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We consider infinitesimal field-dependent BRS transformations.

We show that they can be

integrated to yield finite BRS field-dependent transformations and have the same BRS form. We
discuss a number of applications of the latter. We show that for certain special field-dependent BRS
parameters (evaluated in a closed form), these can be used to connect the Faddeev-Popov effective
action in a linear gauge with a gauge parameter A to (i) the most general BRS-anti-BRS symmetric
action in linear gauges, (ii) the Faddeev-Popov effective action in quadratic gauges, and (iii) the
Faddeev-Popov effective action with another distinct gauge parameter A’. In each case, the extra
terms in the latter action are shown to arise from the Jacobian for the nonlocal field-dependent BRS
transformations. Some applications of these ideas are suggested.

PACS number(s): 11.15.—q, 11.15.Bt

I. INTRODUCTION

On account of gauge invariance, gauge theories
are described by a large number of equivalent effective
actions. They are equivalent in the sense that they are
supposed to give identical results for the physically
observable quantities. There are the usual covariant
Lorent gauges [1], the axial gauges [2], radial gauges [3],
nonlinear covariant gauges [4], and Becchi-Rouet-Stora—
(BRS-)anti-BRS invariant formulations [5] to name a
few. In each of these, there can be one or more free
continuous parameters.

As the above are equivalent formulations, these should
be, and are in principle, connected to each other by field
transformations. To take a simple example, the effective
action in Lorentz gauges with two gauge parameters A\
and A + AX differing infinitesimally are related to each
other by an infinitesimal transformation

[s3 Q - AA
6A% = D”ﬁMﬁ,YlaA"—;— : (1.1)

Such infinitesimal transformations have been generally
used to prove the independence of physical observables
from the gauge parameter in a given set of gauges. To our
knowledge, constructing finite transformations explicitly
[finite analog of Eq. (1.1)] that relate fields in a, say,
Lorentz gauge with parameters A and A’ (differing by
finite amounts) are not constructed, nor are they easy
to construct. One could also seek finite transformations
connecting fields in Lorentz gauges to fields in BRS—anti-
BRS invariant action, for example. Such transformations
are not known.

While for the purpose of proving the gauge indepen-
dence in a given set of gauges, infinitesimal transforma-
tions of the type (1.1) may prove sufficient, finite trans-
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formations could find applications to a number of uses.
While the purpose of this work is not to study the prac-
tical applications in detail, we should mention a few to
motivate our approach. It would, for example, be nice to
construct a field transformation that relates axial gauges
to Lorentz gauges. This could find applications in re-
moval of discrepancy of the anomalous dimension calcu-
lation [6] in the two sets of gauges. It would also make it
possible to make axial gauge calculations more rigorous.
Such transformations could help in connecting results in,
say, Landau and Feynman gauges. They could also be
utilized in formal treatments. Thus it would certainly be
nice to have finite field transformations connecting vari-
ous different formulations of gauge theories.

In this work, we shall tackle the problem of finding such
finite transformations connecting the usual Faddeev-
Popov (FP) effective action in Lorentz gauges with the
parameter X to (i) the BRS-anti-BRS invariant effective
action, (ii) the FP action with quadratic gauges, and
(iii) the FP action in Lorentz gauges with the parameter
A'. We do not, however, find it profitable to general-
ize the field-dependent gauge transformation such as in
Eq. (1.1). We shall find it much more profitable to find
a BRS-type field transformation transforming all gauge,
ghost, and antighost fields simultaneously. This is be-
cause of the property that a finite gauge transformation

A' =UAU' - 8,UU", U = exp(iT*6%) (1.2)
does not preserve the simple linear form of an infinitesi-
mal transformation

§A% = DPo . (1.3)
However the “finite” and infinitesimal BRS transforma-
tions have the same form. The infinitesimal transforma-
tion

8¢ = 653hs(6)0A

(written symbolically) goes into a “finite” BRS transfor-
mation

(1.4)
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¢ — bi = S5hs(P)A . (1.5)

(This happens in effect because of A2 = 0.) The BRS
transformations we shall be using are not, however, as
simple as Egs. (1.4) and (1.5). We shall consider §A not
as a field-independent quantity but as a field-dependent
quantity, preserving §A% = 0, however. This is much the
same way as Eq. (1.1) uses a field-dependent 8 defined
in Eq. (1.3). We shall allow

A = O'[A,c,eldk (1.6)

where ©’2 = 0 and is a field-dependent but z-independent
quantity, and « is a parameter. We show that such trans-
formations are indeed a symmetry of the action. We shall
call (1.4) with 6A of Eq. (1.6) the “infinitesimal field-
dependent BRS transformations.” We show that these
can be integrated in k and that they preserve the BRS
form of Eq. (1.5) with A given by

A=0(¢4), (L.7)
where O[¢] is derivable from ©’[¢]. The transformations

¢; = ¢i + 85%s(4)O(¢)

though the symmetry of the FP effective action, are, how-
ever, nonlocal finite transformations generating nontriv-
ial Jacobians. It is shown that, in fact, these Jacobians
are responsible for the differences in the effective actions
of various formulations. In fact, for each of three con-
nections dealt with, we make an ansatz for ©' and ex-
plicitly show how the Jacobians explain the difference
between the effective actions in various pairs (say, FP
action in Lorentz gauges and BRS—-anti-BRS invariant ac-
tion). These Jacobians are obtained by integrating out,
in a nontrivial procedure, the infinitesimal Jacobians as
done in Sec. IV.

We now explain the plan of the paper. In Sec. II, we
shall review the results on the BRS—anti-BRS invariant
actions and on quadratic gauges. In Sec. III we shall in-
troduce the infinitesimal field-dependent BRS transfor-
mations and show how these can be integrated out to
yield finite field-dependent BRS transformations. In Sec.
IV, we show how the Jacobians for such translations can
be evaluated. In Sec. V, we do the evaluation of the Ja-
cobians for three cases of ®' and show that they indeed
explain the differences of effective actions in the three
cases mentioned earlier. In Sec. VI, we summarize our
results and give directions for possible applications. We
do not discuss the applications in detail but hope to do
it elsewhere.

(1.8)

II. PRELIMINARY REVIEW
A. BRS—anti-BRS symmetry

In this section, we shall review the known results on
BRS and anti-BRS symmetries of the effective action in
gauge theories in linear gauges and BRS symmetry in
quadratic gauges.

We consider the most general effective action in lin-

ear gauges given by Baulieu and Theirry-Mieg [5] that
has BRS—-anti-BRS invariance, when expressed entirely in
terms of necessary fields A, c,¢ (and no auxiliary fields):

. A)2
Seﬂ'[A,C,E] :/d4m|:_%Fa FQ“V—Z(_B._IL)_ t Lo

uv " 2A
(2.1)
with
Lo = (1- 1a)d*eD,e + %D“aa,,c
+1a(1 ~ Ja) 2 g [f P (2.2)
= 8#ED e + %gf"ﬂ"a - A%EB Y
—ta(l- %a))\ng"‘ﬁ"éﬂé”’f""fc"cf . (2.2b)

Here we are assuming a Yang-Mills theory with a simple
gauge group and introduce the notation
Lie algebra:

[Ta,Tﬁ] — ifaﬂ’rT‘/ ,
Covariant derivative:
(Dyuc)* = DSPP = (8,6°F + gfPT1AY) P .

foBY are totally antisymmetric.
This action has the global symmetries under the fol-
lowing transformations.

BRS:
8A; = (Duc)*oA
c* = —%gfaﬂ”cﬂc”’&A , (2.3a)
5% = (B'TA - %af"‘ﬁ”’éac") SA .
Anti-BRS:
A = (D,3)%6A ,
6c* = —1gfoPrePesA (2.3b)

9-A*
5c* = ( T (- %a)f"ﬁ"éﬂc’)ﬁ./\ .
In anti-BRS transformations the roles of ¢ and ¢ are in-
terchanged in addition to changes in some coefficients.
Note that the a = 0 case yields the usual Faddeev-Popov
action and a = 1 yields an action symmetric in ¢ and €.

B. Quadratic gauges

Next, we shall consider quadratic gauges. These are
given by the gauge function f®[A] that is quadratic in
fields. For example,

— afy AB
f[A] =0 - A* + d°PTAZ A (2.4)

Here d*A7 is symmetric in 3 and . The effective action
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according to Faddeev-Popov is given by

Seﬂ' [A, c, E]

o O foAP + £a| (25)

Z/d4w|:_iF:VFaﬂV_ !

with
Lg[A,c, ] = —e*(8,6* + 2d*P7AY)(Duc)? . (2.6)
This action has only a BRS invariance given by
0A; = (Duc)?oA ,
6c™ = —1gfPr1PcroA (2.7)
T

Unlike linear gauges, this Faddeev-Popov action has no
anti-BRS invariance nor can it be generalized to another
local functional of A,c,é so as to have a double BRS
invariance.

J

C. Gauge transformations that change A

Next we recall how a transformation of gauge parame-
ter is performed on a path integral involving the Faddeev-
Popov action [@ = 0 in (2.1) or (2.5)]. To change the
gauge parameter A by an infinitesimal amount §)\, one
performs an infinitesimal gauge transformation on the
gauge field in which the gauge parameter is field depen-
dent:

A% - A = A% + D3P6P () (2.8)
with
s arg)®
0°(a) = —3 Mg [Alf*[A] (2.9)
where
6f*[A] Hap
= " 2.
MaB 5AZ D;:. ( 10)
It is easily seen that this leads to
f c‘[A]z _ _felA? 2
Z Z 01 0% +0(8)%) . (2.11)

It is also known that (1]

DA / DcDEexp (—i / aMcd“z) = DAdetM = DA'detM[A') = DA’ / DcDE exp (—i / EM[A’}cd%) . (2.12)

All discussion of infinitesimal change in the gauge pa-
rameter is then based on the infinitesimal gauge trans-
formations of Eq. (2.9). It leads to the parameter change

A= A+ 6 via
+EMC) d“z]

FAAY A e
m+CM[A]C>d 1:] .

(2.13)

fe[AP

DA /Dcmexp[ (-5
-4 [emeen [ (-

When one wants to change the gauge parameter by a
finite amount A — A+ A one must perform a finite gauge
transformation:

A A =U[U'8,U+ AU (2.14)
with U = ¢T"%[4], whose infinitesimal form must yield
Eq. (2.9). Such a transformation is not easy to construct
explicitly by integration of Eq. (2.8).

III. FINITE FIELD-DEPENDENT BRS
TRANSFORMATION

In this section, we shall discuss finite field-dependent
BRS transformations that can be obtained by integration

[
of infinitesimal (field-dependent) BRS transformations.
We note that the invariance of the gauge invariant La-
grange density under infinitesimal gauge transformations
A’ = A2 + D3P6P(z) (3.1)
does not depend on whether the local parameters 6°(z)
are field dependent or not as long as they are infinitesi-
mal. [In fact, we mention a field-dependent gauge trans-
formation in Egs. (2.8) and (2.9)]. In a similar manner
the BRS invariance of the Faddeev-Popov action,

- A™ 2
s [ [_%qu @y

under the global BRS transformations of Eq. (2.3a), de-
pends only on the global and anticommuting nature of
dA and not on its infinitesimal nature or on whether
6A is field independent or not. Thus we are at lib-
erty to choose §A finite and field dependent as long
as it is £ independent and anticommuting. [For exam-
ple, A = fd4yf°‘ﬂ'YC“(y)Cﬁ(y)c“’(y).] Thus a finite BRS
transformation has the same form as an infinitesimal one.
The BRS transformation which we will be interested in
will have the general structure

—&Mc|d*z , (3.2)

A% (@) = A3(w) + DI (2)0]4)]
(@) = ¢*(x) — Jaf PP @) ()08, (33)
0. A~

&(z) = () + ©[¢] ,
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where O[¢] is an x-independent anticommuting func-
tional of fields A, ¢, ¢ (not necessarily arbitrary, however).

If we are interested in using such a finite field-
dependent © in the BRS transformation, however, the
integration measure is nontrivially affected by it; i.e., the
Jacobian may be nontrivial. [Note that if © were field in-
dependent the Jacobian would be as if for an infinitesimal
transformation (as ©2 = 0) in which case antisymmetry
of structure constants and/or vanishing of (™ (0) in di-
mensional regularization makes the Jacobian trivial.] As
we shall see, the Jacobian for such a finite BRS trans-
formation is indeed nontrivial generally, and one needs
a procedure for obtaining it. Rather than calculating
the superdeterminant involved, we shall find it easier to
follow the following method.

First, consider the fields as a function of the parameter
k:0 < k < 1: For a field ¢(z, k), ¢(z,0) = ¢(z)d(z,k =
1) = ¢'. We define infinitesimal BRS transformations

4 g2z, k) = (D2PP) (2, 1) [$(2, 5)] ,

de *

%ca(w,n) = ——%gf"ﬁ"cﬁ(m,h:)c'y(w,n)(—)'[qS(w,n)] ,
o 0 A%(z,K) ,

e (z,k) = —)‘————G‘) [P(z, k)], (3.4)

with boundary conditions (BC’s) Af(z,0) = Ag(z),
c*(z,0) = c*(z), and ¢*(z,0) = ¢*(x). We shall now
solve these equations and, by integrating from x = 0 to 1,
show that fields A%(z,x = 1), c*(z,k = 1), &*(z,x = 1)
are precisely related to A% (z), c*(z),c*(z) by finite BRS
equations (3.3) (with © related to ©'); thus showing that
Egs. (3.3) for a certain choice of ©[¢] can be obtained
by a succession of infinitesimal BRS transformations of
Eq. (3.4). We shall show that the transformation (3.3)
can be broken up as a succession of infinitesimal field-
dependent BRS transformations. The Jacobian for an
infinitesimal transformation is easy to calculate and will
be used to obtain, by integration, the net Jacobian. We
shall first of all derive a result that gives us ©'[¢(k)] in
terms of ©'[¢(0)], a result very useful at different stages
of the calculation. We shall also obtain, using this result
an expression for O[¢(k), k], that, as we will see later,
enters the integration of Egs. (3.4).

For later convenience, we write Egs. (3.4) compactly
as

= 4(x) = Soms[d(x)]'[$(x)] (35)

O[4(0)] = ©[¢(x), Kllx=1 = ©'[$(0)]

= O'[$(0)] |1+ 3716(O)] + i ABOF +- ,

a known quantity. In particular, it follows that
Op(k), k]O'[p(k)] x O'[#(0)]> =0 .

Now, we can proceed to integrate Eq. (3.4). As was

(3.15)

exp{f[¢(0)]} — 1

Now let us calculate (d/dk)©’[¢(k)] and integrate out the
result

2 160 = | 3o-Samsds | ©'[6()]
= flo(x)]O'[p(x)] - (3.6)
This has the obvious solution
O'[¢(x)] = ©'[6(0)]exp [ /0 i f[¢(/<;')]d/~e’} .6

Thus ©'[¢(k)] contains ©'[¢(0)] as factor which is as-
sumed to be nilpotent: ©'2 = 0. Now in Egs. (3.6) we
carry out a Taylor expansion of f[¢(x)] in k:

f[¢('€)]=f[¢(0)]+n[5f dd’i] + [51‘ d%] n;

dd; dk 0¢p; dr? 2

+... .

k=0

6¢,5¢J dk dk

each term on the right hand side except the first is easily
seen to contain ©'[¢(0)]. ©'[¢(x)] on the right hand side
of Eq. (3.6) also contains ©'[¢(0)]. Hence, in the right
hand side of Eq. (3.6), we may drop all terms in the
Taylor expansion of f[¢(x)] and write

L o/g(w)] = 116(0)1/[9(x)] (3.9)
with the consequent simplification in Eq. (3.6)
O[9(x) = ' [9(O)]exp{<fHO))} . (310)
In the future we shall need the quantity
0l¢(x).x] = [ dn'e'lp()] (3.11)
BN 0] S S,

f1#(0)]

formally. (Actually the right hand side is an infinite se-
ries.)

In particular, we shall see that ©[¢(0)] of Eq. (3.1)
will turn out to be

716(0)] (3.13)

(3.14)

[
just shown below Eq.

glo(x)],

(3.7), for any local functional

9[¢()10'[¢(k)] = g[6(0)]O'[¢(x)] ; (3.16)
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hence we could write Egs. (3.5) as

%E:) = 0Brs[#(0)]©'[¢(k)] -

This immediately integrates to

(3.17)

#(x) = ¢(0) + dBrs[¢(0)] /0 i O'[p(x"))ds' ,  (3.18)

¢(k) = #(0) + dBrs[#(0)]O[d(x), K] ,

where © is defined in Eq. (3.11) and is given in terms of
#(0) by Eq. (3.12). Again, as O[¢(x), x] is proportional
to ©'[¢(0)] [see Eq. (3.12)] we have

(3.19)

S8rs[0(k)]O[8(k), k] = oBrs[#(0)]O[¢(x), ]  (3.20)
and we can invert (3.18) to yield
$(0) = ¢(x) — 6BRs[P(%)]O[H(x), K] - (3.21)

Using the definition of ©[¢] of Eq. (3.13), Eq. (3.19) at
Kk =1 reads

¢' = ¢ + dBrs[4]O[d] ,

where ¢’ = ¢(k = 1) and ¢ = ¢(k = 0). These are
precisely the finite BRS transformations of Eq. (3.3) for
©[¢] obtainable from a local ©'[¢] via definitions (3.13)
and (3.11). This thus proves the result announced earlier.

(3.22)

IV. METHOD FOR EVALUATION OF
JACOBIANS

In this section, we shall present a procedure for evalu-
ation for Jacobians for finite BRS transformations of the
type of Eq. (3.3) for certain specific ©[¢]’s, utilizing the
fact that they can be written as a succession of infinites-
imal transformations of the type (3.4). We define

DADcDe = J(k)DA(k)Dc(k)DE(k)
= J(k + dk)DA(k + dk)

xDc(k + dr)De(k + dr) . (4.1)

Now the transformation from A(x) to A(k + dk) is an
infinitesimal one and one has, for its Jacobian,

J(k) dp(z, k + dr)
J(k+dr) z¢: *

dp(z, k)
where 3, sums over all fields in the measure Af,c*,c*
and the + sign refers to whether ¢ is a bosonic or a
fermionic field. We evaluate the right hand side as

/d‘lx;

(4.2)

Z SAS(z, K+ 0K) _ 6c*(z,k + 0K)
0A%(z, k) oc(z, k)

m
_ 0% (z, K + OK)

= . (4.3)

Dropping those terms which do not contribute on account
of the antisymmetry of the structure constant [these
terms also do not contribute in dimensional regulariza-
tion on account of §4(0)], we have the expression (4.3) as
(reverting back to the summation convention)

J dx

|
o 5O [B(2,K)] 1 cap 50'[¢]  9-A%(z,r) 5O/[4]
1+dﬂ/[D“ @ (2,) SA% (2, k) 29/ 7Cﬁ($’n)c‘1(w’n)6c"(m,n) A dex(z, k)
__Jx®)
= J0et dn) (4.4)
_ 1 dJ(k)
= — m d/{ dk . (4.5)
I
Now consider /’Dqﬁ(z, K+ dk)J (k + dn)eiseff[¢(z,n+dn)]
W = / DADCDE e Serel Ao
— / D(z, 0) iSO | (4.6) _ /D b+ dr) I () [ Ly Ldd dn]

where ¢(z,0) generically denotes fields A,c,¢ at £ = 0.
This equals

/D¢(m, K)J(H)eiseffH)(m,n)] ’

where invariance of Seg under ¢(z,0) — ¢(x, k) of Eq.
(3.21), which is a BRS transformation, has been used.
This expression is further equal to

(4.7)

xeSeulp(antan)] (4.8)
We would now like to show that J(k) in Eq. (4.3) can
be replaced by exp(:S1[¢(k); k]) for a certain functional
S1 (to be determined in each individual case). To this
end, consider expression (4.8) with J(k + dk) replaced by
eiS1[#(rtdr)intdr] and call this quantity W' (k + dk):
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W (i + dr) = / Dk + dr)ei S (xtdr)in-tan] iSerr $(s-+dm)

'i) REACIOND ﬁ d iSesr[d(x)]
/Dd)( +dn) 1+d/<: k| e ,

where dS;/dk is a total derivative of S; with respect
to x in which dependence on ¢(«) is also differentiated.

Se[¢(%)] = Sea[¢( + dr)] has also been used. Hence
W (k + di) = /D¢( ) [1 - lﬂd"] [1 + ’%d”]
I‘c',
x giS1+iSese (4.11)
—W(x) (4.12)
if and only if (iff)
/D¢ [1 dJ .yfiﬁ] eiS1+iSerr — () (4.13)
K

Further, if Eq. (4.13) is satisfied, dW'/dx = 0 and hence
W' is independent of k. Hence W' = W'|.o; so that

/ D)1 (=)l +iSear 4] — / Dp(0)eiSxe (40
(4.14)

(4.9)

(4.10)

[
W' = W; in the expression (4.7) for W one can replace

J(x) by e’sl [#(=):<] Setting x = 1 in (4.7) we could write,
in terms of ¢' = ¢>(fc =1).

W= / Dl eiS11#1+iSeul#'] (4.15)

Thus the Jacobian yeilds a new piece to the action. Our
procedure, then, in evaluating Jacobians is (i) calculate
the infinitesimal Jacobian change (1/J)(dJ/dx)dk of Eq.
(4.5) for the infinitesimal BRS transformations of Eq.
(3.8), (ii) make an ansatz for Sy, (iii) prove the equation
(4.13) for this ansatz, and (iv) replace J(x) by €*51 in the
expression for W of Eq. (4.7). Setting x = 1, this would
then yield the new effective action Slgz = S1 + Seg.

To proceed further, it is necessary to assume a partic-
ular form for ©[¢].

Case I:

o' [p(y, k)] = iB / dyfBIE (y, k)& (y, ) (3, ) ;

provided S; vanishes identically at x = 0. But the right (4.16)
hand side of Eq. (4.14) is just W of Eq. (4.6). Hence clearly, from Eq. (4.5),
J
S — —ipand ~3a [ d £ (0,0 (0 () )
J(k) dr
+2/d4y f"ﬁ"—a—%(—yﬂéﬁ(y,n)c”(y, n)} . (4.17)
I
Case II:
1 dJ(K') —_— 4, o a
' [¢(y, %)) = iB / diy a5 A8 (y, k) AT (y, K)E%(y, k) | T ae [ f ¢y (v, 1) (Me)*(y, v)
. 1
(4.18) +/d4yx[8-A°‘(y,n)]2] : (4.21)
1 dJ(k) .

J(k) dr =8 2/d4y d"‘B'Yij"C'l(y, K) The net Jacobian, or properly (J(x)), the expectation
values of the Jacobians, will be evaluated in the next
section by the procedure outlined earlier.

xA™(y, k)e*(y, k)
a9 A%(y, V. EVALUATION OF JACOBIANS

+ / dty daﬁ'YAﬁA'w(y, K) ;:\(y K)
419 In this section we shall evaluate the Jacobian explic-
(4.19) itly for three particular choices of ®'. These choices are
not, however, arbitrary: they correspond to three partic-
ularly important cases. These are BRS transformations
that take the Faddeev-Popov effective action in linear
Case III: gauges to (i) the most general BRS—anti-BRS invariant
effective action, or to (ii) quadratic gauge effective ac-
O'[p(y, k)] = ivy / d*ye(y, k)0 - A%(y, k) (4.20) tion, or to (iii) the Faddeev-Popov effective action with
6y, o] ’ ’ changed gauge parameters. We shall follow the procedure
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outlined in the previous section.
Before we proceed, we shall need an identity which
occurs in the examples. Hence we shall derive it first.
Consider the quantity

- / DPh[$] Moc™©'[g]e* S +iS1 . (5.1)

Here h%[¢] is some functional of ¢ = A,c,c.
The Faddeev-Popov ghost term in linear gauges is
— [d*zeMoc. ©'[¢] is the appropriate ©' function in
a given example; e*”! is the Jacobian equivalent being
tried as an ansatz. We note

(Moc)* = ils%eiseff .

= / Dph*[¢] [i(s%eise"

. The result is

(5.2)
Hence

Q'e*S1 . (5.3)

We now integrate by parts in ¢*

a !
/Dd? [JL@' +h06® +40 ha‘ss ] iSeer+iS1

o'l¢] = iB / &z PV (y, )P (y, ) (9, ) . (5.5)

We shall introduce the shorthand notation [ fééc to
mean the integral in the above quantity in ©'. We
shall also write (fcc)® = f*P7cPc? and [ feefec =
J d*y(fee)*(fec)*. We recall the logarithmic derivation
of the Jacobian of Eq. (4.17), viz.,

1dJ , . 1 _ 2 _
7Ek—dn——zﬁdn[—ag/fccfcc+x/f8 Aec] .

(5.6)

This suggests the terms linear in « in §;. But S; could
have higher powers of k. We make an ansatz for S; and
show that it works with the choice of parameters in it.

Let
S1[p(z, K); k] = (% — fﬂnz)g/fééfcc

dc> dce
2
5.0 —-‘;’i / 0 Az (5.7)
Case I. Consider when £ is yet to be determined. Now
_J
~i f Doeis i [ Dy explis + Sl [’T’ﬁg [ fecree = / 18- Az

) - . 2 0-A_ ,

+2z£[3ng/fccfcc +i8(k —26x%)g | f cfcc®
+2’f’“(—§g) / £0- As(fec)T®' — Z’f“ / F(Moc)ec® (5.8)

Here (i) the BRS invariance of fcc and (ii) the antisymmetry of structure constants have been used to drop two of
the conditions. In the last term in Eq. (5.7) we use Eq. (5.4) by setting h™ = FoB7EPcY (and use the antisymmetry

of the structure constant to set 6h*/6c* = 0) to obtain

2zﬁ/<, 215“

/D¢exp[z51 +ZSeff]/f(MQC)CC@l

+0'{(r — 267 [ f(se0elsec) + 5= [ (0 A)(féc)c}] :

Now we use

F(fee)e(fec) = FoPYfantgnct sl f1mo e

~ fanﬁéﬁcnfaé'vcéf'vwcrca =0
on account of the repeated use of the Jacobi identity. We

also note (fec)(fec) = —3(fee)(fec). From Egs. (5.6),
(5.8), and (5.9), we easily see that

/D¢exp [2S1 + i Ses] I:/(fcc)"‘(fcc)"?,@

(5.9)

—

/D¢(1 aJ zﬁ)exp[zsl + Se] =0 (5.10)

iff

—£g . (5.11)

>®
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Substituting for 8 in (5.7) we obtain
Slg = So+ Sg.5 + /d4a: [——(‘:Moc + 2g€K / fo- Acc

2
___2%{(1 — 2¢K) /fééfcc] .

In view of the fact that only one combination of £ and «,
viz. €k, is appearing in Eq. (5.12), we parametrize it as

(5.12)

2k = % . (5.13)

This gives
Sig = So + Ses + / diz [EMOC + %g/fa - Aéc

2 2(1—— /fccfcc] .

This is precisely the action of Eq. (2.2b) of Thierry-Mieg
and Baulieu [5] having both BRS anti-BRS invariances.

(5.14)

Case II.

o' = 'i,B/d"‘B'YE"(y, n)Aﬁ(y, K)A™(y,k)dYy . (5.15)

The discussion proceeds very much the same way as in
case I; hence we only give minimal analogous steps. We
note

lf’i_m/dc(p c)A“+—/ (0- A)A, 4",

(5.16)

using the obvious notation d¢i¢a¢ps = d"‘ﬁ"’(ﬁ‘l"qﬁf @3-
[Also we shall use (d¢1¢2)* = d"‘ﬁ’hﬁﬁj ¢3.] We make an
ansatz

Sy = 2B / de(D,c)A* + 3—; / (8- A)A, A"
+eR? / [(dA,A%)°] . (5.17)

We note that after using Eq. (5.4) with h™ = d*#7 A8 A7+
once we can write, after straightforward cancellations,

/Dd)(—i)%exp{isl +iSe} = /'D¢ exp[¢Sy + iSeﬁ]{—%,B/dé(Dc)A

lﬁ

+2€X£ﬁ / (dAA)* + 4i€k> / (dAA)"(dDCA)ae,} .

Thus

1 dJ ds
/D¢exp[151 + Seg][ zd—;] =0,

iffzg=—@;.

(5.19)

(5.20)

We now set x = 1. We can choose 8 = —1 also as it is
arbitrary;

o' =—i / d*Pre AR ATHdty (5.21)
and
1
§1=-3 / (8- A)AA —2 / de(D,.c) A
1
X /(dA,LA“)2 .
Slg = Ses + S1 is then precisely the effective action of

quadratic gauges given in Eq. (2.5).
Case III.

(5.22)

d(8- A)A A" + 2ik / (dAA)? + gzﬂ%{ / / (dAA)*(dDcA)*@'

(5.18)
-
O = iy / & (y, k) - A%(y - v)d'y (5.23)
with « to be yet determined. Here
%% _'L’Y/EMoc-F’i’Y/ @ '/\A)z : (5.24)

We expect this ©’ to take us from one gauge parameter
A to another gauge parameter A’. So we try an ansatz

L A\2
Sl=£(K’)/(8—AAl’7

£t [ %A

(5.26)

(5.25)

ie.,

dsy ., (8-4)*
—zﬁ——zﬁ(m)/—/\——————Z

Hence we have
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1dJ ds
K

/Dqﬁ(n)exp[isl + Ser] [jz'; - Zd_jl = /D¢9XP[iS1 + iSeff]{i’)’/éa(Moc)a

sity =€) [ LA —aige) [ %zwoce'} |

We apply Eq. (5.3) with h* = &*,0' — 1 to the first
term on the right hand side to find it o< §(*)(0) which we
drop in dimensional regularization. We apply Eq. (5.3)
to the last term (with h® = 8- A*/) and ©' =iy [ 8- A)
to learn that we may effect the substitution

9-A . (8-A)?
/TMOCG -y

Thus the right hand side of Eq. (5.27) is then seen to
vanish iff

—i[—y +&'(r) - 2i€(x)7] =0,
i.e., {(k) must be a solution of
€'(x) +2v€(k) =7 =0
with the BC £(0) = 0. The unique solution is
In|1 — 2¢(k)| = -2k .

Thus at k = 1 the extra term in the net effective action
from the Jacobian is

Si(k=1) = 1(-e7?"+1) / wd‘lx . (5.28)

The net gauge-fixing term is then

6-4)2 _ 9-A)?
—(27)‘)6 2y = —‘(—-E'/\—’l— . (529)
This leads to v = —1In(A’/A). Thus
AI
©' =—-1ln 3 /a‘*a - A” (5-30)

leads one from a Faddeev-Popov effective action with the
gauge parameter ) to the same effective action with the
gauge parameter \'.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND POSSIBLE
APPLICATIONS

We have taken the infinitesimal BRS of the form nor-
mally given in obvious notation by

S¢(z) = (éBrsP)IA (6.1)

and considered its modifications in which A = ©'dk is a
field-dependent, z-independent, anticommuting parame-
ter involving the differential of a parameter k(0 < k < 1):
viz.,

@

(5.27)

I
do(z, k) = [0Brsd(z, £)]|O'[¢(z, k)]dk .

We have shown that this set of three equations can be
simultaneously integrated out to yield again transforma-
tions of the BRS form itself: viz.,

¢'(z) = ¢(z) + 0BRs(4)O[¢(2)]

[where ¢/(z) = ¢(z,k = 1); ¢(z) = ¢(z,x = 0)]. We
call (6.3) the finite, field-dependent transformation as it
relates ¢(z) to ¢'(z), differing from it not by an infinites-
imal amount but by a finite amount. Here, given ©’, ©
is known in a closed form, given formally by Eq. (3.12):
viz.,

(6.2)

(6.3)

exp[f(¢) — 1]

O (6.4)

O(¢) = ©'(¢)

where f is defined in terms of BRS variation of ®’ by Eq.
(3.6).

We have applied transformations of the form of Eq.
(6.3) to correlate different effective actions of the gauge
theory, yielding the same S matrix. We have shown that
the corresponding difference in effective actions is on ac-
count of the Jacobian for corresponding finite BRS trans-
formations of Eq. (6.3). We have, by suitable conjecture
duly verified in Sec. V, obtained © for such transforma-
tions in each case; and we have dealt with three cases in
all. These are summarized below.

(A) Faddeev-Popov—BRS-anti-BRS. Here, setting
x =11in (5.12) and using (5.10) in (5.5) we find

o'[¢] = —%q—g/d4y foBrEagBer | (6.5)
fiol =5 [y 20 2y
_%\92/f0375"5ﬂf""5c"c€ , (6.6)

and O[¢] given by Eq. (6.4). Thus in the generating
function of the Faddeev-Popov the effective action given
by

AL =A,+ D,cO[¢] ,

™ = % — LgfP1 B0 6.7)
ot — g 4 2 '/\Aaew,]

converts it into a generating functional of general BRS-
anti-BRS invariant action having parameters a and A.

(B) Faddeev-Popov (linear gauge)— Faddeev-Popov
(quadratic gauge). Here
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O'[¢] = —i / oo 4B AT (6.8)

and

afy
flo] = —i / d 0 ATAA™ — 2 / d*P7e*(D,yc)P A

(6.9)

A discussion similar to that below Eq. (6.6) applies here.
(C) FP covariant linear gauge parameter A —-FP co-
variant linear gauge parameter \’'. Here

9'[¢]=ln(%) /E"6~A°‘d4y,
fle] =1n(—5‘/\—,) /(—8——;102 +ln(;‘,—> /EMocd4y .

(6.11)

(6.10)

A discussion analogous to that following Eq. (6.6) holds
here also.

We shall now briefly indicate the possible applications
of our results. Our aim here is not, however, to discuss
them in detail, which we hope to do elsewhere. We shall
merely indicate directions which could be profitable.

By these methods, a finite BRS transformation could
be constructed to connect linear Lorentz gauges with ax-
ial gauges. This finite BRS could be useful in compar-
ing results in two gauges. One may be able to make an
axial gauge prescription rigorous by connecting it with
Lorentz gauges which are known to be rigorous. It may
also be possible to compare results in covariant linear
gauges with two different gauge parameters: e.g., the
Feynmann gauge and the Landau gauge.

On the formal side, renormalization in quadratic
gauges could perhaps be understood easily by their con-
nection with linear gauges given in (B) above. The same
applies to renormalization of BRS—anti-BRS invariant ac-
tions given by Baulieu and Thierry-Mieg [5]. Here the
discussion in (A) above could be useful.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time
a BRS transformation and/or gauge transformation con-
necting various actions has been written in a closed form.
It should find various applications in the future.
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