentioned above. Here, we shall con-
sider only the first term of the IR expansion, that is, we
shall ignore all the hard photons. In principle, the
correction terms can be calculated by including some
hard-photon contributions, even though these calcula-
tions may be quite tedious. Since we are concerned only
with the leading IR behavior, we shall assume that the
first term of this IR expansion is already enough for our
purpose. To further simplify our calculation we also use
the quenched (1l-fermion-loop) approximation. Then
(P(x)P(x)) and 5uv(17> are calculated in these approxi-
mations for the fermion mass m=£0. Finally, the limit
m —0 is taken to see if parity is violated spontaneously
in the IR region of the theory.

In the next section we describe briefly the IR approxi-
mation we adopt. In Sec. III, {(¢(x)P(x)) is calculated
in the quenched IR approximation, and its behavior as
m —0 examined. In Sec. IV the vacuum polarization
I,(p) of the photon propagator is calculated in the

yv
same approximation. Using that, the photon propagator

Z[j,m)=N [[dd][dy][dA]exp

—-Nf[dA]exp

where
L=Trin[14ieA(F+m)" "]

and Z[/,%,n] is normalized in such a way that Z[0]=1.

The IR approximation will be implemented in L. Using the proper-time method,’

L=TrIn[l14+ieAd(3+m)']
=(=UTr [“de’(id ) B+ie'A) [ “dre”

=fd3x

o dr .2 a2
—%trf e~ ™M <xle‘r(8+1eA)___e
0 T

where in the last lines the trace is only over ¥ matrices.
Note that the second term is a trace over odd number of
v matrices. It is nonzero in the 2 X2 representation of ¥
matrices we are using. This term will nevertheless van-
ish for even-dimensional cases.

Now we split 4 ,(x) into its soft and hard parts, e.g.,

3
Aux) = [ 2B A (p)e 7 (1 e 0]
us
=4,x)+47x), (2.4)

>

Therefore, A4 i

where u=1/vV'r. x) is highly damped

for momenta
>L =, L (2.5)
Pz VT =p? )

__'f nv ;tv A f(a A +f]#Au+f77(a+leA +m)*‘?7+L
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is constructed and analyzed. Section V contains con-
clusions and discussions. An appendix is used to derive
(2.8) in Sec. II.

II. THE INFRARED APPROXIMATION SCHEME

In this section we describe briefly the IR approxima-
tion scheme which is used in the subsequent calculations
(for details see Refs. 11-13).

The Lagrangian (in Euclidean space) we are dealing
with is

L:;ﬂwlw+¢8+wA+mﬂ¢+E%®HAN2,QL
where the last term is the gauge-fixing term, and y,=0,
(Pauli matrices). We leave A arbitrary so that we can
keep track of the gauge-choice dependence of the quanti-
ties we calculate.

The generating functional can be written as

—fL+qu+%Hﬁw]

(2.2)
5 one can write
ze‘r(iH»ie'A) 4+(—1) Trf de'(i A — f dre— ‘rmze‘r(iH-ie'A)z
faa|x>+ trf dre—™ fde[lA ]<x|er(3+1ed)2|x>
(2.3)

n (2.3), because of the presence of e —mm?

of 7 is restricted to be of the order of

, the magnitude

1

> (2.6)

T<
m

Combining (2.5) and (2.6) we see that Aﬁ(x) is highly
damped for momenta

p>m (2.7)

Here, m is the only dimensional parameter in .£ and it is
therefore used to define the IR approximation.

Retaining only A5(x) in 4,(x) as the first approxi-
mation, and performing a related “multipole expansion”
(see the Appendix), we find
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1/2
a

sinha

(x |emP+iedl | x) o (x [em@+ied | x >‘“:};3/1W [d’a8(a—er*FS(x)) (acotha —y-a),  (2.8)
mT

where

YF(x)="1t€,F 0(x), *Fi(x)=1e€,,[0,45(x)—3,43(x)].

Using (2.8), L can be written under this approximation as

o dT 2 e’ A)2 o oy 2 e Ry
— 3 1 —Tm Td+ie' A)° _ 788 t d —Tm T4 Td+ie' A)
Lig= [d’x 2trf0 e (x|e e {x)5+(m)rf0 Te fode [iA°(x){x |e Ix)g
® —m? 3 *RS v
= |~ 3/2 Jdx [ 5/2 Jd’asa—er*Fx) | ——| acotha|—1
1/2
— | fatx [T AT e [Cder [dta s(a—erFo)) a- AS(x) . 2.9)
47372 732 0 sinha

This expression is the main quantity to be used in the calculations under this IR approximation in the subsequent sec-
tions.

III. ORDER PARAMETER (#(x)¥(x))

In this section we evaluate <_117(x)1/1(x)> in the IR approximation set up in Sec. II. Then we take the fermion mass
m —0, and examine whether {¥(x)1(x)) vanishes.
By the conventional action principle, one can write

-1 9 -

fd3 dm

where Z is the generating functional in (2.2).
In the quenched approximation, we retain only the first nontrivial term in the expansion of e%, i.e.,

) (3.1)

j=m=n=0

(Px)P(x)) =

—1

fd3x

(PP(x)) — —-Nf[dA]L exp , (3.2)

— L1 [F, F, — 2}Lf(afu

f[dA]exp “*fF/w v — 217\‘[(63,#1#)2

Here, we implement the IR approximation in L,

(BONUx)) = PO x) ) g = (f_di) %Nf[dA]LIR exp
X

—+[F, f(aA)

(3.3)

in this quenched IR approximation, with Lz given by (2.9).
The Gaussian functional integration in (3.3) can be carried out giving

[ aa

172
1

2,”,1/2

w dT o —m?
0 7_3/2

—m
417_3/2

<IZ(X)11/(X)>]R=

a’cotha exp

a?
- —1 s
4(eT)’K ] ] }

3K3/2 smha

where
_ 1
- 48\/_277-3/27-3/2 :

Note that the expression (3.4) is independent of A, the gauge-choice parameter.
Since (¢(x)¥(x)) is proportional to m, it would not vanish as m —0 only when the integral is diverging ( ~1/m as
m —0). Therefore, we concentrate on the integral to see whether it diverges as m —0.
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Note, firstly that (3.4) contains no UV divergence (near 7—0), but it will be convenient for computation to insert an
UV cutoff A, i.e.,

Jrdre o [T dree (3.5)

Any IR divergences will not be affected by this replacement.
Secondly, since the function

172
a coth I, a—0, 3.6
a— —_
sinha V2a3% 7%, g4 G0
is everywhere well behaved, the approximation
172
fw smh acotha‘~-~+foﬂda -"+f:da\/5.a3/2e‘”/2'-' 3.7

will not affect the singularities of the integral.
Under these replacements, one can calculate explicitly the integral in (3.4) as m —0:

a2 el

+ foc daVv'2a% % exp

1/2

3
: a” cotha ex
w72 sinha P

1 o
33K 32 ] fo da

2

1
”fl/Az 3/2{ 172

1 ua 2
SR 2 } ‘fo da a”exp

(12
- || =1
4(eT)’K ] ’ ]

 der’K
e’ 1 7 e?
= I |- (3.8)
2\/277,1/2 2°2 4‘/277.7/2

where

Fiv,x)= [ “dyy”~le

(v,x) fx yyY e
is the incomplete I" function. Equation (3.8) is finite and independent of A, the UV cutoff.
Using this result in (3.4) we have
lim (P(x)¥(x))g= lim |——% | xfinite contribution=0 . (3.9)
m—0 m—0 4-‘[T3/2

Therefore, at least in this 1-fermion-loop level, there are no signs of spontaneous violation of parity by the vacuum
due to IR effects.

IV. THE PHOTON PROPAGATOR

A more direct way to see whether the photon develops a mass term dynamically is to examine the mass pole of the
photon propagator. In this section the photon propagator will be calculated explicitly in the quenched IR approxima-
tion. Then the m —O0 limit of this propagator will be examined to see whether there is a pole corresponding to
nonzero mass. This will give further indication of whether parity is violated dynamically in this model.

Define

__ 5 8 1 [
L% =92 50 550 N [ AN+ Lig)exp | =4 [ FuFu— 57 [ 8,4, [, 4

(4.1)

j=0

and I ,(p) its Fourier transform. Again, Lz is the expression (2.9) obtained in Sec. II. I ,(p) is effectively the pho-
ton propagator in the quenched IR approximation. If we take just the connected dlagrams ofI »(p), they turn out to
be 1-particle irreducible (1PI) also.

In (4.1), the integration over A4 ,(x) is just Gaussian and can be carried through giving

_ Pa
L (Pl =B,P)+ P M(P)+ €™ "0 () 4.2)

where
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X -1 PubPy PupPy
Anlp)="3 6#‘7—(1—1)“—2 ’ P#v:8yv_%“ ,
P p 4
172 5 ,
M(p)=— * e—Tmig 2’ [ 3 coth a ] a ’
p 32772e3a5/2p2 f 7/4 f smha a- cotha exp Métae 173 —6ae 72
(4.3)
d 172 )
m ES T © a
(p)=— 4 —_—— ],
Q P 2472 a5/2p3 0 T7/4e sinha a exp 4ag’27-1/2 (4.4)
_ 1
Co48v2g?

and T#V(p)lpI is the 1-particle irreducible part of T#‘,(p). Note that €,,,(p,/p)Q(p) is the induced mass term for the
photon mentioned in Sec. L.
From I/“ (p)ip; One can obtain the vacuum polarization I1,,(p) of the photon in this quenched IR approximation:

~ _ Pa 4
nw(p):A*‘#p(p)[lpg(p)m—Apa(p)]A ‘ov(p)=p4P#vM(p)+6#m~p—p Q(p) . (4.5)

Note that I1,,(p) here is gauge invariant,
puI,,(p)=0, (4.6)

and it is independent of A, the gauge parameter.

Using I1,,,(p), we can construct the photon propagator, i.e.,
~ 1
Jpl= |l
! A7 p)—T(p) |,,
1—p2M(p) PPy Pa sz(P) 4.7)

= Pv+k +€ va
pl—p*M(pP)V+[p’0p)]* * pt b | pA1-pM(P) P +[p Q)]

We shall analyze p?M(p) and p>Q (p) in the same way as in Sec. III by replacing (note again that they contain no UV
divergence)

[drm [ are 4.8)

1/2
foc

acotha - -+ — fﬁda Cee 4 fwda\/iawze"“/2 S, (4.9)
0 T

Then as m —0 and p2—0, we have

smh

1/2

. m « Dal/2e—a/2 ...
o — [Tda -+ [ "dav2a'e : (4.10)

0

lim p2M(p)— —

f da a’ex
0p20 3272 3 sz Jy a0 7/4 p

02 a2
Tt | | e

_ 2
+V2 fwa’(.zawze_"/2 {—1+-~a—~—
m 6ae’r!”?

1
]: 127320 4.11)

which is finite and independent of A.
And for p>Q(p)/m, this quantity diverges as m —0, p>—0. To examine this divergence, we write

1/2
3 2,172 ’ 2
: (p) : 1/2p0V2 dr  rede’ [
1 PP _ A .
m..(;,r:t.o m szTO 2477.2 5/2 f 4 g gre Jy sinha a exp doe 212
172 _

1 ® a \/2 2
=1 . 41na +2C—4+ In—2= |, 412
pzlmo 12732 fo sinha na + + M ea ) (4.12)

where C is the Euler constant. Equation (4.12) diverges as Inp as p>—0. To further analyze this quantity we use the
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replacements (4.8)—(4.10):
lim LSQ—(L)—» lim —L f”daa+ fmda\/ia”ze*"/2 41na+2C——4—|~lnl/—27L2
m—»O,pz—-O m p2—>0 127T3/2a 0 T (eZa)Z
. 1 VTQZ w? S w
= lim ——-— 1 [2C—4+1 —— 48T | =, =
pleo 1273 % o eta? 2 " 272
+ | 72(Inm? —1)+4V2Inmle ~ A7 2 4 37 2 4 30 1/2)
3 7 1 7 1
2r |2, T 4480 |-, T | 480 -2, T
+ 2°2 * 22 * 2°2
—12v72 fmafaa_3/2(1na)e“”2 , (4.13)

where the integral in the last term is finite because
fwda a~3?(Ina)e ~°"* < fw da a ~*?Ina
m

T
1

2
by (In7r*4-4) .

Hence, the only divergent term in (4.13) is ln\/?p“2 (as
p*—0). Therefore, if we keep p to be nonzero and let
m — 0 first, we have

3
nmof’——?niﬂis finite=> lim p’Q(p)=0. (414
Using this result in (4.7), we have

lim D, (p)= L_ I,,(p) AP“IZ” ., (4.15)
m—0 p1—p*M(p)] p
where

M(p)= lim M(p) . (4.16)

mﬂo

From (4.11) we have

lim M (p)is finite . (4.17)

p°c—0

Therefore, in (4.15) p?>=0 is a pole for D, (p), i.e., the
photon remains massless, and no spontaneous genera-
tions of mass occur.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS

In Secs. III and IV we have calculated {(x)(x))
and ﬁw(p) in the quenched IR approximation. There
are no signs of spontaneous violations of parity due to
IR effects. As m —0, ($(x)¥(x)) is zero and D, (p)
has a pole corresponding to mass zero. Since the IR ap-
proximation extracts the most IR part of these quanti-
ties, we can conclude that in the IR sector of QED;
there are no spontaneous generations of mass, and hence
no spontaneous violations of parity. It is interesting to
note that this result agrees with that of the large-N (fixed
e2N) expansion,® where for odd N spontaneous genera-
tion of fermion mass does not occur; here, we work with
a single fermion flavor, that is, N =1.

I

Our result can be compared with those on spontane-
ous chiral-symmetry breaking (SCSB) of gauge theories
in 1+ 1 dimensions using the same IR approximation'®!*
where SCSB is found to occur for general SU(N) case.
Here, in 2+ 1 dimensions, chiral symmetry cannot be
defined because one cannot construct ¥5 in the 2 X2 rep-
resentation of y matrices. Nevertheless, parity in 241
dimensions and chiral symmetry in 1+ 1 dimensions are
closely related, and that is why the ordered parameter
((x)p(x)) is used in both analyses. However, here we
have a negative result: parity seems not to be violated by
IR effects, in contrast with the positive result in 141 di-
mensions.

Nonquenched effects have been estimated!® in investi-
gating the SCSB in QED,. The result in the quenched
approximation is found to be unchanged qualitatively.
Hence, we expect here also the result will be qualitative-
ly the same even when nonquenched corrections are in-
cluded.

Lastly the IR approximation we have been using is
not manifestly gauge invariance. Gauge transformation
is a local (in coordinate space) operation, while the IR
approximation is a nonlocal one.!” To remedy this, we
have deliberately kept A, the gauge-choice parameter,
throughout the calculation. Since our final result is
dependent of A, it is invariant under change of gauge.
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APPENDIX

In this appendix we derive (2.8) in Sec. II. Consider
for D, =d4+ied,

BD :%{y,u"VV}DyDv+%[7/p,7‘yv][D;uDv]

=D,D, +ied,F,, , (A1)
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where

ouw=3lvwr.1= (A2)

1.
71 Eyvaya

(x| em@Hied? |y (5 IeT‘DuDu“”uf#w'x)

=N(7) [[d¢]exp

X [exp[ ie fOTdT’

(")

where
—1 T 142
[N()]~'= [[d¢]exp |-+ fo dr'¢(r')
and the exponential is ordered with respect to 7.

In the first IR approximation, we simply replace
A#(x) by Aﬁ(x) given in (2.4), i.e.,

A, |x— fOT’dT”(f)(T”) ]

—Af[x= [T drg(r)

_ d3k ikx
=/ 2mp . P

AS(k) .

—ik [T dre(r")

(A4)

. 2 .
<x ‘ef(iH—leA) ix )—»(x |eT(H+IeA)2|x >IR

(r) [ -2 on )3f[d¢]exp

X |exp

— []arer s | [Tarsc

Ay |x— [T dr (")

—1 fOTdT’gf)z(T’)—Hp fOTdT'd)(T )

f drg, ) [ dr" (7 )FS,

in our 2 X2 matrix representation.
Using the Fradkin representation, '8

+0 W F | X — fo dT”qb(T”)] ] ”+ ,
(A3)
i
in 4 S(k) the momentum is restricted to be
1
k< ol (AS)

Then, because of the presence of the Gaussian term in
(A3),

T’ <1 . (A6)
Combining (AS5) and (A6), we have

ke [T drae)

S\/L;‘/;:l . (A7)

Therefore, we can expand the exponential in (A4) and
retain only the first nontrivial term in the expansion.
Under this “multipole” approximation

x)+ieTo, Fy,(x) (A8)

Note that the ordered exponential has become an ordinary one. Now, the functional integral over ¢ is just Gaussian

and can be evaluated with the help of the following equation:

N(7) [[d¢]exp __f dr f dr"¢, (1
(277
f 2‘17')3
where
K, (7, 7")=8,,8(r"—1") =X, [0(+'—7")—O0(" —1)] ,
B, = Xitanh'r)( , Cuy=(coshrX),,
ny
n (A8)

— S _ s
X, =ieF,, (x)=ie€,,,*Fy(x) ,

(7', 7)) + ip fo’dr'¢(r)

13

PulvBuv(getC) 12 = (detB)~1/2(detC)~"%, (A9)

(47 )3/2

(A10)
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then we have

3

1 rsinh[er*F5(x)]
detB =
cosh[em*FS(x)] eT™FS(x) ’ Al
detC ={cosh[eT*F5(x)]}?, (A12)
where *FS5(x) is the magnitude of *F5(x). In addition, using (A2) we can write
e S (x iery *FS 3 N\
o7 P ) _ ey Folx)_ cosh[er"FS(x)]—%sinh[er*Fs(x)] : (A13)
x
because the ¥ matrices are just Pauli matrices. Putting all these together (A8) becomes
-3/
HBtied)? 1 rsinh[em* FS(x)] s FFS(x) .
(x |e™?FeA) | x )= a2 e FS0o) cosh[eT*F (x)]—%smh[m-*FS(x)]
| 172
= g2 fd3a8(a—er*Fs(x)) si:ha (a cotha —y-a), (A14)

which is just (2.8) in Sec. II.
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