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A variational method is discussed, based on the principle of minimal variance. The method seems to be
suited for gauge interacting fermions, and the simple case of quantum electrodynamics is discussed in
detail. The issue of renormalization is addressed, and the renormalized propagators are shown to be the
solution of a set of finite integral equations. The method is proven to be viable, and, by a spectral
representation, the multidimensional integral equations are recast in one-dimensional equations for the
spectral weights. The UV divergences are subtracted exactly, yielding a set of coupled Volterra integral
equations that can be solved iteratively and are known to have a unique solution.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the last years, there has been a renewed interest on
variational methods for gauge theories [1-3], because of
the relevance of non-Abelian gauge theories, that are
known to be asymptotically free. The high energy asymp-
totic behavior of these theories is known exactly, which is
one of the most important requirements for a viable
variational approach to quantum field theory. On the other
hand, important issues like quark confinement and the low
energy phase diagram of QCD still lack a consistent
analytical description because of the strong coupling that
rules out the use of perturbation theory.

Unfortunately, a simple variational method like the
Gaussian effective potential (GEP) [4-7], which has been
successfully applied to physical problems ranging from
scalar theory and electroweak symmetry breaking [7—14] to
superconductivity [15-17] and antiferromagnetism [18],
fails to predict nontrivial results for gauge interacting
fermions [19]. Actually, the GEP only contains first order
terms, and the minimal coupling of gauge theories does not
give any effect at first order. Extensions like the post-
Gaussian effective potential (PGEP) [20] also fail to predict
nontrivial results for fermions [19].

Recently, a new higher order extension of the GEP has
been proposed [21], based on the method of minimal
variance [22,23], and has been shown to predict nontrivial
results even for fermions. The variance of the interaction
contains second order terms and seems to be suited for
dealing with the minimal coupling of gauge theories.

In this paper we explore the potentiality of the method of
minimal variance by a study of the simple U(1) gauge
theory with an interacting fermion, i.e., QED. An important
merit of the method, shared with other techniques like the
post-Gaussian effective potential, is the paradox that the
standard formalism of perturbation theory is used, while
retaining a genuine variational nature, without the need of
any small coupling. In fact, we do not assume that the
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coupling is small, but at any stage we check that, expanding
the results in powers of the coupling, the standard known
properties of QED are recovered in the phenomenological
weak coupling limit.

Theissue of renormalization is addressed, and the standard
renormalization scheme of perturbation theory is modified in
order to obtain finite stationary conditions for the optimized
propagators, which emerge as solutions of a set of coupled
integral equations. Their numerical solution would be a first
step toward the study of more complex non-Abelian theories
in the strong coupling limit. However, even in this simple
case, the numerical solution might not be so straightforward
and seems to need some more effort. In thatrespect we discuss
a method that is based on the spectral representation of the
propagators. Under some assumptions, the multidimensional
integral equations are recastin one-dimensional equations for
the spectral weights, and the UV divergences are subtracted
exactly, yielding a set of coupled Volterra integral equations,
which can be solved iteratively, and are known to have a
unique solution.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II the method
of minimal variance is described in detail for the simple
case of QED. In Sec. III the problem of renormalization is
addressed, yielding a set of finite stationary equations. In
Sec. III the method of spectral representation is discussed,
and the stationary equations are recast in a set of Volterra
integral equations.

II. QED BY A GENERALIZED
VARIATIONAL METHOD

The method of minimal variance [22,23] is based on a
second order variational criterion that is suited to describe
gauge theories with a minimal coupling like QED [21],
where first order approximations like the GEP do not add
anything to the standard treatment of perturbation theory
[19]. The method has been discussed in some detail in
Ref. [21]. Let us consider the basic U(1) gauge theory of a
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single massive fermion interacting through an Abelian
gauge field,

_ 1 1
L=0(i0+eA—m)W — 2 F¥F, -5 (9,412, (1)

where the last term is the gauge fixing term in the Feynman
gauge and the electromagnetic tensor is F,, = 0,A,—
d,A,. We do not assume that the coupling e? is small,
unless we would like to compare the results with the
phenomenological QED. The quantum effective action I'[a]
can be evaluated by a shift ¢ for the gauge field
AF — AF 4 aF,

eil"[a] :/ ’DAD\i;,\yeiS[aJrA], )
1PI

and is given by the sum of connected vacuum one-particle-
irreducible (1PI) graphs [24] for the action S. Here the
action can be split as § = Sy + S;, and we define the trial
action S as

1

So =3 [ 4D (x ) )ty

+ / TG (x,y) U (y)dadly, 3

where D, (x,y) and G(x, y) are unknown trial matrix func-
tions. By comparison with the definition of £ in Eq. (1),
the interaction can be written as the sum of three terms,

1

51 = [ A8 (r3) = Dyl (e ) )ty

+ / U(x)[g! (x,y) = G (x, y)] W (y)d*xd*y
e [ Uapa, e @

where A, (x,y) and g,,(x,y) are free-particle propagators.
Their Fourier transform can be expressed as

A_l(k) = _ﬂﬂukz
' (k) = k — 7, )

wheren,,, is the metric tensorand 7z = m — ed isashifted mass
matrix term. An implicit dependence on a is assumed in G, D,
So, and S;. If the U(1) symmetry is not broken, in the physical
vacuum, ¢” = 0, and the mass term becomes 771 = m.

Of course, the trial functions G~!, D~! cancel in the total
action S, whichis exactand cannotdepend on them. Thus, this
formal decomposition holds for any arbitrary choice of the
trial functions, provided that the integrals converge.
The effective action I'[a] can be evaluated by perturbation
theory order by order as asum of Feynman diagrams according
to the general path integral representation of Eq. (2):
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By our decomposition of the action functional, we must
associate the trial propagators G(x,y), D(x,y) to the free-
particle lines of the diagrams, while the vertices are read from
the interaction terms in S;. The three vertices that come out
from the three interaction terms in Eq. (4) are reported in the
firstline of Fig. 1. Atany finite order, the approximate effective
action does depend on the trial functions G, D, which must be
fixed by a variational criterion. Several variational strategies
have been discussed [21]: the variations 6G, 6D affect both S
and §;, and the optimal choice is the one that minimizes the
effects of the interaction S; in the vacuum of S, ensuring that
the expansion makes sense even without any small parameter
in the Lagrangian [25].
Denoting by (X) the quantum average

B flPI DAD@‘\PeiSOX
J DDy ge™

the effective action can be written as
iT'[a] = iTyla] + log(e™), 8)

where the zeroth order contribution can be evaluated
exactly, since S, is quadratic,

iro[a] = log/DAD\I,V\I,e"SO, (9)

and the remaining terms can be written by expansion of the
logarithm in moments of S;,

log(e®) = 3T [a

. L. o\
= (iS) +E ([1S; = (iSn]?)

L e \13
+§<[l51— @SpPy +---. (10)

S,:—.—+~v.~»+42—
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FIG. 1. The three vertices in the interaction S; of Eq. (4) are
shown in the first line. First and second order graphs for the self-
energy and polarization function are shown in the second and
third lines, respectively. For each two-point function, we recog-
nize a first order graph, a reducible second order graph, and a
one-loop 1PI second order graph.
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which is equivalent to the sum of all connected 1PI vacuum
diagrams arising from the interaction S;, as emerges from a
direct evaluation of the averages by Wick’s theorem. In our
notationI',,, V,, X, are single nth order contributions, while
their sum up to nth order is written as I" (n) vy s g0
that

ir™ =% "ir,. (11)

The effective potential follows as V(a) = —I'[a]/Q, where
Q is a total space-time volume.

We fix the trial functions by the method of minimal
variance, requiring that the functional derivatives of the
second order term V, are zero [21-23],

oV _
5G

oV _

D - 0. (12)

In fact, by inspection of Eq. (10), the second order term can
be written as

2

O
V,=——L, 13
2 20 (13)
where o, is the variance of the Euclidean action S¥,
of = ((87))* = ((57)?)- (14)

That is obvious by Wick rotating, as the operator (iS)
becomes the Euclidean action (iS) — —S% and the quan-
tum action I’ -» —V/Q.

The method is based on the physical idea that in the exact
eigenstates of an operator O, the variance must be zero
because (O0) = (0)?. For any Hermitian operator, the
variance is a positive quantity, bounded from below, and
the variational parameters can be tuned by requiring that
the variance is minimal. In quantum mechanics the method
is not very popular because the accuracy of the standard
variational approximation can be easily improved by a
better trial wave function with more parameters. In field
theory, calculability does not leave too much freedom in the
choice of the wave functional, which must be Gaussian.
When the simple first order stationary condition fails, a
second order extension can be achieved by the method of
minimal variance [23] as discussed in Ref. [21]. Among the
other variational strategies, we cite the method of minimal
sensitivity [25] that would be equivalent to a search for the
stationary point of the total second order effective potential
V() instead of the single term V,. Actually, for the simple
theory of a self-interacting scalar field, the total effective
potential V(?) is unbounded and has no stationary points
[20], while the stationary conditions, Eq. (12), have been
shown to have a solution [22], since the variance is always
perfectly bounded.
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The stationary conditions, Eq. (12), are readily evaluated
in terms of self-energy and polarization graphs, without the
need to write the effective potential. In fact a general
connection has been proven in Ref. [21] between the
functional derivatives of the effective potential and the
two-point functions,

&V, i

8D, (k) 2 (I (k) — 1,2, (k). (15)
Vo s e
5G* (k) (2 (k) = 221 (K)) (16)

where the polarization function IT* and the self-energy X
are the sum of all connected two-point graphs without
tadpoles. Explicit spinor indices have been inserted in the
trial function G*”. First and second order two-point graphs
are shown in Fig. 1.

Making use of Egs. (15) and (16), the stationary
conditions, Eq. (12), can be written as

I (k) = I (k)
T3 (k) = 2 (k). (17)
The first order two-point functions are given by a single tree

graph each, as shown in Fig. 1. Making use of the explicit
form of the vertices in the interaction, Eq. (4), we can write

—ill{" (k) = i[A,) — Dy

—izh(k) = ilg,' — G7']. (18)

The proper self-energy and polarization contain one
second order term each, the one-loop graphs of Fig. 1:

35 (k) = ie? / ((21;[;4 Gk + p)y*D,(p)

4

I (k) = —ie? / (‘21754 Te{G(p + K)y*G(p)y*}y.  (19)

These would be the usual proper two-point functions of
QED if the functions D and G were replaced by the bare
propagators A and g,,. The total second order contributions
to the two-point functions follow by the sum of all second
order graphs in Fig. 1,

ZZIZIGZ]‘FZE
I, =11, - D - T1; + 113, (20)

where matrix products have been introduced in the notation.
The stationary conditions, Eq. (17), then read

21 :zlel"_ZE
I, =11, - D -1, 4+ 113 1)
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and are a set of coupled integral equations for the trial
functions G, D. Their solution is equivalent to the opti-
mization of an infinite set of variational parameters.

Before proceeding further, it is instructive to examine the
first order approximation. The first order GEP is obtained
by imposing that the first order effective potential V(1) is
stationary. The general relations, Eqgs. (15) and (16), for
n=1 give1

svt) T
6D, (k) 2! (k) =0
sV ,
s~ k) =0, (22)

where V(1) =V, + V| and the stationary conditions are
equivalent to the vanishing of first order self-energy and
polarization. Inserting the explicit expressions of Eq. (18),
the stationary conditions of the GEP yield the trivial result
D = A and G = g,,. Thus, the GEP is equivalent to the free
theory, and any meaningful variational approximation
requires the inclusion of second order terms at least.

By insertion of the explicit expressions for the first order
functions, Eq. (18), the second order coupled integral
equations, Eq. (21), can be recast as

G(k) = gu(k) = gm(k) - Z5(k) - g (k)
D/w(k) = A,Ml/(k) - A;t/l (k) : Hﬁilj(k) : A/w(k)’ (23)

where the proper functions I13, X5 are given by Eq. (19).
While this result resembles the simple lowest order
approximation for the propagators in perturbation theory,
it differs from it in two important ways: the presence of a
minus sign in front of the second order term and the
functional dependence on the unknown propagators D, G
in the proper functions in Eq. (19). Because of this
dependence, the stationary conditions are a set of coupled
integral equations, and their self-consistent solution is
equivalent to the sum of an infinite set of Feynman graphs.
In fact, despite the appearance, the stationary conditions are
not a second order approximation of an expansion in
powers of the coupling e, but they make sense even when
the coupling is large as they derive from a variational
constraint on the variance.

Once the best trial functions are determined, as solutions
of the coupled integral equations, Eq. (23), perturbation
theory can be used for determining higher order corrections
with the optimized interaction S; and zeroth order propa-
gators given by the solutions G, D. For instance, the second
order propagator G* can be obtained by standard
Feynman rules. We assume that the U(1) symmetry is

'As discussed in Ref. [21], the general relations, Egs. (15) and
(16), hold even for n=0,1 provided that we define
20 = 15V0/5G, HO = —2l5V0/6D and take 271 = O, H,l =0.
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not broken, and a = 0 in the physical vacuum. In terms of
the proper self-energy

GA(k) =[G (k) =X (k) -3 ()] (24

and by inserting the explicit expressions for the first order
self-energy £, = G~! — g;,' and the bare propagator g,,,
we find

(GO =k —m —Z3(k), (25)

which looks like the standard one-loop result of QED but
differs for the functions G and D that must be inserted in
the one-loop X5 in Eq. (19) instead of the bare propagators
gm» A. If we expand the stationary conditions, Eq. (23), in
powers of the coupling e?, take the lowest order approxi-
mation G = g,,, D ~ A, and substitute back in the one-loop
proper self-energy X3, then Eq. (25) becomes exactly equal
to the one-loop propagator of QED. In fact, we can state
that the variational method agrees with the standard results
of perturbation theory when the equations are expanded in
powers of the coupling. Thus, in the phenomenological
limit of weak coupling, the method of minimal variance
would predict the standard results of QED. On the other
hand, a numerical solution of the stationary conditions,
Eq. (23), would allow a study of the strong coupling limit.

III. RENORMALIZATION

Any numerical solution of the stationary equations,
Eq. (23), requires a regularization of the integrals and
renormalization of the bare parameters in the Lagrangian.
One of the main advantages of the present formalism is its
Lagrangian approach that allows for a formal use of standard
perturbation theory, while retaining a genuine variational
nature of the approximation that is nonperturbative and valid
even in the strong coupling limit. Thus, the problem of
regularization and renormalization can be addressed by the
standard techniques of perturbation theory, at any order in
the optimized interaction §;, assuming convergence as a
byproduct of the variational method. We use the standard-
dimensional regularization scheme of QED and define
renormalized fields and couplings,

1 1
Al = AH U = v
R /—ZA R /_Z\I/
1 1 e
mR:Z—mm eR:ZQﬁ)’ (26)

where u is an arbitrary energy scale and the space dimension
isd=4—ce.

Gauge invariance requires that Z, = 1/\/Z, at any
order. We can also define renormalized trial functions

Gg' = ZyG™!, Di' =Zz,D™! (27)
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and write the action as

1
o= [ AR() D ()5 )y

4 / Te(0)GR (r. ) T ()dixddy  (28)

1

Sy = E/Al;‘)(x) [ZAA;UI(x,y) — DR;DI (x, )’)]Aljg(y)ddxddy

+ / Ug(x)[Zogy' (x.y) — Gg'(x, )] Wg(y)d’xdy
+ exu?Zy / g (x)y, Al (x)Wg(x)dx. (29)
Everything goes as before with the substitution

G- GR
Ail d ZAA7]

D — Dy I = Zu Gy
e = epu/*Zy, (30)

so that, defining new renormalized proper functions in
d-dimensional space,

d

* . € d p v
i (k) = ieqpu /WJ’”GRUC + P)7* D (p)

dd
I (k) = —ie%ye/ (2ﬂl;d Tr{Gr(p + k)y*Gr(p)r*},
(3D

the stationary conditions, Eq. (23), now read
Gr(k) = Zy' gm (k) = g (k) - Zx(K) - g (k)

D (k) = Z31 A, (k) - (é—j)zmk) I K) - A (K).
(32)

As usual, we expand the differences (Z — 1) in powers of
the interaction S; and denote by 0Z the lowest order
nonvanishing contribution. In the optimized theory, 6Z
must be small, and we may regard it as a small parameter in
the expansion. While the first order approximation does not
require any renormalization, we find a nonvanishing 6Z in
the second order approximation and assume that

Z '~ (146Z) '~ 1—6Z. 33)

Moreover, at the same order of approximation, we may
neglect higher powers of 6Z in the stationary equations.
For instance, we may completely neglect §Z in the second
order two-point functions, Eq. (20), while retaining a first
power of 6Z in the first order two-point functions, Eq. (18).
That is equivalent to dropping the factor (Zy/Z,)? in the
last term of Eq. (32), which can be written, in a compact
notation, as
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Gr = 9r + 9r - [MrSZ,, — 95" 6Zy — Zi] - gr
Dp=A—A-[A67Z, +T14]- A, (34)

having inserted a renormalized gy,
gr (k) =k + ed — mg = g3, (k) + 6Z,,mp, (35)
that satisfies, up to first order in 6Z,

9 (k) = gr(k) + 6Z,,mpg (k). (36)

In the minimal subtraction scheme (MS), the constants
oZy, 6Z,,, 6Z, are defined by the requirement that the
quantities inside the square brackets of Eq. (34) are finite
and are given by the polar diverging parts of the one-loop
proper functions. For instance, assuming that the U(1)
symmetry is not broken, and a, =0 in the vacuum, by
Lorentz and gauge invariance, we can write

Xx(k) = A(k) + B(k)k
H;y(k) = (kznuy - kykl/)n(k)’ (37)
and defining by A%, B*, I1* the polar diverging parts of A,

B, and TII, respectively, in the limit ¢ — 0, the renormaliza-
tion constants follow

87, = —B
(8Z,, + 6Zy)mg = A®
5Z, =TI, (38)

and setting X = A% + kB*, the renormalized stationary
conditions can be written in the simple shape,

Gr(k) = gr(k) — gg(k) - [Zx (k) = Z®(k)] - gr(k)

D (k) = ’2—2 [T1(k) — TT] + k,k, terms, (39)

which are UV finite and can be solved for the functions
DR, GR'

Notice that the renormalization constants in Eq. (38) are
the opposite of the standard definitions in QED. That is
perfectly reasonable, as the aim of the present renormal-
ization scheme is a finite integral equation for the functions
Dpg, Gp that play the role of zeroth order propagators in the
perturbation expansion. The equivalent of the one-loop
propagator is the second order function G? in Eq. (25),
obtained by perturbation theory as the sum of all Feynman
graphs up to second order, with the free lines given by the
optimized renormalized propagators Dy, Gg. As a result, if
these propagators are finite, the function G is not, while
if we want to make the second order function G? finite, we
must renormalize backward, and the zeroth order functions
Dy, G would acquire diverging renormalization factors as
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for the bare propagators in QED. That seems more evident
if we evaluate the second order function G®?) in the
following two steps. Suppose we obtained finite functions
Dpg, Gy as a solution of the integral equations, Eq. (39), and
want to write the first order function G(!) by perturbation
theory. We need the first order proper self-energy, which is
given by Eq. (18) and can be written in our renormalization
scheme, according to Eq. (30), as

2 (k) = Gg' = Zygy'. (40)
The first order function follows
G =[Gy' =% = (1 -6Zy)gn,  (4D)

which contains the diverging term 6Zy. If we would like
to make the first order function finite, we must add a wave
function renormalization term 6Zj, = —6Zy. This is a
backward renormalization that cancels the previous
renormalization, since the first order approximation just
gives back the bare propagator. Next, for evaluating the
second order function G, we need the second order
proper self-energy, which is given by Eq. (20). Neglecting
higher order powers of 0Z,

(G =G =%, - %4
= gk = [mr6Z,y — g5'6Zy + T3] (42)

A comparison with Eq. (34) shows that the renormalization
constants must be the opposite of Eq. (38) in order to get a
finite second order propagator. After having canceled the
renormalization in the first step, an opposite renormaliza-
tion is required in this second step, going from a first to
second order approximation. This opposite renormalization
agrees exactly with the standard renormalization of QED. A
similar analysis can be done for the polarization function
and the renormalization constant 6Z,. Thus, the apparent
wrong sign of the renormalization constants in Eq. (38) is
just a consequence of the different aim of the present
renormalization scheme that renormalizes backward with
respect to the standard scheme, in order to get finite zeroth
order propagators.

IV. SPECTRAL REPRESENTATION

A numerical solution of the coupled integral equations,
Eq. (39), would give a variational estimate for the optimized
propagators Dg, Gg. These functions are just the zeroth
order approximation in the optimized expansion, but never-
theless they are expected to contain important physical
insight. As the total action S does not depend on the trial
functions D, G, they could be freely chosen as arbitrary
variational parameters and are not required to satisfy any
physical condition, apart from convergence of the integrals.
Of course, we expect that even if the trial functions were
unphysical in some respect, the optimized functions Gy,

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 025005 (2014)

G, G would progressively acquire a physical nature if
the expansion makes sense. However, as for any variational
problem, physical constraints might be imposed on the trial
functions in order to make the problem more tractable. If we
impose that the functions D, G must be the propagators of
some physical theory, then their spectral representation can
be used in the integral equations, Eq. (39). That would be a
way to cancel the divergences exactly, before dealing with
the numerical problem. Moreover, the multidimensional
integral equations would give rise to one-dimensional
integral equations for the spectral weights.

We illustrate the method by a weaker approximation and
restrict the gauge field propagator to its free-particle value
in Feynman gauge D = A,

(43)

while assuming for G the Killén—Lehmann spectral
representation [26]

co + k
G(k) = L % Folw)dw. (44)

Hereafter, we drop the subscript R everywhere as we are
dealing with renormalized quantities. We assume that the
U(1) symmetry is not broken and a,, = 0 in the vacuum, so
that the renormalized free propagator in Eq. (35) reads
gfl = k — m, where m is the renormalized mass.

Basically, in Eq. (39), we ignore the second equation, as
D is not varied, and optimize the choice of the spectral
weights (@), po(@) and of my by the first equation. A full
numerical calculation would require the inclusion of a finite
mass for the photon, to be sent to zero at the end of the
calculation, once the IR singularity has canceled. That is
not a major problem, and we ignore it at the moment for
brevity.

As we prefer to maintain the pole at the renormalized
mass m, we modify the MS renormalization scheme of
Eq. (38) a little. The first of Eq. (34) can be written as

I* (k) —méZ,

6 =att)- [1 - (FEZ22n 157, )]. s

which is finite if we take

méZ,, = X*(m)
IE*\
57y = — 4
qz (816 >%m, (46)

where, as before, the superscript oo indicates the polar
diverging part in the limit ¢ — 0. The first of Eq. (39) still
holds with
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$(k) = 2*(m) + (k= m) (62*)‘” @)

Ok ) fem

and can be written as

1 1 [2*(k) . Z“(k)] |

G(k) = —
(k) k—m+in k—m+in| k—m+in

(48)

which is the stationary integral equation to be solved.
With this choice the function G has a first order pole at
k = m, with a finite residue

—m Kom —m

Zy = imG(k) - (k—m) = 1 — lim [zk—zw] . (49)

Thus, the spectral representation can be written as

Zy

Gk)=——"—
() k—m+in

f(@)do,

/00 wp(w) + k& (50)

k> —w? +in

where the lower bound in the integral has been set at the
renormalized mass m because of the vanishing of the
photon mass. Here the spectral weight functions p(®), f(®)
must be regular in @ = m, having taken the pole apart in the
first term.

Before inserting the spectral representation in the sta-
tionary equation, Eq. (48), we find it useful to introduce the
regularized function

2o (k) = Z5,(k) = 23 (k) (51)
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where X7 and X are evaluated by insertion of the function
G, (k),

op(w) +k

Go (k) = K —a?+in’

(52)

instead of G(k) in the definition of X*, Eq. (31).
With this notation, the subtracted proper function can be
written as

TH_I® — 7,5, + / ¥ 5, f(@)dw, (53)

m

where X, is the regularized function X, of Eq. (51),
evaluated for p = 1 and w = m. With the same notation,
the stationary equation, Eq. (48), becomes

© wp(w) + £ 1-2, 1
P TR do — _
/kz—a)z—i—inf(w)w k—m+in k—m+in
©  X,(k)
SO
ZO Zm(k)
k—m+in |k—m+in|
(54)

Taking now the imaginary part, we obtain an integral
equation for the regular weight functions p, f:

o 2, (k
kp(k)f (k) +kf (k) = (1 —Zy)(k + m)d(k — m) — (k + m)é(k — m) / Re [%]f(w)dw
z.(k 2k(k o z,(k
2Zok(k + m) %, (k)
(k> —m?) Im Lé —m+ in} ’ (53)
|
By insertion of the propagators, Egs. (43) and (52) inthe =~ where

first of Eq. (31), the function X}, is given by the well-known
QED proper self energy [26,27] with the mass replaced by
o and odd powers of the mass multiplied by p,

o dlp (1 =)k + p + wply
(k):—lezl.l/( pdA dx =

Z*
2m) [p? — M*?

@

(56)

M? = x[w? — (1 — x)k?] — in.

The external integration can be evaluated yielding

(k) = %Al dxfdap —2(1 — x)K]

(7

2 U
X {€+log MZ+(’)(€)},
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where u has been rescaled as y> — p?e’ /(4x) and a is the
standard QED coupling constant a = ¢*/(47). We immedi-
ately extract the diverging terms X% (m) and

TN a2
(%)zm‘ﬂ@’ ©8)

and, subtracting according to Eqgs. (47) and (51), the
regularized function can be written as

L lalk) + kb(k), (59)

Zy(k) = -

that follow, in terms of

with the functions a(k), b(k)
= w? —in, from the integral

the complex varaiable @’
representation

@ — (1 —x)m?

%, (k) = {/ dxldop —2m(1 — )] log %

— (1 —x)k?

2
_Z(k—m)/o dx(1—x) logx[&)2 — —x)kz]}'
(60)

By an elementary integration, real and imaginary parts
follow in terms of the Heaviside step function ®(x) and of
the adimensional functions H(x) = 4x(1 —x?), F(x) =
(x*—=1):

2 2 2
> 0 dap 2 2
>
+m<2+—2>
m
2
Ima(k) =4nw 1—F>p®(k—a))
= pk®(k —w)H(w/k)
> 2 ! 2
U ®
R 2 log— 1
eb(k) = { +k2 + ogw2—|—< o ) og| k2|}
w?
Imb(k) =— <1_k_> (k—w) =70k —w)F(w/k).

(61)

In Eq. (55) the real part of X, (k) only occurs as a factor
of §(k — m). For instance

I
m =

so that the real parts of a(k) and b(k) are only required at
k = m. We observe that

— m?)ReX

— in(k + m)5(k?

(OX

s, Im%,,
m+in .

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 89, 025005 (2014)

Rela(m)] = —mRe[b(m)] = mS(w), (62)
where
o 2 4 2 2
u 10 W —m
S 2 1 ——1]1 ,
(w) = +2+0g2 <m4 >og wz]
(63)
and the real part of the regularized function X, then
reads
(ReZ,) 2 = 4z (k—m)S(w), (64)
4z
so that
>, (k) a
Re|———— =—-——35(w), 65
e[k—m—i—in]kz 4r (@) 65)

since the imaginary part of X, does not contribute at
k = m, as it only differs from zero for k > w, while ® > m
in the integrations. Moreover, from Eq. (64) we see that
ReZX, vanishes at the pole, as k¥ — m, and then

I Z,(k) ] ImX, (a)\Ima+kImb
m[k—m—i—in} k-m <E> k—m
_ <1>”®(k_a))ka(a)/k)+k.7-"(a)/k)
3 k—m

(66)

Because of the vanishing of the imaginary part of X, for
k < m, we can insert Eq. (65) in Eq. (49) and write the
residue Z, as

Zo=1+ 41 " S(w)f(@)do + ZoS(m).  (67)

T m

Inserting the real part, Eq. (65), in the integral equation,
Eq. (55), we see that the coefficient of §(k —m) cancels
exactly because of the definition of Z; in Eq. (67). In fact,
in the spectral representation, Eq. (50), the weight functions
p, [ are assumed to be regular functions. Finally, inserting
the imaginary part, Eq. (66), in the integral equation,
Eq. (55), and denoting by 6(w) and ¢(w) the new reduced
spectral functions

(o) = — (68)

we find the following coupled linear Volterra equations for
the coefficients of the gamma matrices:
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0(k) = 6y (k) + ( a> ﬁ/k [(m? + K*)H(w/k)0(w) + 2mk)F (0/k)d(w)]dw

4n

006 = hol0) + (1) G [ (b0 /00(0) + 0+ 1) /(0o (69)

where the functions 6,, ¢ are defined as

00(8) = () g [ + 2P0/ + (k) o)

2k

30 = (1) G (M 1)+ (0 4 12) ) (70)

4n

and the residue Z, that by Eq. (67) now reads

» a IS o
Zy'=1 i [3+logW+L S(a))q’)(a))da)} (71)

The Volterra integral equations are known to admit a
solution, which is unique, and can be numerically evaluated
by iteration. Of course, a full numerical analysis would require
some extra care for the regularization of the IR divergence.
In fact the zeroth order functions 6, ¢, have a pole at
k = m, which is the lower integration limit. The insertion of
a finite mass for the photon would raise the lower limit to a
higher value m* > m and would remove the divergence.

In the weak coupling limit, up to first order in @, we
obtain for Z; the standard result of QED:

2
Z;' =1 —% [3 +1og%} (72)

It would be interesting to study the behavior of Z; in the
strong coupling limit, by a numerical solution, as the
vanishing of Z; would be the sign of the onset of a new
vacuum without single particle excitations. We do not
expect it to occur in the present case, as we are keeping
D = A fixed, and we are neglecting the pair excitations
that would contribute to the polarization function.
However, the technique can be extended to the study of
the full set of coupled stationary equations that come out
from the method of minimal variance. Including a spectral
representation for the trial photon propagator D, the paired
stationary equations, Eq. (39), could be studied numerically
by the same technique, yielding nonlinear coupled integral
equations for the weight functions. The present analysis
shows that, at least in the weaker approximation of a fixed
D = A, the method of minimal variance yields a nontrivial
solution.
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