PHYSICAL REVIEW D

VOLUME 45, NUMBER 12

15 JUNE 1992

Fermion damping in hot gauge theories

R. Kobes and G. Kunstatter
Physics Department and Winnipeg Institute for Theoretical Physics,
University of Winnipeg, Winnipeg, Manitoba R3B 2E9 Canada

K. Mak
Physics Department and Winnipeg Institute for Theoretical Physics,
University of Manitoba, Winnipeg, Manitoba R3T 2N2 Canada
(Received 23 December 1991; revised manuscript received 9 April 1992)

The damping rate to order ¢gT for fermions in the long-wavelength limit of hot gauge theories is
calculated using the recently developed resummation methods in terms of hard thermal loops. Both
a heavy and a massless fermion are considered. Ward identities between the effective propagators
and vertices are used to formally prove the gauge independence of the damping rate to this order in

a wide class of gauges.
PACS number(s): 11.15.Bt;12.38.Mh

I. INTRODUCTION

The infrared behavior of gauge theories at high temper-
atures generally leads in perturbation thecry to a num-
ber of paradoxes [1]. One particular problem that has
attracted much attention recently is the calculation of
the damping constant, as in the one-loop approximation
both the magnitude and the sign of this rate depend on
the choice of gauge. Pisarski in particular has argued
that such a dependence indicates the breakdown of the
loop expansion [2, 3], and would disappear in a consis-
tent expansion incorporating all relevant higher-loop ef-
fects. General formal arguments also exist to support
the conclusion that the poles in the propagator will be
gauge invariant when calculated accurately [4]. For high-
temperature QED and QCD such an expansion in terms
of the “hard thermal loops” studied by Klimov [5], Wel-
don [6], Braaten and Pisarski [7], Taylor and Wong [8],
and Frenkel and Taylor [9] was developed, and subse-
quently used to calculate the lowest-order damping rate
for gluons [10]. The purpose of this paper is to use these
resummation techniques to calculate the analogous rate
for fermions.

The reasons for performing this calculation are three-
fold. Firstly, as in the calculation for gluons, the sign and
the order of magnitude of the damping rate should pro-
vide an indication that such techniques give tractable and
reasonable results. Secondly, an approach is employed
that involves intermediate steps different from those that
arise using dispersion relation methods [3, 10], and we
verify that both approaches lead to the same final an-
swer. In light of the difficulty of such calculations rela-
tive to those of the usual loop expansion, this provides a
useful technical check on the methods. Finally, as is also
found for gluons [7, 10], we show that Ward identities
between the effective propagators and vertices simplify
significantly the fermion calculation, and at an algebraic
level can be used to formally prove the gauge indepen-
dence of the lowest-order damping rate in a wide class of
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gauges.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we list
some technical details of the evaluation of the Matsubara
frequency sums and the extraction of the imaginary part
of the subsequent analytically continued expressions. In
Sec. IIT we give the forms of the effective propagators
and vertices that arise in the resummed expressions for
the quark self-energy, as well as the corresponding Ward
identities. In Sec. IV we use these results to calculate the
lowest-order damping rate in the long-wavelength limit
for a heavy fermion (m > T'), and in Sec. V we consider
a massless fermion. Both results are gauge independent
in a wide class of gauges, although recently questions
have been raised in this regard concerning the neglect of
some terms in certain gauges, both for the fermion and
the gluon damping rate calculations to lowest order [11].
Section VI contains a brief summary.

II. TECHNICAL DETAILS

In this section we give some technical details of the
evaluation of the Matsubara frequency sums and of the
calculation of the imaginary part of the subsequent ana-
lytically continued expressions [12]. Consider first a com-
plex function f(z) defined on the real axis. The inverse
of this function will have an imaginary part related to its
discontinuity across the real axis as

1 _ o1 _1 1
Imz,ﬁf(z'_) =73z flz) 2 (f(:c +1i€)  f(z— ze)) '
(2.1)

Contributions to this imaginary part come from zeros
of the function, giving rise to residue terms, and from
cut terms due to discontinuities of f across the real axis.
A residue contribution for 1/f(z) with a simple pole at
z = zo will have the form

(z — zo) = "Ry (x0)d6(z — x0)- (2.2)

1
—7r—-———fl(z0)6
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For a cut term, suppose f(z) has a cut for 0 < z < a,
and define 1n_th1s interval f(z + ie) = f(z) + ifr(z) and
f(z —ie) = f(z) — ifr(x). The contribution of this cut
to Eq. (2.1) will have the form

__M__. x a—XT)=T T T a—2
Fomy 1 2 (@) 0a = 2) = 70y (2) 0(2) O(a - ).

(2.3)

Including both the pole and cut terms, Eq. (2.1) then
becomes

(m) = Ry(0)8(z — 20) + By (2) 0(x) O(a — 2).

(2.4)

This formula can readily be generalized to cases with
multiple poles and cuts.

Consider now a frequency sum at finite temperature in
the imaginary-time formalism involving a bosonic [unc-
tion f(ko = i2mnT)—the extension of the following to
include fermions is straightforward. We assume f(z) is
analytic everywhere except on the real axis, and evaluate
the frequency sum by [12]

|

F(po = i27nT,p) = /dA f(P,K)= TZ/ o )3f(pg i2wnT, p, ko = i27mT, k),

where the notation P, = (po, p) will be used to denote
the 4-momentum. The extension of Eq. (2.6) to include
functions which involve an external energy py = i27nT is
straightforward, and after such an evaluation of the fre-
quency sum the analytic continuation :27nT — pg + i¢ is
made. This continuation results in the function acquiring
an imaginary part, which can subsequently be extracted
by use of Egs. (2.1) and (2.4). Such a procedure, with
modifications as necessary to include fermions, shall be
used in the following, and will be seen to lead to the same
final answer as that found by the spectral representation
methods of Refs. [3,10].

III. EFFECTIVE PROPAGATORS AND
VERTICES

Here we list the forms of the effective propagators and
vertices used for the resummed fermion self-energy, as
well as the corresponding Ward identities which provide
simple relations among them.

A. Gluon propagator

We begin with the gluon propagator, and assume its
bare form is given by
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:” }{dko coth[ ]f(ko)

(2.5)

where the continuation i27nT — kg + i¢ to real ener-
gies is made and the integration contour C encircles the
imaginary axis counterclockwise. The contour can be de-
formed and split into two pieces: one encircling the real
axis and the other forming a great circle at infinity. Since
1/(el*el/T —1) damps at large |ko|, only poles and cuts of
f which appear along the real axis will contribute. We
then have, using Eq. (2.4),

400
T > flko=

n=-—0oo

i2mnT) =

+o00
T Y flko=

n=-—oo

i27nT)

+oo
= %/ dkg coth [-k—] Sk f(ko).-

— 00

(2.6)

We apply these considerations to a self-energy contri-
bution involving a single loop integration :

(2.7)

1

K, I\ v
K? ’

1
DQ(K) = w3 A = g FuFu + cz(I’) (3.1)

where F,, = i, +A(K)K, and n, is a fixed vector identi-
fied with the velocity of the heat bath. Here 72, = P,,,,n”,
Pu = gu — KuK,/K?, and A,, = P,, — #,#, /72
which for n, = 60,, is the spatially transverse projection
operator —&;; + kikj/k2. The gauges used in Eq. (3.1)
are quite general, and include as special cases covariant
gauges [A = 0, ¢ = 1/a) and regulated axial gauges
[13] [A = lcokz/.K'(ZJK2 c? = —a(l — a)K*/KE, where
K% = (1 — a)k2 + ak?]. We note that as the propagator
is even under K — —K the gauge parameters A(K) and
c?(K) are odd and even, respectively.
The effective gluon propagator [2, 5, 6]

K,K,

2
D, (K) = A,,,,— k2.7:.7-' + ¢*(K) A (3.2)
is obtained from the bare propagator of Eq. (3.1) by
substituting k2 = K2 +1I, for K% and k;2 = k2 —1II; for

k 2, where, with k = |k|,
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3mg2k02 k? ko ko + k
Ht(ko,k)z—T 1-— I—L—Oj ﬁh](k‘o—k s

k ko + k
Mi(ko, k) = —3m,? [1 - ﬁ In (kz — k)] ,

arise from hard thermal loops and my? = g2T?(N + N;/2)/9. In this and the following ~ denotes equality up to hard
thermal loop contributions. The transverse dispersion relation kZ[w¢(k), k] = 0 and the corresponding contributions
to

(3.3)

31;;15 = Ry(ko, k)[8(ko — wi(k)) — 8(ko + we(k))] + Be(ko, k)0(k? — k2), (3.4)

as well as those for the plasmon mode, are discussed in Refs. [2, 6].

B. Quark propagator
The effective quark propagator S=(P) =) — §X(P) includes the hard thermal loop [3, 14]

dQ K*#

§L(P) ~ ¢°Cy /dK DQ(K)y*SO(P — K)y* ~ mj2y, PR

= 7,64(P). (3.5)

Here, m? = Cyg°T?/8, K+ = (I,R = k/|k|), d2 is the angular measure, D}B,)(P) is the bare gluon propagator of Eq.
(3.1), and S(O(P) is the bare quark propagator
1 P+m
O(P) = = 3.6
SOP) = 51— = AT (36)
Now, P - & = my? from Eq. (3.5) gives £'(P) = [po€o — my2]p*/p, which as shown in Refs. [3,14] can be used to split
the effective propagator into two modes:

S(P)= Do(P) 70 1_ b.P) B Xo(P)yo — Xxs(P) p
= SAL(P) (o B) + 5A-(P)o+ ), (37)
where
Do(P) = po — &o,
_ pofo — my?

D,(P)=p- —
Ay(P) = mp—), (3.8)
A_(P)= !

Do(P) + Ds(P)’

The dispersion relations of these two modes and their contributions to

SpA4(po, P) = R(po, p) [6(po — wi(p)) + 8(po + w— ()] + B (po, p)O(P* — P}),
(3.9)

SpA—(po, P) = R(po,p) [§(po — w-(P)) + 8(po + w4 ()] + B (po, p)b(p” — p3) ,
are discussed in Refs. [3, 14].

C. Three-point vertex

The effective vertex between a quark pair and a gluon can be written as
*Fﬂ(PaQ) = 7“ + 6Fé‘1) + 61152) = 7# + 6Fu(P1 Q)7 (310)

where P and @ are the incoming and outgoing quark momenta, respectively. The two hard thermal loops are given
by
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6T (P, Q) ~ —¢? (7 - C,) / dK DQ(K)y*SO(P — K)v*SO(Q - K)¥*,

2N ) §
5y (PQ) ~ — T / dK 7P SO(K )y DI (K — P)I**(P - Q, K - P,Q - K)DSJ(K - Q),

where [*7(P, Q, K) = g° (P — Q)" + ¢°7(Q — K)* +
have [7-9]
dQ  K‘K”

TEOE | G R R

(3.11)

g"*(K — P)P. Since the terms proportional to N/2 cancel, we

(3.12)

which, using the effective quark propagator of Eq. (3.5), gives the Ward identity

(@-P)-"T(P,Q) = S~ (Q) - S7!(P).

(3.13)

D. Four-point vertex

With the color indices contracted, the effective four-point vertex between a quark pair and two gluons is given by

T (P,Q;S,T) = 6T¢), + 6Tty + 6Tt

= 6" (P, @; S, T),

(3.14)

where P+ S = Q + T = R. The three hard thermal loops are decomposed as

6T (P,@;5,T) =

for ¢t = 1, 2, 3, where

_T,-5)

(3.15)

T (P, @5, T)~ g’Cf / dK v $(Q + K)v* SO(R + K)y*SO(P + K)y* D(K),

Iy (P,Q; S, T) =

x D\O(K)I?#*(K, S, ~K - S),

9Nk DK + 8)7°5O(Q - § — K)y* SO(P - K)y*

(3.16)

Il (P,Q; S, T)~ ¢*N [ dK DG)(K)T*#7 (=8, K, S - K)D$(S - K)
x T"%(T,K — $,Q — P — K)DQ(Q — K — P)Y*SO(P + K)y°.

Since the second and third terms cancel, we have [7-9]

dQ K+KYK?

(3.17)

TH(P,Q;S,T) =~ mfz'y,,/

which, using the three-point vertex of Eq. (3.12), leads
to the Ward identity

T,'T*(P,Q;8,T) ~ *I*(P - T,Q) - "T*(P,Q + T).

(3.18)

IV. HEAVY QUARK

Employing dispersion relation methods, Pisarski has
used the effective expansion to calculate the lowest-order
damping rate of a heavy quark of mass m > T in the
long-wavelength limit [3]. We reconsider this calcula-
tion as a simple check on the methods of Sec. II. With
m >> T only the bare gluon propagator has to be re-
placed by its effective form, which leads to consideration
of the resummed self-energy [3]

1 1
4t (P+S) K(P-T) K (P~K+Q-f<>’

[
£(P)=¢°Cy [ dK Du(KN*sO@n*, (1)
soft

where Q = P — K and the integration is carried out only
for soft momenta.

The considerations of Sec. II to evaluate the frequency
sum and then find the imaginary part of Eq. (4.1) after
analytic continuation are simplified by the presence of
the bare quark propagator. In the long-wavelength limit
[p| — 0 the mass-shell condition py = m imposed on
6(po + ko — w(q)) implies that go ~ m and ko ~ k%/2m.
The other § functions that arise have no support in this
region of interest. As will be seen in the next section,
Ward identities can be used to show that the gauge-
dependent contributions to Eq. (4.1) are proportional to
the mass-shell condition, and apart from some concerns
to be discussed shortly that arise in certain gauges [11],
such terms will not contribute to this order. One then
finds the discontinuity of the self-energy of Eq. (4.1) in
this limit is given by the gauge-independent result
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m,2TC 1
tmy S(p) = =470 [T (2600 = D3z - 00 4 )%y )

3gQTCfmg g° TC'f

— _ (A0 _
=—(v"-1) 16722

-+

(4.2)

Heutoft

The first term with the infrared cutoff contributes to wave-function renormalization, while the second term shifts
the pole. The solution w = m — ig?T'C; /87 to the dispersion relation thus has an imaginary part, which leads to a
damping rate [3].

V. MASSLESS QUARK

For a massless quark in the long-wavelength limit, the one-loop approximation to the fermion self-energy generally
leads to a gauge-dependent damping constant, as happens for pure gluons [1]. The use of the effective propagators
and vertices in the calculation will be seen to formally give a gauge-independent answer, but is significantly more
involved in the massless case because all must be included [2, 3, 7].

A. The quark self-energy
The resummed quark self-energy
2(P) = Z1)(P) + L2y (P) (5.1)

consists of two distinct terms [3,7]: one from the quark-gluon loop,

Euy(P) = 9°Cy dK*'TH(P,Q)S(Q)'T"(Q, P)D,,(K), (5.2)

soft

where @) = P — K, and the other from the single-gluon loop,

Se2)(P) = %gzc,/ dK D,,(K)*T* (P, P; K, K). (5.3)

soft

We first examine the gauge-dependent terms. The term linearly proportional to the gauge parameter A(K) of Eq.
(3.2) is given by

—g°Cy / %A(A’)(ﬁul{u + 7, K[ TH(P, Q)S(Q)" T(Q, P) + L*T* (P, P; K, K)]

= -¢¢; | ‘fc—;"x(h'mrr“(a Q)S(@Q)S™(P) + 57 (P)S(Q)'TH(Q, P)), (5.4)

where the Ward identities of Eqs. (3.13) and (3.18) have been used. The remaining gauge-dependent terms, again
using Eqgs. (3.13) and (3.18), can be written as

4°C; / dK ( 2};} ’\zlg‘)> KuK,['T*(P,Q)S(Q)"T*(Q, P) + y*T* (P, P; K, K)

=y c,/df < cU) _ A g”) [S~4(P)S(Q)S™'(P) - STX(P)], (5.5)

Thus, both gauge-dependent terms of Eqgs. (5.4) and (5.5) are proportional to S™!(P), and will vanish when the
mass—shell condition is imposed if the associated integrals are not singular in this limit. Recently these integrals have
been examined in detail, and questions were raised concerning the neglect of such terms in certain gauges, particularly
the usual covariant gauges, in both the fermion and gluon damping rate calculations to lowest order [11]. This problem
was subsequently shown to be related to the introduction of an infrared cutoff and the resulting question of when
such a cutoff should be taken to zero as the mass—shell limit is approached [15]. We do not discuss this point further
but rather assume that, if this problem cannot be resolved, we work in those classes of gauges where these singular
integrals do not arise.

We thus drop the gauge-dependent terms of Egs. (5.4) and (5.5) on mass shell, and consider only the gauge-
independent contributions to Eq. (5.1). Two such terms arise. One, from the transverse gluons, is found in the
long-wavelength limit to be
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dK

__gZ Cf k2

AW T*(P,Q)S(Q)*T*(Q, P) + 3"T*(P, P; K, K))

2
dK mige 1 q? 1 It
= ngfﬁ’O/ ¥ {2Xo(qo,k) [ 2kf2po ~ %0 (1 - E% Eolqo, k)| + p—% 1- k—g— &o(go, k) 3, (5.6)

where only terms relevant to the imaginary part are retained. The other gauge-independent contribution, from the
plasmon mode, is in the long-wavelength limit

—gch/‘%ﬁ,.ﬁy ['T*(P,Q)S(Q)'T*(Q, P) + +*I* (P, P; K, K)]

= ~gZCf’ro/ ‘if; {[k: - (2 ~ i‘)—oﬂ xo(g0, k) — i—t (2 - ?) Xs(qw’c)} (5.7)

The total contribution to the imaginary part of the quark self-energy then becomes

, 1 1
709°Cy Im,, /dA { 7 [4 2“[(21;0 ko + k)% (ko + k)2 A4 (qo, k) + (2po — ko — k)% (ko — k) A_(go, k)]
t

1 2
+= (1 - Z—%) €o(qo, k)

2p§

1
T [A+(g0, k)(2p0 — ko — k)* + A_(go, k)(2po — ko + k)z]} : (5.8)

B. The damping constant

The frequency sum and the extraction of the imaginary part after analytic continuation of Eq. (5.8) can be
performed using the considerations of Sec. IL. In this case, in addition to the contributions from the poles, there are
terms arising from the cuts. On mass shell in the high-temperature, long-wavelength limit, we find, for Eq. (5.8)

TCf . ~/°° dko | (k — ko +2my)%(k+ ko)? 1
Im,X(po = my,p= 0)..7 o /0 k*“dk Ay 4m)2¢k2 S‘kE?S‘pA+(qg,k)

(k‘+k0—2mf) (k - ko)

amik? Sk 7 (00.0)
(L =+ ko - me)
—ij'z—g‘k klg SpA+(go, k)

2mj \rk k12 SpA_(qo, k)

1 1
~ gk~ 60) Sz O ~ q%)}- (5.9)

One can verify that the same result of Eq. (5.9) is obtained using the dispersion relation methods of Refs. [3, 10].
Since in Eq. (5.9) Sx[1/k?]/ko is positive definite while S¢[1/k?]/ko, SpA4, and SpA_ are all negative definite,
Im, X(po = my, p = 0) is negative definite, which leads to a positive-definite damping constant.

It is convenient in Eq. (5.9) to rescale ko — mysko and &k — myk. If a tilde symbol above a function denotes its
form after such a rescaling, then with the damping constant defined as

g TCf

(p=0) = -%n lyoImyS(po = my, p = 0)] = a(N, Ny) L2t (5.10)

one obtains
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[k + & (R)]*[k — u(k) + 21 Re(Ge(k), k) R(@4 (k), k)

a(N, Np) == A OFAGETAC) Bk =4 (=1
[k = G (R))P[k + (k) — 2]2Rt(wt( ), k)R(@_ (k), k) 1
40, (k)|@i(k) — @ (k)| @e(k)—a- (k)=1
kz[k‘ - Q[(k) + 2]2R1 (w;(k), k)R(w+ (k), k) l
20 (k)|@y (k) = &' (k)] n(k)-o4(k)=1
k2[k + (k) — 2)2Ri (@i (k), k) R(&_ (k), k) |
201 (k)|07 (k) — &L (k)] i (k)—@—(k)=1
1 dk
—= | = (k)Rt(wt(k) k) Ok — |0 (k) — 1]]
x ([k + G (k) [k — De(k) + 20284 (1 — Do (k), k) + [k — &y (k)] [k + De(k) — 20°B- (1 — &u(k), k)
—# - —ot(k))2]>
2
vy [ 2 5:3 Ru(@i(k), &) [k — [31(k) - 1]]
s {[k + Gi(k) — 21784 (1 = Gu(k), k) + [k — i(k) + 2B (1 — u(k), k)}
1/~  dk ., . B . 5
1 | T @) DIk + B ) £ 1l = 2 () + 1AL = 34 (), B)
—2k%[(k — @4 (k) — 1128i1(1 — 04 (k), k)}
-1/ ” T—_%@Rw-wm{[k — & (k) = 112[k + G- (k) — 2B (1 = - (k), )
—2k2[k + @_ (k) + 11*B(1 — @_(k), k)}
oo k
-3 / a [ = [ﬂt(ko,k) ([k+ kol2[k — ko + 2128+ (1 — ko, k)
[k — ko[k + ko — 2)28_ (1 — ko, k) — %[kz -(1- ko)2]>
— 2k2Fy(ko, k) [(k + ko — 2)2B4 (1 — ko, k) + (k — ko + 2)2B-(1 — ko, k)]]. (5.11)
[
Here, where r = m,?/m;? = (8)(N + N; /2)/Cy, and
~ wl(w? — k2
o) = 52 e oty = G, B =5
R (il ) Di(k)= =, Dl(w,k)= 2,
Ri(w, k) = k2(3r — w? + k2)’ 0 k’ 2L2 (5.13)
~ w2 __ kz
R(w, k) = ——5—, M (w, k) = %2[ ( . >2k ( )]
~ 1 1’fI,I +w
Bi(w, k) = ;(w2 T e (T (5.12) 0w, k) = [ ol = )]
~ 1 ri!
B, k) = R+ (e Dofuo, k) = = (k - w>
T (Do - D)+ (D - DI
with the rescaled dispersion relations which determine
ﬂ_(w k)= ﬂ+(——w k), @y, &y, @4, and &_ given by
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3r&? 62\ @y @+ k
~2 _ 1.2 _ t _ -] = =
@y —k oR2 [1 (1 &))2]: ln(d)t—k 0,
2 _ _‘El_ ‘:)I + k
k“ 4+ 3r [l 2k n(d);—k)
- ~ 5.14)
- 1 1 + wy + k (
= —“[1+=(1—=—|In{——]],
semtrg [ (%) (5]
- 1 1 - w_+k
The first four terms in Eq. (5.11) are pole-pole contri-
butions, the fifth to eighth are pole—cut terms, and the
last is the cut—cut term. The expressions in Eq. (5.11)
were evaluated numerically with the following results.
For SU(3) with Ny = 2 no pole-pole terms contribute
and a(N, Ny) = 1.399. For SU(2) with Ny = 2, one
pole—pole term from the transverse-gluon and negative
fermion mode contributes and a(N,Ny) = 1.451. For

SU(2) with N; = 4, all four pole-pole terms contribute
and a(N, Ny) = 1.573.

VI. SUMMARY

We have examined the calculation of the lowest-order
damping rate of heavy and massless fermions in hot gauge
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theories in the long-wavelength limit using the resumma-
tion techniques developed recently in terms of hard ther-
mal loops. An approach was used to evaluate the Mat-
subara frequency sum and extract the imaginary part
of the resulting analytically continued expressions which
gave the same final results as those found by dispersion
relation methods [3,10]. Apart from questions raised re-
cently concerning the neglect in some gauges of certain
terms proportional to the mass-shell condition [11, 15],
gauge-independent results for this rate were obtained in
a wide class of gauges. Ward identities between the ef-
fective propagators and vertices simplified significantly
the calculations, and the answers obtained, both in mag-
nitude and in sign, indicate that these techniques give
tractable and reasonable results.
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