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Chapter 1

Symmetriesin Field Theory.

1.1 Introducing Q.F.T. and Symmetries.
The generating functional for a quantum field theory contaim real scalar field is given by the following
Z = /D(b expz’/deE(qS) (1.1)

where . X
L ((b) = 577lw8,u¢av¢ - §m2¢2 -V (QS) . (1.2)

The correlation functions in this scalar field theory areegiby
1 .
G (T1yeey ) = E/D¢¢(x1)...¢(xn) expz/deC(qS). (1.3)

Suppose the potenti®d (¢) has the form/ (¢) = g¢*. In this instance the Lagrangian has a symmetrs —¢ as
L (¢) is an even function op. Before continuing consider what is meant by the measureeoifttegration,/ D¢.

/D¢ = H/:O do (z) (1.4)

One should consider as being a label for a variable, the variable being the valtieedfield at the space-time point.

Hence the product of the integrals of the values of the fidlésary point in space-time is the integral over all possible

field configurations. So what happens to the integral ovgzakible field configurations undér— ¢’ = —¢ ?
IDo =TI, [ do (x)
— = _dA
- 1L ftogo O,"b (@) (1.5)
= L o d¢' ()
= [ D¢
Nothing, the measure is invariant unders ¢’ = —¢$. Now as the measure of the integration and the action are both

invariant under this transformation of the fields the whateegrating functional is therefore invariant unders ¢’ =
-, Z — Z.
The effects of this transformation on the correlation fioes are not so trivial though,

G (21, @) = % [Do¢(1)..0(2,) expi [d°z L (¢)

1.6
(=1)" % [ D¢ ¢ (x1) ...¢/ (wn) expi [dPz L (¢') (1.6)



1.1. Introducing Q.F.T. and Symmetries. 2

a factor of(—1)" is acquired from the string of fields before the exponefit;) ...¢ (z,) = (—=1)" ¢’ (z1) ...¢" (z4)-
From a purely mathematical perspective one sees that,

- / D6 ¢ (1) 6 () expi / d’x £(6) = - / DY & (21) . (1) expi / PrL() @17

as the field is just a dummy integration variable which we ategrating everywhere fromoco to —oo and because
Z — Z under the transformation. Hence,

G(21,.x2) = % [ Do (21)..0 (2,) expi [dPz L (¢)
1 D¢ ¢ (1) ...¢' (xn) expi [Pz L(¢')
D ¢ (21) .0 (w,) expi [ d”x L (o)

T, "'axQ)

(1" % 9
(-D"a

—~

For this statement to be self consistenimust be eveni.e. no odd Green'’s functions. This result was seen in our
perturbative treatment of QFT in other courses where it veaso much proved as shown. The point to take away here
is that one can make important deductions in field theoryuiinosymmetry considerations and without resorting to
perturbation theory. Also, we have derived this result iragbitrary number of space-time dimensidds

We can still however raise questions about the validity sfitesult. One obvious pointis that this result is restdcte
to potentials which are even functionsdf Also, do quantum loop corrections affect our result? Fynabte that the
symmetry transformation law used to derive our result wasrdie.

Consider now continuous symmetries. Let us take a similgraragian to the one above but this time with two real
scalar fieldsp; andgs,.

2
£(61,02) = 51" usus + 31" Dubidua — o (61 + 63) =V (61,02). (2.9)

The integration over all field configurations is obvioughy ¢, [ D¢,. We will now employ a common streamlined
notation for these situations. We re-express our fields lasife

1 . .
= - =+ . 1 1
0= i o) 1 g ¢1 (1.10)
¢t = 5 (d1—ign) ¢ V21 —i P2
Note that the dagger here i®t that of canonical quantizatiom;’ is not an annihilation operator! If that was the
case we would only have one type of creation operator andygeedf annihilation operator in decomposifgnd
¢', this is not the casely; has its own creation operator and its own annihilation dperandg, also has its own

creation operator and its own annihilation operamrthere would be twdlistinctcreation operators and tvebstinct
annihilation operators. In the new compact notation we have

mass term = —m?2¢' ¢ (1.11)
S t t . ot . _
i = {0, (52). (52} + o i (55 (52
= Ly {1 (20,010,0 + 20,00,01)} + Usen™ <> v symmetry (1.12)
= 7"9.010,¢
The action is then,
S[o,¢'] = /deE (0" 0u' 0,0 —m2¢to —V (4, 01)}. (1.13)

Under a global transformatian® € U (1) of the fields:¢p — ¢’ = e'®¢. The kinetic and mass terms in the Lagrangian
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are invariant:
’I]NV({)N¢T({‘)V¢ — np,uau (¢ITe+io¢) ( 7wz¢ ) pnv ( ¢IT8V¢ ) +wz —ia _ np,l/ (au¢lfay¢/) (114)

m2¢T¢ _ m2¢ITe+io¢67ia¢/ — m2¢lf¢/. (115)

Hence to make the whole Lagrangian invariant we need to hpeésatiall” (gb, ngT) which is invariant. This is clearly
the case if the potential is a function products of fields effivm¢’¢. Hence we have that the action,

S [g,61] = / &P {1 8,010,6 — m?élé — V (616)) (1.16)

possesses a globél(1) invariance.
What about the measure of the integration?

[ o [ oo =11 [ Tane [T, (1.17)

o — ¢ = e = (¢1cosa — Posina) + i (¢1sina + dacosa) &) +idh
¢t — T = eTpT = (¢rcosa — ¢asina) —i(p1sina+ ¢acosa) = @) —idh

L[ ) eosa msina) () _ §§ §§ o \_, o 1.19)
QS/Q sina cosa ¢2 84)? 84)2 ¢2 ¢2

;»/Da:a/Da:g:H/_:odcba (x)/_+°°d<z>2< (/+°°/+°° (Dot (2)) din (4) 82 ) ) (1.20)

Note that the Jacobian in the integral is equal to one far édet J (z) = 1)!

+oo “+o0 “+o0
= [ps [pe,=T] | i) / s (1) =] / Ao (z / oz («) = [ Do [ Do
’ (1.21)
i.e. the measure of the path integral is also unchanged by thalglofl ) transformation of the fields. What happens

to the correlation functions?

(1.18)

G (xlv vy Ty -1y o0y mn+m) = % /Du (Qba QST) (b (331) QS (In) ¢T (x77,+1) ¢T (x77,+7n) eXpiS [(bv ¢T] (122)

In the above Green’s function the variables ..., z,, apply to theg’s andz,, , 1, ..., .., apply to thep!’s (note that

' D, (¢,9") denotes the integration over the all possible configuratifrthe fieldsp and¢'). Now consider the
effect of theU (1) transformationy (z) — ¢’ (z) = e () andg’ (z) — ¢'T (z) = e~ T (). The integration
measure and the action are unchanged as we reasoned alecsteindp of fields before the exponent, acquires a phase
factore? ™=y (x1) ...¢' (20) ¢'T (xny1) ..¢'t (2nim). We rewrite the Green’s function in terms ¢

G (T, ooy Ty Tt 1y ooy Tk ) = ei(m_”)o‘% /Dy (e‘io‘(b’, e"'io‘(b’T) & (1) ot (20) O (pi1) o (i)
xexpiS [e7 ¢/ eti¢/T]
(1.23)
At the risk of being verbose the measure is:

/D# (¢.9") = /D# (e7ig etiog'h) = /D# (¢/,0'T). (1.24)
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G (Z1, ey Ty Tt 1y ooy Tk ) = ei(m_")"‘% | D, (gb’, QS’T) ¢ (1) ot (20) ¢ (pi1) ' (i)
xexpiS e~ ¢ eti¢/T]

(1.25)
Note, as before when considering the symmetry: —¢, one can step back forget any Physics or symmetries going on
and note that mathematically [ D, (¢/,¢') ¢ (21) ...¢' (21) ¢'T (Tnt1) .0 (Tngm) x €XpiS [¢, ¢'T] is exactly
the same ast [ D, (¢,¢1) ¢ (z1) .6 (2) 7 (@n41) -0 (Tnam) x eXpiS [¢, ¢1], that is to say both are equal
t0 G (21, s Tn, Tnt1, - Tnam ). ThiS is because the and ¢! fields are essentially just “dummy” variables for
the integration and they are all integrated fremo to +oco everywherei(e. the limits of the integration are also
unchanged - this was implicit in our proof that the measure ingariant and is crucial for the last sentence is to be
correct). Analogous to the — —¢ case one here has,

G (T1, ooy Ty T 1y ooy Tk ) = eltm=—meqg (T1y ooy Ty Tt 1y ooy Troorm) - (1.26)

For these two statements to be consistent we mustiaven. Therefore only Green's functions that contain equal
numbers of the different types of fieldsand¢! are non vanishing!
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1.2 Local Symmetries.

Consider a local/ (1) transformation:¢p — ¢/ = @) ¢, ¢f — ¢'T = e~(@)pf Under this transformation the
measure of the path integral is unchanged as it was in thebbalse, the only difference is that the transformation of
variables is different at every point in space-time but igemtheless always of the form:

J () = < cos a(x) —sina(x) ) (1.27)

sina(x)  cos a(x)
and hence the Jacobian (DEtx)) at every space-time point is always one as before!

I Dy (#,9')

| D¢y [ Do

= TL (J23 S22 don () doo (@)

= L (J7 /7 (Det (2)) d}, () déy () (1.28)
= IL (J1 17 69l (@) 6dh ()

= [ D& [ D¢ = [ Dy (¢.9'7)

As before if we construct our potential such that it is a fiorcof ¢ ¢ only, then it too must be unchanged by our
transformation of the fields,
¢T¢ _ ¢/Te+ia(1)67io¢(w)¢/ _ ¢IT¢I. (129)

The mass term is also of the for¥§¢T¢ and hence it too is invariant under thésé1l) transformations of the fields.

Once again our theory is starting to look as though it poesés$1) invariance, though this time the invariance is
local. The kinetic term in the action is however definitely mvariant. Whereas before our fields acquired a constant
phase on application of tHg (1) transformation now they have acquired a phase with a spaeedependence hence
we cannot merely pull the phases out in front of the derieativ the kinetic term and have them cancel. Instead we
get the following mess for the kinetic part of the action,

Skinetic [¢, 0'] JdPz v, (em ) ¢) b, (eFi®)g'T)

JdPz v (e71 @) (9,0 — i (Oua(z)) ¢') x @) (9,¢'T +i (9, (z)) ¢'T))
= [d”2 Liinetic (¢',¢'T) + [dP2 0 (i (0,¢) ¢'T 0 (z) — i (0,9'T) ¢/ (2))
+ [dPz " (Oua (2)) (Bya (2) ¢'¢'F

Exploitn** symmetry in2nd term(linear in« (z)).

[d°2 Licinetic (¢, ¢') + [ dPz v (i (3,¢) ¢'T0 (z) — i (0,8'1) 'O (2))
J &Pz (Bua (2)) (Bya (2) ¢'¢'F

SKinetic [(b/, (b/w + dex it ((8%25/) ¢t — (QLQW) 925/) (Ovar(x))

+ [dzp (Qua (2)) (Bya (2)) o' ¢'F

_|_

(1.30)
Now we have to play some games with the term lineat {x). Integrating by parts we can write it as,

JdPa i ((0,0') ¢ = (0,0'1) &) (Do (2)) = [z in 0, (o (x) ((ug’) ¢'T = (9ue'") ¢'))

. (1.31
[dPz i a (z) 0, ((0.¢) T — (0.0'T) &) .

The firstterm/ d”z in"?9, (a (z) ((0,¢') ¢'T — (9,¢'T) ¢')) is @D — divergence which we can write as a surface
integral using Gauss’s law. The divergence is integratexdt all of space-time, so if we used Gauss’s law the surface
over which we would integrate is at infinity. Assuming thag frelds are vanishing at infinitym, . ¢ (z) = 0 the
integrand will be zero at all points on the aforementionatese, hence the integral is zero and we have,

/ a2z in™ ((9.6) ¢ — (0,07 ¢) (B, (x)) = — / dPz ina (2) 0, ((0,6)) &7 — (9,6'1) ¢').  (1.32)
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We shall denote (9,,¢') ¢'T — i (9,¢'") &' by j,., so the kinetic part of the action becomes:

Skinetic [6,0T] = Skinetic [¢/,¢'T] — [dPz o (x) 85"

+  [dPz v (Bua(2)) (Dya(2)) ¢/t (1.33)

If we take the transformation to be infinitesimal. « (z) very small we can neglect the term quadratieif). So
overall we have that everything is invariant except for threelic part of the action.

fDu (¢’ ¢T) = fDu (¢Iv¢/T)
m2¢]‘¢ — m2¢/1‘ (b/
V (¢'9) V (¢'T¢')
Skinetic [6,0T] = Skinetic [¢/,¢'T] — [dPz o (x) 85"

(1.34)

Now consider the Green’s functions:
1 .
G (1, ey Ty Tt 1y ooy T ) = 7 /Du (¢, ¢T) o (1) ...0 (zn) ol (Tpt1) ol (Tntm) €XpisS [qS’ ¢T] (1.35)

What about writing this in terms of the field$ and¢’ dagger? There are two ways of doing this. The first that comes
to mind is to plug in the transformations of the fields, thigegi,

G (X1, ooy Ty Tyt 1y ooy Tk ) = %/Du (gb’, QS’T) (expi (a (zpt1) + - + @ (Tpam) —a(z1) — ... —a(zy)))
(1.36)

X ¢ (21) o8 (20) @1 (2041) 8 (@nrm) €xpiS [¢, &) x exp — i / d°z a (2) 9,".

However, as the fields are just dummy variables which gegrated over | should be able to write the generating
functional,by its definition, as,

Z = / D, (¢,¢'T) expiS [¢/,¢'T] (1.37)

and hence the Green’s functiday, its definitionas,

G (T1, ooy Ty Tt 1y ooy Tk ) = % /D# ((;5’, (;S’T) ¢ (1) o (20) &7 (1) T (Tpym) €XPIS [gb/, (b’w
(1.38)
The last two expressions for the Green’s functions must msistent. The last equation does not depend on the
functiona,
0G

so one condition for their consistency (there are undouptetthers) is thatG (x4, ..., n, n+1, -, Tntm) has no
dependence on. The previous statement is the key to understanding thénooigWard identities and hence this
course. Generally, in doing a transformation on some figids path integral one will introduce some parameters of
the transformation into the expression, but given that thee@'s function contains no such parameters by definition, i
obviously can have no dependence on any such parametecs, tiea caralwaysapply the above condition.

So what is the functional derivative in this particular arste? It can be useful when doing this to consider again
the spatial coordinate as being just a label for the “trueialdes that we are trying to differentiate with respect
to. We are differentiating= with respect to the function: at a particular point in space/! To be idiot proof this
means we get a delta function every time we differentiate’af?) and differentiatinge =i/ "= «(2)9"i.(®) gives
0"y, (z)],_, e/ d”z o(2)0"ju(x)  These two types of term in the Green's function are the onsdhat are acted on
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by the differentiation as nothing else has arly in it. We are essentially differentiating the following,

5021/) (expi (a (znt1) + oo + @ (Tngm) — a(z1) — ... — a(2,)) X €XP — i [dPz a (z) 8, 4" (z))
= fa(zy) (expi (a0 (Tps1) + oo + @ (Tpgm) — (1) — . — a(zn) — [dPz oz(a:) dui* (z))) (1.40)
= g (5 (@n1—Y)+ o+ (@ngm —y) —6(x1—y) — ... =0 (zn —y) — O"j, (x)|w:y)
x  (expi(a (@ni1) + oo + @ (Tpgm) — @ (21) — ... —a(z,)) x €XP — i [dPz a(2) 05" (z))
= 528,) =0
= LD (6.07) (€XPi (@ (@nst) + oot (i) — (1) — o — 2 (20))
i (0 @ars =) o+ 8 @ =) = 8 (@1 =) = o= 8 @0 = y) = 05 (@), )
x ¢ (1)t (1) ¢ (2s1) @' (Tym) EXPIS [(b’, ¢'T} X exp — 1 dex a(z) 0uj* (x).
(1.41)

Note we haven't specified am, this result is true for allo’s! Let's see what happens with(z) = 0, which clearly
corresponds to not transforming the fields at all:

Yel
da(y)

-0
LDy (¢, 8) % i (6 @1 — )+ oo+ 6 (T — y) — 0 (21 —y) — .

—0 (xn —y) — 0", (:r)|z:y) X ¢ (21) .0 (2n) O (Tg1) 9T (Tngm) €XPIS [¢, ¢'T] .
(1.42)

= <0 ‘2 (5 (st — )+ oo = 6 (20— y) — O o (y)) ¢ (21) . (2n) 8T (@nt1) 't (anrm)‘ 0> —0 (1.43)
This last equation is ®ard identity. The terms) (z — y) are known agontact termghey do not form an important

part of our discussion and will play no further role. Consitte case where we have no fields before the exponent in
the path integrale. m = n = 0 in which case,

=

a=0

(0]0"4,]0) = 0. (1.44)

Considering this at the classical level one getg,, = 0 i.e. one recovers a conserved current - Noether’s theorem
from the Ward identity.

At this point a quick summary of the process might be usefut tdok a simple scalag* theory with fieldse,
andg¢, and rewrote it as a complex scalar field theory with fieldsnd ¢! this simplified the form of the Lagrangian
considerably. We then asked what happens to the Lagrandian we maké/ (1) transformations of the fields. The
result was that all the terms in the generating functionakvirevariant except for the kinetic part of the action which
acquired a current term [ d”z o (x) 9,,5*. Under the transformations the Green’s functions were tgonvariant
and became messy under the gauge transformatidtowever the definition of the Green'’s function contains nohs
terms and has the same form whatever the fields are that wataggdting over, the fields are “dummy” variables,
hence for consistency we demand that the Green’s functiembalependence amwhen rewritten in terms of the
transformed fields. Applying this condition to the expresdor the Green’s function in terms of the transformed fields
yielded the Ward identity, which we shall see is all impotiarfield theory.

Classically the symmetry (Noether) currents were exaailyserved and the derivation of this depended on the
equations of motion being satisfied. In the path integrahfdism we integrate over all possible configurations ndt jus
the classical trajectory but we can expect an analogoult teghat of the classical caseg. we expect the expectation
value of the symmetry current to be conserved as we know tieatlassical equations of motion hold as quantum
averages.

We will now attempt to generalize the formalism we just usederiving our first Ward identity. First we define
a set of fieldsp’ (x) i = 1,...,n. Next we define a local, infinitesimal unitary transformatity;; (z) = e(x)A t{‘i
belonging to some group in which the action is symmetric, mhg are the group generators aa@w)A are the
associated infinitesimal parameters of the transformatitinally we consider what correlation to study, we will be
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general and say that we are looking&t F ({¢'})|0) whereF ({¢'}) is some function of the fieldg’. Under the
transformation we have,

¢ () + 09" ()
¢ () + AV (z) ¢; ()

representing a local change of variables in the path intelgia evident that we have

/D ) F({¢")) € /D F ({¢'}) el (1.46)

since the result cannot depend on the name of the integnaditable.

We now make the all important assumption that the Jacobiaa thange fromD (¢%) to D (¢') is one. This
assumption is non trivial since we are dealing with compéidafunctional integrals the meaning of which should
really be carefully examined. It is often possible to pravattthe Jacobian of the path integral measure is one and
when possible we shall attempt to show it. In some cases tabizmn is not one. When the Jacobian is not equal
to one we generatanomalieswhich we will talk about in later lectures. In other words aralies arise when a
theory looks as if it possesses a certain symmetry due towagiance of the action but it is not actually invariant on
account of the non-invariance of the path integral meadudmél further notice we can forget about anomalies and take
D (¢"") = D (¢") (...atleast until lecture 4 - scale invariance). Contigiom the last equation we then have that,

J (@) [F({o7) W] - F (o) es9l] = 0
=D >5{e%3¢1F<{¢1})} =0

o () (1.45)

(1.47)

The variation is due to the functio$x)A S0 we can rewrite the variation as,

= [D() [e (”ezsw ({W})}e(mr“) 0 (1.48)

()"

note we integrate over all space-time to “add up” the variaéverywhere and get the total.

i i J ' (
= D) [rer {F (o)) S8 SR e o e
= [@ae) [0 () {F (o)) 2k + D Lesa
As each of the functions(x)A are arbitrary then we require that,
/D (&) { ({6']) 55[¢L+5F({¢;})}6i5[¢]zovA (1.50)
o€ () de ()
oy 9S[4] O>:_< oF ({4}) O> 1.51
< ({¢})5€() e (@) (1.51)

For actions which are globally invariant under some symyngte variation in the action produced by making the
symmetry transformation local is the divergence of the sytmyncurrent, for unitary transformations thisd§; o
(au(b/T) tA¢I _ ¢ITtA (ay(b/)

Now we shall consider a “higher” symmetry, 8@ (3) global symmetry to illustrate more features of the Green’s
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functions. Consider the following triplet of fields and theansformation byk € SO (3):

o1
o= ¢ | — ¢ =Rs. (1.52)
¢3

From this representation we can easily construct a glotsally3) invariant Lagrangian:

L = 0009 — m’o9 — V(¢-9)
) ) )
Kinetic Mass Potential

term term

(1.53)

In our path integrals the measure of the integration is bleavariant in exactly the same way as it was for the fields
¢1 andg, in the example at the end of lecture 1.

D¢ = TI, /72 dy (2) [127 do () [727 doss ()
= [, /"2 d¢) (z) [T deh (z) [T dghy (v) x Det(J)
1, /722 de! () [T dehy () [72° ddh () x Det(R)
/D¢’

(1.54)

Note that if this was a local transformation we still have nmolgem as we would get the same product of ones
(Det(R (x)))'s over all space-time pointa However if we were dealing with a locél (3) transformation instead then
Det(R) could be—1 or +1 and we end up with an ill-defined product-ei’s and—1’s over all space-time points, this
means that the generating functional and Green’s functiandd be badly defined in terms of the transformed fields.
It is perhaps worth noting that we stick to spediabt = +1) groups in our course for this reason.

It is a general result that only combinations of the fieldstf@r Green’s functions arguments which have a compo-
nent that is a singlet representation of the transformatronp are non-vanishing! For instance consider the folgwi
vector of Green'’s functions,

G(x1) = L [D¢ o (x1)expiS [g]

1.55
= G(x1) = % [D¢ Rugj(z1)expiS[¢']. 59

As the action and integration measure &2 (3) invariant then the following integrations/Green'’s fupcts should all
be equal, we can show this if need be with a simple change @hias (no Physics just Maths),

G (x /D(b o xl)expzS /D(b ®h (1) €xpisS L /D(b &% (1) expiS [¢] (1.56)
This gives,
G (1) = (R11 + Ri2 + Ri3) % /DQ/ & (z1) expiS [Q/] = (Ri1 + Ri2+ Ri3) G (z1) . (1.57)

As R;; € SO (3) is arbitrary we have thak., + R12 + Ri3 is not generally equal to one thus for consistency in the
definition of the Green'’s functions it must be the case éhat,) = 0. This result can also be obtained by imposing the
(usual) constraint that the Green'’s function (by definitioannot depend on amparameter(spf the transformation,

stngsiny —Ccospsiny —cosy
R = | cos¢sint — cosOcosipsing  cosOcospcosy + sinfsing  —coshsiniy (1.58)

cosBcosd + cospsinfsing —cospcosysing + cosfsing  sinfsiny
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0G (z1) O0G(x1) O6G(x1)
50 o oo
Note SO (3) transformations only have thrggrametery = number of generators) not as many as the number of
elements ink so they can only give at most three conditions by this method.
The property of non-singlet combinations of fields havingishing Green’s functions was also seen inthél)
case just considered where we saw that only strings of fibleifofe the exponent in the path integral) containing an
equal number of's and¢'’s were non-zero. So in the case$® (3) this means we are interested in things like,

—0. (1.59)

G(z1,2) = [D¢¢" (x1)¢ (22) expiS [¢]
= [ D¢ ¢'" (v1) RTR¢' (22) expiS [¢'] (1.60)
= nglﬁ({El) .¢I ($2) expz’S [Q/] .

When dealing with Green'’s functions in this way it is impaittéo realize that just because the string of fields isn’t
invariant under the symmetry transformation does not ruietloe fact that it may have a singlet componérg. (it
does not mean it is equal to zero) it could have a singlet compbinside it somewhere. One must project out the
irreducible representations of the symmetry group fronsthieg of fields preceding the exponentin the path integral
and then look for the singlet component.
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1.3 Gauge Symmetries.

In this lecture we generalize our knowledge of lo@g(l ) symmetries to more complicated symmetry groups. Consider
the following general unitary symmetry transformation ,

ba (x) = ¢, (x) = Uapp (x) (1.61)

UlUk; = 655 (1.62)

where a repeated roman index implies a sum over it. We stsdticeourselves to special unitary transformati@n
Det(U) = +1, this will avoid the nasty problem of getting ill-defined piiects of—1's and-+1's in transforming the
integration measure.

The kinetic term in the action for our system of fields transfe as follows,

Sy = [dPzn0,8l0,¢.
: / Y ko ! Q: (1.63)
= [P0, (6[UL,) O (Uacte)
If the transformation is a global one then tﬁéa andU,. terms can be brought in front of the derivatives to giye
If we take the potential to be once again a functiombd, as before then both it and the mass teny| ¢, will be
invariant whether the transformation is global or not:

UL () Use (2) 4,
= ¢ 0. (1.64)
A

P4 Pa

Next we will study the effect of making this general (spediatlitary symmetry a local symmetry. To begin with we
define the symmetry transformation in more detail. Writingeaeral transformation in terms of its parametei x)
and its generators, we have,

U(x) =expi »_aa(z)th. (1.65)
A

The generators are defined by the following relations,

tA B : ABCC
{17} =iy f (1.66)
Tr (t45) = 648

FABC are numbers known as the structure constants of the group. wéorewrite the kinetic part of our action in
terms of the new variables, = U;f (z) ¢p. For brevity | will drop the indices on the fields and transfation matrix
so from now om! U1 () is oTU Y (), Uy (x) dp is U () ¢ etc..

Si [Ute',¢TU] = [dPzn0, (¢/TU) 0, (Ut¢)

[dPzp ((0,¢') U+ ¢10,U) (U, ¢ + (0,UT) ¢)

= [dPz 9,410, ¢ (1.67)
[dPzp {(0,¢7) (UOLUT) ¢ + ¢'T (0,U) U0, ¢}

+  [dPz et (0,0) (0,U1) ¢/

+

Now we need to have a think about terms l&g/ (x). We omit the) ,, take the repeated indices to represent sums.

0,U (x) = 09.expiaa (z)th
O (T+iaa (@)t — 5 (ca (2) t4) (ap () tP) + ...) (1.68)
= i (Opaa (2))t1 + O (a?)
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So for infinitesimal transformations we can safely drop ®whordera 4 (z)* and above. Back to the action, the
second term,

/ dPz ™ {(9,¢"") (UO,UT) ¢ + ¢'T (0,U) U0, ¢'} (1.69)

neglecting terms of order 4 (x)* and above becomes,
i / A2 1 {(9,8'1) By (2)) 46 — & (Bpcua (2)) 4 (0,))) (1.70)
If we exploit the symmetry ofy,,, we get,

- / dPx " (Opoa (z))i {(9,¢'1) ¢ — @1t (0,¢)} . (1.71)
We now define our current,
it =i (0,07 11 — i1t (0,9)), (1.72)

which makes the middle term in the action equal to,
- /dD;v (0" as (x))jd = - /dD;v 9" (aa (z)§it) + /dD;v aa (x) 0”5 (1.73)

On the right hand side of equation 1.73 is a 4-divergencehwviz can express as a surface integral. If all the figlds
and¢'T inside;j vanish at infinity (the surface would be integrating overttso doeg and the surface integral is
zero and,

—/de (0" aq (x)j2 = /de oa (z) 0" (1.74)

The kinetic part of the action is then,

Sk [¢, 61] Sk [Ut¢/,¢'TU]

= Si[¢ ¢ + [dPz aa(x) 07t + [dPz 't (0,0) (8,U1) ¢

(1.75)

As we are neglecting terms of order, () and above the last term in 1.75 is effectively zero sinceriss fion-zero
contribution is of orderv4 (). This gives us that thentireaction is invariant up to a current term which arises from
the variance of the kinetic term.

Sk [¢, 61 + [ dPz aa () 07 (1.76)

From this one obtains the Ward identities in the usual wayubgfionally differentiating with respect to the param-
eters of the transformation. Recall that we must have songgetirepresentation of the fields in the Green’s function
for it to be non-vanishing. This requires that we have an kequaber of$ and ¢’ fields (this is essentially stating
global charge conservation).

G(T1y ey Ty Tng 1y oo Tygem) = % [ Dy (6,01) ¢ (21) ¢ (21) ..0" (20) ¢ (2) €XPiS [, H1]
= L[ Du(¢,¢") ¢ (wnyr) e ittt gioalet® gl (g
X ¢ (Zpim) e—iaa(@nsm)t? giaa(@n)t? ¢ (n) expis [¢’ ¢T]
x exp [dPz as (z) 975

(1.77)

As usual, by definition of the Green'’s function we have also,

G (xla vy Ty Tl y ey xn—l—m) = % /DM (QS, QST) QST (xn-i-l) ¢ (xl) QST (x77«+771) ¢ (x”) eXpiS I:QS, st (178)
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which has no dependence on any of the(x)'s. Functional differentiation with respect to the paraemstv4 (z) and
settinga.4 () = 0V A gives the familiar looking form for the Ward identities:

<O ‘ (5 (Tng1 — YA+ o+ 0 (Togm — )t = (1 — )t — . =S (z, —y) 1A — 8@)]';4 (y))
x ¢f (Tnt1) ¢ (z1) oy (Tntm) @ (xn)| 0> = 0
(1.79)
An obvious question to ask now is what do these currents edo@l To answer this we invoke the gauge principle
and introduce newgaugefields to make the Lagrangian completely invariant. Giveat thur fields¢ transform as
¢ — ¢ =U(z)¢pandg’ — ¢'t = ¢'UT (2) this means,

09/ (OU () ¢ + U () (0,9)

0. = (0,6 U" (@) + ' (O,U' @) 20
which we can rewrite as,
0,0 = U@) (U () (DU (1)) 6 +0u0) w8
0,00 = ((0,0") +¢" (0.UT (2)) U (2)) U () '
Sandwiching these two terms together gives a kinetic termiwibn’t gauge invariant.
0,910"¢' = ((0,8") + ¢' (U (2)) U (2)) (UT (2) (0¥U (x)) ¢ + 0" ¢) (1.82)

To make this gauge invariant we need to introduce a gauge diglhich transforms asl), = U (z) AU (z) —
(0,U (z)) UT (z). This gauge field is added to the normal derivatiyeo form the covariant derivativ®,, = 9, + A,
so-called because it transforms like the fields do:

D¢ () = 0.9 (x) + AL (2)
= (0,U ()¢ (z)+U (2)0u¢ (z) + U (x) Apd (x) — (0,U () ¢ ()
= U(x)(Ou+ A, ¢ (2)
= U(zx)D,¢(x)
Note that in future we will not write down the explicit spatisie dependence &f, U = U (z) unless otherwise stated.

If we now replace the derivative in the kinetic part of ouri@e,, by the covariant derivativ®,, we will find that we
have something which is now gauge invariaatreplace

(1.83)

0" 0,6'8,6 — " (Do)’ Dy (1.84)

It is worth making a few points about the fiel], that we have introduced. Firstly,, is actually an anti-Hermitian
matrix. The anti-Hermitian property is easy to prove, irmegil,, = 0, this is called gure gaugeconfiguration as
gauge transformed versions of the field consist only of thegygaransformation’s inhomogeneous term, then

A = UAUT = (9,0)UT
= —(0U)U"
= Al = -U(9,U")
= A, = U(9,U") -0, (UUT) (1.85)
= U (0U") =0, (1)
= U (8,U7)

= Al = -4 (2)
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Also for global transformations){,U = 0) A,, is a matrix living in the adjoint representation of the trfammation
groupi.e. in this case we havel], = UA,UT. In light of this fact it is possible to write the matrit,, in terms of
the generators of the group, (z) = >, A4 (x)t*. Note that in the case of the Abelian gauge field the covariant
derivative appears to contradict the definition above, irsstess QED we hav€ = i /Dy = ¥ (i O+ A) ¢
i.e. D, = 9, — iA, which implies that the gauge field,, transforms a4, — UA,UT — i (0,U) UT, this is just
the usuald,, — A, + Jya(zx) for U = e~i(®) This peculiarity is an annoying relic in the general litera and
arises because as the Lagrangian there the kinetic terrmhaatimched to it but the gauge field does not. With this
definition theA,, field in QED is Hermitian, this is easy to see as one just hasaa &actor ofi floating around in
the above calculation where we proved it was anti-Hermitiéenceforth we use the (i A+ /) form of the QED
Lagrangian. A better definition of the QED Lagrangian wouéghla ( 9+ /) in which case4,, does transform
as A, = UA, U — (0,U)UT and we have a better analogy with the Lagrangians and gaagsfarmations of
non-Abelian gauge theories.

A, is sometimes referred to accannectionwhich means it does for gauge theory what the Christoffelsyls)
Fgfw do for General Relativity. In General Relativity the caeat derivative of a vector'# is D, V* = 0, V# 4—F,‘J‘AVA
and in our gauge theory we haig ¢ = 8y¢“+Azb¢b. This is perhaps interesting from the point of view that Gahe
Relativity is a gauge theory locally invariant under tramafations in the Poincare group. It is also worth noting that
r's, doesn'’t transform as a tensor except for global Poincarestoamations (it has an inhomogeneous term in its
transformation law),

ox'* 9z'® 927 _, 0%z~ 9x'"
= Bzo 927 o T e oain gae
For global Poincare symmetry we hagg,% is the Lorentz transformation matrix plus some matrix oh$lations.e.
ng?% =0V a, B,y and hencé', would transform as a tensor, the inhomogeneous term isiadgiytzero. Now
if '3, transforms as a tensor by the equivalence principal it isiptesto transform to a frame where it would be zero
at a given point and hence it would be zero everywherd's, wouldn’t exist - in special relativity's, is effectively
transforming as a tensor, it doesn’t exist. This is analsgowur gauge field!,, it also has an inhomogeneous term in
its transformation law- (9,,U) UT.

The only thing left to do now is turn owt,, () field into something physical. To do that we have to give itreekic
term in the action. The kinetic term should be gauge invariaine following relation is essential to constructing thes
terms.

ry, (1.86)

D, D,¢" = D, (UD,¢)

(0. +A,) (UD,g)

(0, +UALUT - (8,U)UT) (UD,9) (1.87)
= (6,U)D,¢+Ud,D,¢p+UA,D,¢— (0,U)D,¢

= UD,D,¢

= [D, D] ¢' =U[Dy,,D,] ¢ (1.88)

We denoter’,, = [D,, D,| = 0, A, — 9, A, + [A,, A,]. From the above we see that,
Fo¢— FLV¢ =UF,¢= UFWUTU¢ (1.89)
from which it is clear that’,, transforms as,
Fu — F,, =UF,U" (1.90)
To make thed,, field physical we then take its gauge invariant, Lorentz firars kinetic term to be

Tr[F,F*] — Tr[F), F"] = Tr[UF,UUF*UT

1.91
= Tr[UF,F"U'. e
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It is a result that the trace of a product of matrices is indeleat of the ordering of the product hence,

T F,,F*U' = Tr[F, FwU!
r[UF, U] r[Fy UtU]| . (1.92)
= Tr[F,F"]
This meand'r [F,, F**] is indeed gauge invariant,
Tr[F, ,F'*]| = Tr[UF,,FUT
r[Fw ] r[UBwFrUT] (1.93)

= Tr[F,F"



Chapter 2

Conformal Symmetry.

2.1 The Conformal Group.

This lecture is about space-time symmetries. We start dff thie usual scalar field action,
1
Siél= [ @7x 50"60,6 w6~V (9). @1)

In natural units(h = 1) we have thatS [¢] is dimensionless. For the dimensions of the terms in themdt be
consistent we then require that have dimensions dfength~! asd, has dimensions dfength~'. This action is
invariant for transformations of the Poincare grawp it is invariant under spatial translations, rotations amddntz
boosts (we are integrating over all of space-time). As alresihese symmetries we already have some important
consequences. Consider the effect of translational iamaé on the Green’s functions for instance:

G(x1,....xn) = % [Dod(x1)...0 () expiS|[g]
¢(x,) = ¢ (zvu+ay) (2.2)
Slg] = S[¢]

The measure is also invariant, consider again the spatmtictater as the index labeling the true variable in the path
integrali.e. field. The translation amounts to re-labeling this index #bgonstant shift), the path integral measure is
the product of the integrals over all possible values of thid fat each (and every) space-time point so we do not expect
the measure to change, roughly speaking,

[[,d(x) = [l,_,0dé(z—a)

I (o) (2.3)
= J[,d¢' (z)
= G(a1,.nn) = 3 [ DS (21 +0)..6 (zn +a) expiS (o] (2.4)

G(x1+a,....x, +a)

So for an action and an integration measure which are inviauigder spatial translations one has that the Green’s func-
tions are also translation invariant and hence they canaaend on where their arguments are relative to each other
i.e. Differences in the positions of their external points. $amy one can deduce from Lorentz/rotational invariance
that the Green'’s functions can only be functions of thinge iy — 22)" (v1 — 22) ,, (¥1 — 22)" (z1 — 23),, etc..

In actions withm = 0 we have an additional “special’ symmetry to consider fotipalar choices ol (¢). We
start this study by considering the dimensions of the varigieces of the action. Let the fieldshave dimensions
of length” this means that for the kinetic part of the action we have alVdimensiondength?4—2TP, we have a

16
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product of two fields givindength?#, two partial derivativesiength~2, and anf d”z giving lengthP. At the start
we said the action was dimensionless so this mefhﬁs%. The potential term should also be dimensionless. Say
V (¢) = go” with g a dimensionless coupling constant, this has dimenslimyﬂhg(z—[’) but when we add in the
effect of the integral d” = the potential part of the action actually has dimensiength = 2=2)+2 which of course
must actually be dimensionless. P = 2D/ (D — 2). So inD = 4 space-time dimensions we haV(¢) = g¢*, in
D = 3 space-time dimensions we havg¢) = g¢°.

The “special symmetry” which we alluded to earlier is a synmnef the action undescale transformations
2'* = \z*. Under such transformations the dimensionless actiontbateduced above transforms as follows,

S[9]

[dPz Lorg (x) 0,6 (x) — g (x)D% B o5
o0 g e gomo (5) o (5) 00 (%)™ |

/0
whereaﬂ = pe-

2D

s feokr (o 5)) (o (D) o (o 5) o

’

z_
A

If we now define that the fields transform under scale transéions asy’ (z') = A\~ e o) (
action is invariant under scale transformations:

) then we have the

Slg] = [dPxlorg(x)0,6(x) — go(x) P2
= S[¢] 2.7)

_ f dD 1 I 9. & / %
= r 501" (x) 0, (x) — g¢' (2)
For these scale transformations the measure is not inghrian

Hmi fqubz('Tl)
= [, A= [d¢' () (2.8)

(L. %) f oo

/D¢

However at the front of the definition of the Green’s functiove have a facto}. The generating functiona acquires
D—2

exactly the same factor when the measure is transfor(rﬂsg A2 ) in exactly the same way and so the two factors
in the numerator and denominator cancel. As a result of ttakesnvariance the form of the 2-point function is fixed!

D—2 2

Ga1—a2) = L [DoA"Z ¢ M) A= ¢ (Az2) 5[ (2')]
— )\D—Q% ngb 925/ ()\Tl) 925/ ()\xz)ezS[qb x )] (2'9)
APZ2G (A (21 — 22))

This last equation in fact means that the 2-point functiorsibe of the form,

1

G(I‘l —1'2) ~N Do
|21 — 22

(2.10)
This result is true in Minkowski and Euclidean space.

So far we have considered scale transformations and Peitreausformations separately. The combination of the
Poincare transformations and scale transformations ave/tkias theconformal transformationsNote that Poincare
and scale transformations preserve the angles betweeaysthiere when we talk of angles we are talking about angles
in whateverD dimensional space we areiie. if we are in Minkowski space we mean the angle between things i
3 + 1 space-time dimensions ndtpatial dimensions. Perhaps a better, more formal definitia conformal (angle
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preserving) transformation is that it is a transformatidreve the ratio,

dz® dy,

— 7 2.11
] Ty (@11)

is unchanged. Clearly rotations, translations, Lorentzstmand scalings all satisfy this requirement.
Under the general (infinitesimal) coordinate transforovati — =’ = x + ¢ («) the metric tensor undergoes the
following transformation to first order ia(x),

/ _ 9z’ 9a'P
G = YJaBggr zv

gap (05 + 0 (2)) (65 + 0ue” (2)) (2.12)
v + guﬁave'g (%) + garOue® (z)

If it is the case that the transformation in the line above ihe formg,., — g, = g, x (1 + A (x)) then the metric

is just being multiplied by some number (at each space-tioietpx) and the transformation is a local conformal
transformatiori.e. it is (locally) angle preserving. We would like to find furmtise (x) that have this property. Let
us take the case that our initial metric is ftat, = 7, in which case we wand, e, (z) + 9,€, () = A (z) Nuo.
Contracting the last equation giveé*e¢, () = DA (z) whereD is the number of space-time dimensions we are
considering. Substituting in fok (z) we have,

2
= Oy, (2) + 0pey (2) = 58"‘6N (@) M- (2.13)

differentiate this with respect @ to get,

= 010, (2) = <% - 1) 0, (%€, (), (2.19)
and differentiate again with respectds,
2 " Yy
=5~ 2) 010, (0" (x)) = 0. (2.15)

This equation has two solutions. EithBr= 1 or 9"9,, (0"¢, (x)) = 0. To solve fore, (z) consider 2.13 and 2.14.
Acting on 2.13 withd* 9, we get,

3A3A3V€#(x)%—8A8A3H€V($)::é%@AﬁAaneﬂ(x)nHV (2.16)
but the equation which we are trying to solve tells us i) 0" ¢, (x) = 0 so

D0ndye, (1) + P0nDue,(w) = 0

2.17
= 3V8)‘3A6# (z) = —8#8A8>\6V (x) ( )
If we now act on 2.14 witld,, we find,
A 2 A
0,00z (7) = D 1) 8,0, (8%ex () . (2.18)

Looking at the above equation we see that the right hand sidgmmetric inu andv so the left hand side must be
also however we have just shown t@ﬁ*@eu (x) = —8N8A8Ae,, (z) so the only way that we can have these two
equations consistent isId = 2 or 9,0*dxe, (z) = 0 and hence, 9, (9*ex (z)) = 0.

We shall not discuss the case whére= 2 but try and solve),, 0, (8*¢, (z)) = 0. With a little thought one sees
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that the general solution to this equatiods (z) = A + B*z, which means,, (z) must have the general solution,
e (@) =a, + b’ + cm,)\x”x)‘. (2.19)

For a non vanishing”z* term we must have,, » symmetric inv and\. This is trivial to show, first use the fact that
v and\ are dummy variables, summed over, so we can call them whatevike, we can call A and call\ v

A A
Cur T

= CuaT’T

= cuw\x”xA = C#Aya:”xk.

(2.20)

Now we have a form for the, (x)’s where thee,, (x)’s are performing a rescaling of the metric. If we plug our
general solution foe,, (x) back into our original equation fa, (z) i.e.

2
Oveu () + Opey (z) = Ea“en (@) N (2.21)
we can get constraints on the coefficiebjis andc,,, 5. First consideb, ¢, (z),

deu(z) = 0y (au + bupr” + cup,@xpx'@)
0y (bupx” + cup,gx”xﬁ)
bupdf + Cuppdfal + cppprPdl (2.22)

buv + (Cuvp + Cppw) T°

= bu +2cu,7".

Substituting this into 2.18 gives,
P P 2,5 4 A P
b#y + 2C#ypx + by# + 2CVHPx = Bb}\'f']‘uu =+ EC )\px 77#”. (223)

Comparing the coefficients af’ on either side of the equation one gets the following coimgsa@n the forms ob,,,,
andc,,,
by + by = F0ub)
cw: + CVMZ = %n:vciAp (224
Let us writeb,,,, in the form,
b = (b;w - %nw) + %WV

> (2.25)
= MMV + ﬁnm/-
Substituting this intd,,, + b, = Z7,,b} we have,

bi bi o 2 A
My + D0 + Moy + 00, = 50uby

(2.26)
= My, = —My,

i.e. we can writeb,,,, as the sum of an antisymmetric matri%,,,, and a symmetric matrix,,, A,

= buu + bl/;,b = MNV + anA + MVM + 771/“/\
= (M+M7T),  +2,A
= 2n,A

= 277W%b§-

(2.27)
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b = M, + N A
T T
Lorentz Scale (2.28)
Transformations Transformations.

(incl rotations)

Turning to the constraint of),, » we have,

2
Cuvp T Copp = EWWCAAW (2.29)

We now wish to constrain,,, » with an analysis similar té,,,. We can do this by remembering that a non-vanishing
x¥z* termine, (z) requires that,,,  is symmetric inv and\.

_ 2 A
Cuvp = DNMuwCip — Copp

D sy~ o (2.30)

2 A 2 A 2 A
DM Cp = DMpCxpu + DMonC xp — Cupv

_ 2 A 2 A 2 A
= DNMwCp = DMvpCxpu + DMopCxp = Cuvp

4 A 4 A 4 A
= Cuvp = Enlwc Ap EnVPC A T Enpﬂc Av
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2.2 Conformal Symmetry and the Dilatation Current.

In this lecture we round up our study of scale transformatioRrom last lecture we had that for have a general
conformal transformation,

T, — xit = z, + a, + Az, + M,z + % (MuvCp + NupCu — NupCp) TP
T T T T
Translations Scaling Rotations/ Special Con formal
Boosts Transformations
(2.31)

If our theory is symmetric under such transformations thesoeiated with the symmetry should be Ward identities
and conserved currents as in the previously studied theedffe expect to find Ward identities for both rigid rescaling
A # 0 as well as the special conformal transformations.

In the last lecture we saw that the following action was irrunder rescaling — z’ = Az () is a constant),

S = / dPz %aﬂqsaﬂqs — g2 (2.32)

with the fields transforming ag’ (z') = /\_%(b(x). We shall now make the following infinitesimal change in
coordinates (we neglect terms less than of oedes?),

2, = (1+e(x) z, (2.33)

D-2)

o @) =(1+e@) T o). (2.34)

The Jacobian of this transformation is needed for the imlegeasurel” « in the action, it is given by,

Jaa) = |5
= |0 (14 €(x)) + aHOve (z)]
1+ €(z) + 20y () a' Bye () ! 0se (x) : (2.35)
B 2201€ () 1+ € (z) + 2%02e ()
N 2301€ () ‘
1+e(z) +2P0pe (2)

With a little thought one can see that all of the off diagorais in the determinant above will only contribute terms
of ordere (:c)2 and above so we can forget about them at all points in evalyéie determinant making it the product
of the diagonal terms. To first order ér{z) the determinant is,

J(2,2") = 1+ De (z) + 2"8,¢ (z) + O (e (x)z) . (2.36)

= /de = /de’ J(xl,x’) N/de’ (1 — De (x) — 2"0,¢€ (x)) (2.37)



2.2. Conformal Symmetry and the Dilatation Current. 22

We attempt now to evaluat&, ¢ in the new variables so as to ultimately work out the trarmsfeat action.

B = 2 (L4 e@) ™ ¢ @)

~ (0p (1t ef@) + a5 S0 (14 B2 (2) ¢ (o))

= (0 e +orsl) (%55 + Bp2e) 50
(R0 el + 25 ) 27260 ) G

— (e (24D £ D2y aq;;fil))ﬂLx”aﬁff) ) (2.38)
+22600' (o) G + 0 ()

R
2724/ (o) G2 +0 ()
8¢’ (") )

¢/($/) +xp8¢’(m/) ( ) i D— 2¢/( ) 8E($) + O (62)

' oz’ dxzh Ox'H

7]
99’ (z e(x — Oe(z
x 8w(’P) aiu)"‘DgQQy( )am/:)"‘O( ?)

For ease of notation we denote differentiation with respettie transformed coordinateé:(%i,M asa, i.e.

D -
O () = (1 + e <x>) 060 (2) + 20 (o) O (1) + 520 () BLe (1) +O(D). (2.39)
This means the kinetic term in the Lagrangian is,
3040 () 0,0 (x) = 5 (0,0 (2)) + Fe(2) 0,9 (2') + 2P0, (¢) Bue (x) + P29/ (a') 8], (2))

X (8’“@5’ (') + %e (x) o™ () + a:”@;(b’ () OFe (x) + %qb’ (z") 0" (a:))

= 3019 () 0,¢ () + 5De (x) "¢ (') 8,8/ (2') + 2 D,¢' (2') B),¢/ () O ()
+872¢ (') 0'e () 9,0 (2') + O ()

= % (3'“¢' (z')0,,¢' (x’)) (1+ De(z)) + (Q'L(b’ (x’)) (xpa;¢' (a') Ote (x))

+ (9.0 (27) (P29 () 0e (x)) .
(2.40)

In the action all terms in the Lagrangian will be multipliegthe Jacobia% =1—De(x)—a"0ue (x)+0 (2).
So we have even more terms of ordéand above to find and then drop from the kinetic part.

[dP230r¢ (2) 0.6 (z) = [dP2’ (1 - De(x)—2*0xe(x)) (& (04 (') 9,¢' (z')) (1 + De (x))
+ (0,¢ () (2r0,¢ (2') DM€ (x) + 2529/ (a') O"Me (x))
= [d”2" (1 (0" (2') 9,9/ () (1 + De (2)) + (9,,¢' («/
—i—% ' (z') 0'Fe (x))) — % (8’“@5' (z)0,¢" (x ’)) (De (z) + 2 e (a:))
= [dPz L ("¢ () 9,9 () + (8,¢' (x")) (xrd)¢’ (x') O"e ()
+(0,¢ () (B2 (a)) 0Me (2)) — jatOre (x) (99 (') 8],/ ("))
= [dP 1 (0™m¢ (') 9,0’ (2')) (1 — 2*0xe (z))
+ (0,0 () (xr0,¢/ () e (x) + BF2¢ (27) O'Me ()

A\_/

(2.41)
For the potential part of the action we have the followingfiring term) (¢) and above):
—gdea:qzﬁ(a:)gi?2 = —gdex’ (1 — De(z) — 2*0xe (2)) ((1—|—e qb'( ’))_
= —g[dPa (1 — De(z) — 2*Oxe (x)) (14 €( Do (2 ’) . (2.42)
= —g[d”2" (1 - De(x) — 2*0xe () ( 1+De QS’(’) -
= —g[dP (1—2 0ze(x)) ¢ (/)72
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So the effect of the transformation / change of variableserattion as a whole is,

/dD;v L(¢) = /de’ L(¢') (1 -2 0xe(x)) + (9,¢' () <x”8;¢' (z') 0" (z) + ?ﬁ (z') e (x)

(2.43)
= S[¢] = S[¢] + / s’ — L(¢) 3 Due (2) + (9,6 (")) (xpazas’ () e @) + D29 () e (0)
(2.44)
To first order ine () we havee () = € (2’). This is shown by Taylor expandirgx’):
e(a™) = e(@"+e(ar)at) =e(xm)+ 2L e(am)a¥ + ...
yr=on (2.45)
:deoGwﬂ.
Also,
de(a) = 220z (x)
(% (I+e€ (x))_l a:’A) Oxe ()
= (3% (L—e(@)a™)dre(z) | (2.46)
- (% - 25 e

= 0Oye(z) + O (%)

If we now use these identities on the second term in the toam&fd version of the action, equation 2.44,

[@a )o@+ @ @) (08 @) oel0) + D120 @) ovew) . @4
we get,

de "= L(¢)at0)e (2) + (GLQS’ (x')) (x”8;¢’ () O (2)) + %qﬁ’ (') O™ ("))
= de " — L(¢))x,0Me () + (Q'L(b’ (;v')) (x”@l’)qﬁ’ () + %d (x’)) e (a)) (2.48)
dea:’ (—L(¢)z, + (3ng5’ (z')) (a:”(?;(b’ (') + %(b’ (a:’))) e (x').

If we use the product rule for differentiating / integratioy parts we can write this as,

= [dP" o ((—L(¢)au+ (0,0 (2")) (aP0,¢' (¢') + L5232 (2)))) € ()
2 1

2.49
JdPal e (@) 0 (L (&) + (0 (&) (270} () + 2520 () 249

As the first term is a D-divergence of some function of the ftbleh if we make the usual assumption that all fields
and their first derivativeetc vanish at infinity then the first term goes to zero (we write ¥blume integral of the
D-divergence over all space-time as a surface integrakulface being at infinity). So the transformed version of the
action is,

5161 = 5161~ [0 )0 (<L @)+ 00 @) (w0p0 @)+ 220 ))) . @so)

As !, = (1 + €(x)) x, and we have an(z’) at the beginning of the whole integrand, neglecting termwdére> and
above, we can just swap, andz” for z;, andz'?:

S0l =161+ [ @0 ey om (L(@)a), - @0 @) (00 )+ 220 @) (e

= 510] = S[¢)+ [ d’ e(a) 9" ) (2.52)
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where we have defined thlilatation current,

= L) 2} = @40 @) (27000 () + D320 () ) (253)
The dilatation current is quite novel on account of it havirics in it. The dilatation current is a common feature of
field theories incorporating gravitational effects, it ptes to a scalar field, thdilaton.

The Ward identities are obtained in the exact same way asdyefe consider a general Green’s function, make a
change of variables (do the transformation) and then difféate with respect to the parameter of the transformation
The measure of the path integral is invariant for exactlysame reason that it was in the last lecture (we pick up
factors of(1 — £Z-2¢ ()) in the measure which cancel with those picked up in the measfug).

Up to now our discussion of our scale invariant scalar fietwbtly has been at a pseudo classical level. If we are to
think about the theory as a quantum field theory we will hawhittk about UV divergences. Consider for instance the
first order correction to the two-point functiondrt theory, this is a loop on top of the free particle propagafommake
our theory meaningful we have to be able to deal with the itdisiproduced by integrating over loop momenta, we
have to renormalize it, which means introducing a dimerfsigrarameter, a cut off, into the otherwise dimensionless
theory. Introducing dimensionful parameters into our tigdireaks scale invariance. An example of this can be seen
by trying to introducing mass terms into the theory. Consttle action of lecture 4 with’# = \z* for constantj,

Slel = [d7z 50"¢(x) 0,0 (x) — m?$? (x) -
’ ’ ’ 2 .
L CECIRORO) -
¢ (') =2 (%) (IX (2.55)
= S[¢] = dD/la/M¢/ N 4 /_m_;(b/ "2
6 = T 40 )00 ) - o0 @) 055

S+ [dPzm? (1 — %) ¢?.



Chapter 3

Principles of Gauge Field Theory
Quantization.

3.1 Faddeev-Popov Gauge Fixing and Ghosts.

This lecture deals with how to quantize gauge theories,ispaty we describe how to get around the problem of
integrating over too many/artificial (gauge) degrees cédiem in the path integral by the Faddeev Popov gauge fixing
procedure.

We will illustrate Faddeev Popov gauge fixing on QED thoughniethod generalizes to the other gauge theories.
The problem is that in the path integral formalism transitiwobabilities are obtained by integrating over all pogsib
physical paths, but if we naively write the generating fimwal of QED as an integral over the gauge figld we are
integrating over more than just the numbeptiysicalpaths because all field$,, related by a gauge transformation
represent the same physical configuration (they lie on thegauge orbit i.ethey are related by a gauge transforma-
tion). They give rise to the santé andF etcfields that we observe. There are actually an infinite numbgaoges to
choose from which sure enough means that we over count thberuwhpaths by a factor of infinity, ideally we want
to isolate and divide out this “infinite group volume factorhis means we must somehow constrain our integral over
the gauge fieldd,, such that we are only integrating over all possible physidaequivalent paths.

To solve this problem it is tempting to insert a conditiorpiihe path integral like say (9, A*) (Lorentz gauge
condition) ory (?.A’) (Coulomb gauge condition) which would set the contribusitmam all other gauge transformed
versions ofA* to zeroi.e. we want something to fix the gauge (we only want to cut acrossuge orbit once when
integrating through the function space 4f,). Ideally we should do general derivations and so we shooifgider
inserting a general gauge conditiéh(4,,) = 0 with F" an arbitrary function of the fields (and their derivatiwse).
However we cannot trivially insert such delta functionsfsis thanges the measure of the integrafiaf,,. Say we
had an ordinary integral and we wanted to fix some variableairtd be some value, we could fix it with(z — a) or
equivalentlys (f (z)) wheref (x) is some function which is zero at= «. Both delta functions will set = a but the

latter does something else as well, ¢ )
r—a
6(f(2)) = ) (3.1)
The difference between the two choices of delta functionfm:mrm, thus there will be some ambiguity in our
choice of constraint which we will have to sort out.
Before plunging into the full field theory calculation wittisiinfinite number of degrees of freedom (functional
integrals) it is useful to consider the problem (and sohjtia the context of something with a finite number of degrees

of freedom (function integrals).

25
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I= /d% e85 (3.2)

Consider the above integral, it is invariant under ¢faeige transformatiod — ¢’ = 6 + «. Now we would like to
choose a gaugso that we only integrate ovgauge inequivalergituations . This means we have to restrict the integral
so that we only integrate*°(") along a line starting at the origin and moving out in theplane. Say the function

6 = ¢ (r) defines this line¢ (r) should be a many to one function#randd i.e. for any given value of there is only
one value of) that solve® = ¢ (r). Also, obviouslyd and¢ (r) are defined in the range— 27 . In gauge theory this
corresponds to the requirement that a single physical aanaiigpn corresponds to a single gauge field configuration.
We shall now perform the trick which is central to Faddeevd®ogauge fixing. Clearly we do not change the value of
the integral if we were to insertk

I= /d% x 1 xeS0), (3.3)

Note that we can writé = [d¢ () § (0 — ¢ (r)) where here one must regard the value of the function at sgme
¢ (r), as a variable. Regardas an index for the “variable}(r). This means we can write,

I = [dr[[do(r)5(0—o(r)]eS®
= [rdrddde (r) 5 (0 — ¢ (r)) €S S
= [rdr [d(r)[[dO5 (0 — ¢ (r)eSO].

Note that though the integrand dependsyan) the integral itself in the square brackets actually doe$aroto matter
what value ofr we take¢ (r) will always be in the rangé — 27 and so the integration ovérwill always kill the
¢ (r); for everyr there is one solutiofi to § = ¢ (). This means we can actually shift the integral oyér) behind
the square bracket,

Iz/rdr/dqb(r) Udea(e—mm)ew(r] :/rdr Ude(s 0 — ¢ (r)) e ﬂ /d¢ (3.5)

Now for every value of- the integral[ d¢ (r) is exactly the sam¢ d¢ (r) = 27 which gives us,

I= 27r/rdr/d€6 0 — (1) e = 27r/d2r5 0—¢(r) e =2nTp_y. (3.6)

So we have managed to rewrite our integral as a producgod@p volume facto(27) and agauge fixedrersion of
our original integral which will only integrate ovgaugéphysically inequivalentonfigurations.

We shall now perform this example again but in a slightly mmyevoluted way so as to make better contact with
the gauge fixing formalism of Faddeev and Popov. The contpicés small, we ask the question what happens if our
gauge fixing condition is in an equivalent but more compéddbrme.g. f (r, #) = 0 where the gauge fixing condition
still has to obey the rules laid out before - one gauge cordiipm (oned) for one physical configuration (ong. So
once again we insertH this time in the form1 = [ d¢ () 6 (f (r,0)),

I = [drx1xeSm

J & [[de(r)8(f (r,0))] e

[ rdrdode (r) 8 (f (r,0)) 5™

[rdr [do (r) [[do5 (f (r,0))e5™)]

(3.7)

The next thing to do is to make a change of variables. We knaivttie constrainf (r,6) = 0 can be written in
the form/has solution8 = ¢ (r). So the integral in square brackets really hasprie) dependence just like before
when we had insteadl(¢ — ¢ (r)). Hence we can again shift the integral oyet¢ (r) to the other side of the square
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brackets where it becomes like in the last example.
[=2r / rdrdds (f (r, 0)) ¢SO (3.8)
We must remember to be careful with our delta functions owuatof their functional form of their arguments,

do = df(rg)df( )

= W df (r,0) (3.9)

= I = 27 [rdrdds (f(r,0))e5™

= 2r [rdrdf (r,0) (df re)) 15(f (r,0)) 5(r) (3.10)

Like before we turned our integral into a group volume fatitoes agauge fixedrersion of our original integral. The

—1
factor (df (r. 9)) now appearing in the integrand typically appears as a Jaoqdeterminant) in systems with more
degrees of freedom, in gauge theory it is known as the Faddepuv determinant. In what follows we will see that
the Faddeev Popov determinant arising in the quantizafigawge theories can be recast in the fornglbst fields

So let's see what we can do with QED.
= / DDy DAH ¢i9Q-5-D. (3.11)

Now introduce a gauge fixing condition in the form of #." The gauge fixing condition takes the form ofnc-
tional delta function. Such a delta functional fixes the gauge diffdy ateach point in space-timeence we have a
superscripto - we have a condition at each point in space-time:

A (AM) = /DX 5% [f (AF 4 9y)] (3.12)

Note that our objecA\ is in fact gauge invariant itself:

A (A" + 0M9) J Dx 6% [f (A" + 0Fx + 0 ¢)]

: 3.13
= [ Dx o> [f (A" + 0" (¢ +X))] G

now shift the integration variables(x) (remember for functionals is like the index, the indexed variables arér))
at each point by a constant amount givengit):

DX = Hw fall x(z) dX (33)
T Loty A @) + 6(2)

. (3.14)
= TL Jait vy 1o 4 (X (@) + & (2))
= [D(¢+x)
Hence we see that
A(Ar+0rg) = [D(p+x) 0 [f (A" + 0" (x + 9))]
= [ Dx 6 [f (A + 9] (3.15)

A (AH)

is as promised, gauge invariant. We now have a gauge invadastraint which we can insert into our integral. We

need to be careful though aboutinserting this conditionmwet make sure we are in fact putting “1” into the integrand.
A (A*) in the general form shown above will non-trivially affecetmeasure of integration of the path integral. Just
like in our previous example with's andé’s we want to change the integration variable freno f (A" + 9*x), in
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doing so we will pick up a Jacobian which we will denote. by

[Dx = TI/, dx (=) §
= I Jdf (@) Det., () (3.16)
= IDf 55
= A(A") = [Dx 6> [f (A" + "))

= | D 3555 [f (A4 + 0")]
- ﬁ‘fzofo 6% [f (A" + 9"x)] (3.17)

- 1 ‘
JIX) | p=0

x 1

Hopefully it is clear that the;, y subscript attached to the Det above means that we are tdlérdeterminant of...)
with respect to the, y “indices”. We wish to insert the gauge fixing condition, tHé in the form,

=1=J(f.x);=0A(4"). (3.18)
The path integral becomes,

I DPDYDA" T (f,x)|;— A (AF) eiSe-z-p.

= [ DUDEDA" T (£,3)|;_q [ Dx 8 [f (A" + )] eiSem 0. (3.19)

The next bit of the trick involves changing variabld¢ — Aﬁd = A* + 9"x. Note the action is invariant under
such a transformation as it amounts to a gauge transformatiich would leave it invariant (one can simultaneously
transform the fermions in the usual way). The other termab®@ invariant, we showed above tha{ A* + 9 ¢) =

J Dx 6% [f (A* 4 9*x)] = A (A*) and we will therefore assume that" (A*) = J (f, x)|;—, is also invariant

It then remains to prove that the measyr@&y Dy DA* is also invariant, consider for simplicity zero space-time
dimensions.e. all the fields exist at a single point in space-time. Under the usual transformatidts— A" 4 0*x,

P — e Xah, i) — eXe)p we have

e 0 0
/ DyDipDA* — / DDy DA* x Det 0 ex 0 |= / DDy DA*. (3.20)
0 0 1

Generalizing to a space consisting of an infinity of points iatrix above becomes an infinite dimensional Jacobian
which is still diagonal and still equal to one, due simplyhe tinitary nature of the transformation. Therefore,

7 = /DqZDqﬁDAf‘X]DX T(Fs3)| g 6% [f (Agdﬂ ¢iSa.p.p. (3.21)

So now we have that the integrand does not depend on the gautds dependence has been absorbed into the
gauge transformed fieldf‘x] instead! This means we can bring the integral oyeo the front and absorb it in the

dx (v)

Now use the functional equivalent of taking the total deiweawith respect to a variable,

JA“ (z
— Det, d — Det, d
= Sy / 6A" 6x(y v / 6A"

[X]

55 (Al @)
J%M:mm(_Lﬁ_l)

8"6(2— )>.

This object depends OAFX] but is independent of.
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normalization of the path integral as an (infinite) groupwoe factor i e. forget about it)

< ([ o) < ([ pivonay a1, 5 (g )] o) ez

leaving the Jacobian (aka Faddeev-Popov determinant)aungedixing delta function as the remnants of gauge fixing
in the path integral. In calculating Green’s functions thetér | Dy cancels in the numerator and denominator, recall
Green’s functions are of the forr@, (x4, ..., z,,) = ﬁ 5J(‘5z1)...5‘$JZ(L‘§)
Now we further simplify our situation by choosing our gaugéiy condition such that it is of the form,

F(aty) =w@ +7(at,). (3.23)
The original path integral has had a “1” inserted into it aftdresome rewriting now looks like,
Z= (/ Dx) X (/DwaDAf‘X] J (g 6°° [w (z) +f~(Af‘X])} eiSQ'E'D') . (3.24)
We should simplify this by noting that* is a variable of integration, a dummy variable, we shouldpsynmmename
Af‘ — AH

' Z = (/ DX) X (/DwaDA” T(f)] g 6 [w () +f(A“)} eiSQEva) . (3.25)

This relation is true independent of what(z) is (we didn't specify anv (z)), so it will also be true for a linear
combination of different (x)’s - with some proper normalization! We will choose a linear tdmation ofall possible
w (z)'s,

2
N(g‘)/Dw exp —i/d4x % =1 (3.26)

whereN (¢) is the normalization we just mentioned. Therefore in ougdincombination of’s each one is weighted
by a factorN (¢) exp — ifd“x %ﬂ?z and the normalizatiotV (¢) is making sure that when we add them all up we
get justZ again. Hence,

Z = N() x(fDx)x
[Dwexp —i [d'z %”?2 (szZprAu T(f)] g 0% [w () +f~(AM)} eisQ.E,D,)
= N() x(fDx)x
(J DwDEDYDAR [exp —i [ d'e 2] T (f)],_g 8 [w (@) + f (A1) eiSarr.)
= N() x(fDx)x ]
(S DEDEDAR T ()], €502 pexp —i [ dia L21)

(3.27)

In the last step we have integrated o) which has removed the delta functional and turned exp [ d*z %?2
into exp — z‘fd4x %?2 It is worth taking a breath here and making sure you are haghythe above which may
look like smoke and mirrors, it is not. Remember what we shidva about the Physics (Green’s functions) being
independent of the normalization of the path integral, equgntly we will disregard the normalization, instead we
will work with Z = m. )

To simplify further we need to actually specify a form fotA#). The form that is commonly used is the so-called
covariant gauge (it is clearly Lorentz invariant),

f(Ar) =0"A,. (3.28)

The gauge condition above is such thaFif” is something thed'*” is something else, wheé"" is the same ag"**
but with the replacement* — A* + 9*¢. So what does this make the Faddeev-Popov determinant?
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Muvl 1
Det,. ( = 3.29
v\ 3x () TN (3:29)
_ df(x)
_ (0, A" (2)+0,0" x(x))
— Det,, ( 2145, ) ‘f:o (3.30)

Det,,y (9,09 (x = y))| ;o -

In the Faddeev-Popov gauge fixing formalism the determiisaneiwritten as a functional integral over an exponential
of ghost fieldwith the operator above sandwiched between them.

A Grassmann variable / number is an anticommuting number.aFget of Grassmann variablésthis means,
{0;,0;} = 0, this trivially means that the square (and therefore alghidri powers of a Grassmann variable) equals
zero as anti-commutation requir@d; + 6,6; = 0. Consequently Taylor expansions of functions of Grassmann
variables terminate after a few terms. These peculiar “remsitalso generate ambiguity in the definition of integnatio
over them. In fact the most natural definition of integratfon Grassmann variables turns out to be such that it is
the same as differentiation. We attempt to bolster theseratmts in the last section (5.3), for a dedicated discassio
of Grassmann numbers we refer the reader to [17], for now Vlenverely state the definitions. Taylor expanding a
function f (6;) of a Grassmann variabtg we have,

£(6:) = a+ bb;. (3.31)

Integrations ovet andbd; are defined asy(andb are “normal”’bosonicnumbers),

U

(a)

Jdoiv0; = b & G- (b0;) = b
also (3.33)
fd(c@l) a = d(%i) (Ci) = (3 '
fd(c@l) b()l = a(cy) (Ebcﬁl) = Eb

An important point to take away from the last two equationgvabis that for Grassmann variables the integration
measure changes in the opposite way that it does for normablesi.e.

/M¢»ﬂm=§/wmwm (3.34)

Also, for complexd; we simply treat the two components (real and imaginary) asdependent Grassmann variables.
Finally, as you may well variables and therefore also thegrdations, anticommute.
Now consider the following integral,

11 / A, dn. eXpiX, Xy n.Taywy (3.35)

wherez andy are discrete indicesf complex Grassmann variablgs andw,. 7 is understood to be the complex
conjugate otv more commonly denoted in the literature by a bar aven = @) . I',, is some Hermitian matrix of
(“normal” / “bosonic”) numbers. We would like to evaluatedintegral. We don’t know what to do with it as it stands
assumind’;, is not diagonal. First we want to transform the integrandaaréhbles of integration such that tien
the exponent is diagonal. To do this we introduce a unitanydformation matriX/ as follows,

20y 1l aywy = Doy XXy B g 0, UL Uns Do Uy (3.36)
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We choosé/ such that, XUy, T U, = Tuq is diagonal.e. Tog = T'aadaq! Note that the we show the summation
overz andy explicitly with X, a repeated index does not imply a sum over it. Now we redefinéalds according to
the unitary transformation such that

Erzy nzeywy = XaXg 'F]araaa}aisad =2, ﬁaraaa}a (337)
i.e.,s
~a = Ez IUT
l U}, (3.38)
Wqg = EyUdywy.

Rewriting the integral 3.34 in terms of the transformedakles we have that,
11 / dwdn. expiX,Lyn.Teywy = ] / d (Z,U5,@p) d(S¢7qUp:) €XpiSaiial aa@a. (3.39)

We need to get the integration measure in a more friendly févsrwe said before, the Grassmann integration measure
transforms as the inverse of the Jacobian of the transfamatstead of just the Jacobian as is the case for regular
numbers. For a slightly better proof of this consider théofeing integral over complex Grassmann variables,

/doN.../owQ/dol 0105..0n = 1 (3.40)

as [ df; 6; = 1. Now we make a change of variablgs— X,;U;;6,. The change of variables cannot affect the value
of the integral. How does the integrand change? Adilseare Grassmann we can write,

1

0i0is-bi = 77

E.h EjQ...EjN6j1j2”'jN6‘j19j2...ejN (341)
i.e. we sum over allV! permutations of théV variables remembering to divide By! at the end and keeping track of
the minus signs witk’172--9~5 . Therefore we can write the transformation of the integrasd

1 L
—EilEiQ...EiNEjlEj2...EjNe“?'“JNHiIGiQ...GiN Uillei2j2"'UiNjN . (342)

01605...0n — élégn-éN = NI

We can use the anticommuting property again to simplifytfeirand write that for a given combinatiépn 6, ...6,,
191-1 01201]\, = 6i1i2"'iN0102...(9N (343)

note that here we have no implied summation, there is no skimgtalace above and there are no indices on the thetas
on the right!

20N
= !Eilziz...EiNEjlEjz...EjN€j1j2"'jN6i1i2"'iN6‘16‘2...9]\7 Ui1j1Ui2j2"'UiNjN (344)
= (L,E“ Eiz...EiNEjl Ejz...EjN€j1j2'“jN6i1i2'“iN Ui1j1 Ui2j2'~'UiNjN) 0165...0N

9102...91\] —

2

Now the (definition of the) determinant of ah x N matrix M is,

1
— Yoy Doy g,y €N PN M, (3.45)

Det(M”) = N

NBN

(feel free to check this) so,
0105...0n — 0105...0n = (Det(U)) 0165...0x. (3.46)
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Consequently if we need,

/deN.../d92/d91 010..0n = /déN.../dég/dél 0.05..0N =1 (3.47)

then we must have that,
~ ~ ~ 1
/deN.../dag/del = m/dejv.../deg/del. (3.48)

So invariance of the value of a Grassmann integral under plsichange of variable means that the Grassmann
integration measure transforms as iteerse of the Jacobiaof the transformation as opposed to just the Jacobian for
regular numbers.

In our case this means that,

/ dwm / dn, = Det Det / dwm / dny, = / dwm / diyy (3.49)

asUTU = I. We can manipulate this equation above by movingthe.'s and their correspondings anda’s in the
same way on both sides of the equation without worrying abdntis signs. This is because every time we reorder
things on the left side we may generate a sign but the saméaiog on the right will naturally generate the same sign
there so we can forget about signs and say,

H/dwzdnz = Det Det H/dwzdnz H/dwzdnz (3.50)

The result is that the entire integral is invariant undertthasformation which diagonaliz&s,,,,
11 / dw-dn. expi¥,Lyn.Teywy =[] / di.dii. expiXafaleaia (3.51)
Taylor expanding the integrand on the right gives,

I1 / A=y @XPiSy Synalayry = [ | / ds. i, (1 + Syl aatia + % (Saftalaaa ) (SoinTn) + )
’ (3.52)
For aterm in the expansion to survive the integration it rhase one copy of each @f, andw,, for all elements in the
products of integrals. Take for examflg, [ dw.dn. = [ do.,d7., [dv.,d7., i.e. there are only two values of each
index. The expansion terminates after the second term (oe generally forV values of the indices, th&'th term),

. . 1 . .
eXPiZaiiaaa@a = 1+ aftaLaaa + 5 (Eaﬁaraa@a) (zbﬁbrbb@b) (3.53)

as higher terms will have to involve the square of at leastadiee Grassmann variables. The first tdipvanishes as
J dd 1 = 0 for any Grassmann variable by definition and we are integgativer four different Grassmann variables.
The second term also vanishes for basically the same re@katerm is simply,

ﬁmlfflfll’afl + ﬁz2f‘1212@z2 (354)

but the integral involves integrating each of these over flifierent Grassmann variables so they both vanish. Only
the last term makes a contribution to the integral. It corg&erms with one andw for eachn andw integration. The
last term is

Tl Dy Dy Tl L wawa @y + Tos L aaws@aa1Te: Dayas oy = (Tl Doy Floa@ay + Tos@aaiiar Doy ) TagzaLaray - (3.55)
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where we hav@wlfmlmlovwlﬁwlfmm@ml = 0 as they contain squares of Grassmann variabteshe last term is a
sum of the cross terms between the products of sums. If wé\healues of the index it would be th¥th term in the
expansion that would survive, for the same reasons. We eegdrsplit these terms into pairs of adjacent Grassmann
variables and freely move these pairs around without wogrgbout picking up minus signs, such pairs commute with
each other,

[0102,0504) = 01020304 — 03040105 = 01020304 — 6102050, =0 (3.56)

which basically means all of the aforementioned cross témrtiee integrand are the same. How many such cross terms
are there? Easy, we need a differghto from each sum, thé/th term is a product oV such sums and each sum has
N differentpT’'w’s in it. So | can get the non-vanishing terivi times corresponding to the number of permutations of
the N pairs.

L. J dwsdn. expiTeXymlayw, = 1, [ 6oedii. 3 (Saiialaaa ) - (Saiialaan)
= Hzfd@zdnz Nlnzlrzlzlwzl"'ﬁZNf‘ZNZN@ZN (3.57)
- (Hz FZZ) (I, J Ozl e @y . i1y Gz )

As T is ' diagonalized this means that the first product above is theymt of the eigenvalues @f which is the
determinant of™:

Det (fzz) = H r..
— f
= Det(UTUf) (3.58)
= Det(U)Det(T )Det(UT)
= Det(U'U) Det(T"
as Det(UTU) = Det(I) = 1.
[1, [ dw.dn. expiX,Synloyw, = (Det(l)) (T1, [ d0.dis ey @zy - iz @2, )
= (Det(T)) ([ d@.,dfz, ... [ 0oy dilay oy @ay e T2y @z, ) (3.59)
= (Det(I')) x 1
Generalizing to the continuum limit we have,
[ pepnepi [t [ dyn ()T (@) ) = Det, (1) (3.60)

and finally we have a way of including the Faddeev-Popov deteant in our path integral in terms of “Ghostg’and
w. In the case of our covariant gauge we have,

Det,,, (0,0"3 (x —y)) = [DwDnexpi[d'z [dyn(z).0"8 (z —y)w(y)

[ DwDn expi [ d'z 1y (z) 8,0"w (x) (3.61)

Finally the gauge fixed path integral is,

Z = {0|0) = /DA”D@D¢Dan expi/d4a: {—EFWFW + % (QLA“)2 + no"o,w + P (i D—m)y
(3.62)

with a kinetic termno*d,w appearing in the original QED action due to gauge fixing. Thests are not coupled to
any of the physical fields and so they don’t appear in pertiohdheory. In non-Abelian gauge theories fixing the
gauge results in ghosts as in QED but the resulting actidrhaile a coupling of the ghosts to the physical fields. This
coupling results in the ghosts appearing in Feynman diagyramperturbation theory. The ghosts are so-called because
they are unphysical for a number of reasons, the most obwinedeing that they are Grassmann fields yet they are
also (complex) scalar fields (pseudoscalar particles) tla@e no spin! This unphysical spin-statistics relation msea
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that ghosts cannot appear as external particles / exteggmbin Feynman diagrams, the perturbation expansion is such
that (in non-Abelian theories) the ghosts only appear isadidoops.

Finally, as ghosts are an artifact of gauge fixing they manifeemselves in the Lagrangian and hence in perturba-
tion theory in different ways according to the choice of gaug certain gauges the ghosts may not even materialize
in perturbation theory. However gauge fixing affects thetphgropagator (see next section) and in most instances
it turns out that calculations in perturbation theory aredeenuch easier by choosing a gauge which simplifies the
propagator of some physical particle at the price of inaigdjhosts.
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3.2 Feynman Rulesin QED.

We now have a fully gauge fixed path integral for QED ghests.(put in fermion fields now).

Z =(0[0) = /DA#waDan expz’/d4a: {—i L Y+ % (B, AM)? + 0B O + 1) (i D —m)
(3.63)
Firstly we will try and derive the photon propagator, we #fere want to calculate the following (we are normalizing
everything by),

(0| A" (21)AY (22)]0) [ DA*...Dw A (21)A" (22) expiSa. k.
(0[0) - Z
52
6‘]“ (11)5]u($2)
5%1n Z[J,]
6‘]“ (11)5]u($2)

= In [ DA*...Dw expi (Sqep — i [ d'z J,, (z) A" (z)) ‘J - (369

Je=0

We have defined [J*] = [ DA*...Dw expi (Sqep — i [ d*z J,. (z) A® (z)) with J* () asource termThe source
term allows us to rewrite our definition of the two point fuioctas above, it is of no real physical significance. Though
J" (z) is introduced ad hoc into the Lagrangian it is not affecting Physics as can be seen by the equivalence of
everything in the working above. The next thing we do is makeurbative expansion in The interaction part of
the generating functional is expanded in powers of the d¢nglonstant.

exp/d4x el A =1 +e/d4w Ap — O (e?) (3.65)

Itis also necessary to do some rewriting of the free part@téigrangian. Also up until now we have not had to worry
about the (space-time) variable that the fields depend omawe safely been able to assume everything depends on
but things get a bit more complicated here. Consider theobittfe photon (the same procedure works separately for
the fermions),

/ die — i (aNA (z), — 0, A (x)u) (9" AY (z) — 0" A¥ (2)) — 2—2 (0, A" ()% = T (1) A(2)".  (3.66)

For reasons that will become apparent the next thing we weadt ts to put this in a fornf d*z A,Q" A, . Forgetting
about the source term we have

/ iy — % (w#AV (2) A (z) — 20, A, (z) 9" A" () + %QLA“ () B, A (a:)) . (3.67)

Integrating by parts gives

[d'z — (—A,, (2) 0, 0" A () + A, (x) 70" A, (x) — LA (2) 0,0, A (x)) |

’ > (3.68)
= [d'z — 1 (A\(2) (—g*0"d, + (1 — (1) 020) A, ()

We now need to sort out the source term which we so convenpifarjot about, this is done by shifting our field
A* (z) everywhere such that

AR (2) = A™ () = A" (2) + / dty A (2 — 1) J, (3)
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whereQ" A, (z) = i6t6* (z) i.e. Q* [d'y A, (x —y) J* (y) = J* (z), this gives,

—3 (4, (= fd4yAm($—y) “(y) Q" (A) (z) — [d'z Ay (z — 2) J* (2))

—Ji (x )A”’”( )+ Ji (2) [dly A (= y) J, (y)

$A (2 )Q“”Al(x)ﬂL%AL(58)62“”f0|4»2*AuA(96—2)JA (2)
+3 (fd Yy Ap (z—y) J% (y)) QM A, (2)

%(Id yA;m (m_y) ( )ij (fd4y Al/’y (m_z)']’y (z)) —Jk (x)AIN (x)
+Jx (@) [d'y A (2 —y) J, (y)
$AI, (2) Q" A}, (z) + IA' (z)J ( 3 (fd4yA;m(w—y)J”(y))Q“”Al(ﬂf)
%(fdyAmw— y) () A (x)
Jx (z) [dly A" (2 — )Ju()
= —3AL () Q™A (x) — $A, (x) " () + 5 (f d'y Aux (z—y) J* (y)) Q" A, (x)
3 () [d'y A (z —y) T, (y)

—1A,QMA, — JLA

+

(3.69)
A long winded and tedious calculatibinvolving the use of the product rule and setting surface$eto zero means
that the 3rd term can be rewritten,

1 1
3 ([evame-nrw)eae-5(e [aasa-nrm) i@ @0
By definition of the functiom ;5 (x — y) from above, this equals
1 /
§J” (2) A4, (). (3.71)

So to first order ire the generating functional can be written,

[J] ~ /DA’”DqZD¢Dan (1 +e/d4y1$ /‘W) eXPiSrreec QED (3.72)
where
SFree QED — fd4 fd4 ANV ({E o y) J (y) (373)
Jd'z —3 < )Q‘“’A’ (@) + 1 (2) 00w (2) + ¢ (2) (i p—m) ¥ (x)

i.e. QED without the interaction term and the source atfdfield terms rewritten.

We now arrive at the common sense result that to get the plpotgragator, the photon two point function, we will
be taking the zeroth order of perturbation thebey ignore the interaction terms. If we take higher orders thyhéi
order terms in the interacting part of the Lagrangian willgteying a role in our correlatdre. we would be having

3 ([ Aux (@~ 1) J” (1) Q" A, ()

= % (Jd Y Bps (@ = y) I (y)) (—g" 0"k + (1 — ¢ 1) 90") Ay (x)

= 30 (1] €9 B (=) T2 ) (Ol o) — (30 B (2 =) 2 () (004, ()

50 ([ 'y Bs (@ — ) 1 ) (1 =) ¥4 (a) D) - 1 (0" J diy As (z—y) T% () ((1=¢71) 0 AL (@)

:% oo ((fd yAus (z—y) (y)( ngA’ (m))) 18&((8 fdyAWs(m— y))( guuA;/(m)))
O (14 T o =) 7 ) (a2 ) + (10.0° 6y Bylc ) VI3 0) (a4, o

+%8H8v ((fd* yAm;(z—y)Lﬁ(y)(( ) ))_lau ((8” [ dy Dps (2 —y) J° (1) (1= C1) AL (2)))
Lov ((00'[ diy Aps (- y) J° (1) ((1—¢7) AL (z)) L ((8r8” [dby Aus (@ —y) J° () ((1—¢1) AL (2)))

Assuming that the fieldd# (z) and its first derivatives vanish as— oo we can remove six of the above terms on the grounds that threpea
rewritten as surface integrals.

(oo 0n [ s o= 010 0) 22+ (1= 000y s =) 7 ) 49
5 (@ [dly Ay (x — y)) Ay (z
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terms withe [ d*y +» A1) bits in them in our correlator. So to get the photon two painiction(0 | A* (1) A¥ (x2)| 0)
to zeroth order ire (normalized byZ—!) we want to functionally differentiate,

ZJ] = /DA“DtiDan (1+0O(e) +...) eXPiSrrec 0.E.D. (3.74)

with respect toJ,, (z1) andJ, (z2),

(0| A" (z1) AY (z2)[0) 52 1n Z[J]
(0‘0) - (5(]“(11)5(],,7(12) J:O
= [ DA*DYDYDyDw AP (21 — x3) €XPiSrrec g0, + O (€) + ... (3.75)

= ((0]A" (21 — 22)[0) + O (e) + ...)

So the propagator (to zeroth orderdnA* (z; — x5) is essentially just the inverse of the differential operago”,
Q" Ay (z) = (—g"070, + (1= (1) 0"0") Ay (2) = i615* (2) (3.76)
Fourier transforming we have,

(=g 070, + (1= ¢ 1) 049”) [d'k Ay (k) eF® = igts? (x) 3.77)
[d'% AL (k) (MK — (1 — ¢ krEY) eir = oot () '
So now the question is how do we solde,; (k) (g"k* — (1 — (1) k#k) = it for A, (k)? To start with let's

rewrite Q**:
1 k;k" k2
¢k (3.78)

k2
= —KPY-Lpy

oM — (_g)\p+ k*kﬂ)kz

Where we have defined the projection operatﬁ’:l‘\s”, =g — ’“;—50 andPLA” = ’“25". As one would expedbr Pr =

Pr,

A K A K kP EF
PTpg/mPTM = (g P — s ) 9pr (gnu - kz_)
_ g)\,u. 2Kk EN kP
- 2 2
T (3.79)
— B
=g 5
_ Ap
= P

The same is true OPL, PP, = Py, Also Pr,Pr=0= PrPy,

Ap ko _ o kMK k" kM
Prlgon Pt = Fgps (9™ — )
ol Y ¥
e . (3.80)
=0

This last identity shows us thd- and P, project outorthogonal subspacese. the Hilbert space of states is now
split into two by Pr and PP, all the states in one half being orthogonal to all the stiatéise other.

Returning to the derivation of the Feynman rules we recall te are essentially after the form of the object!.
Given our study ofP; and P;, and their relation to the space of states we will assume@dtcan be written as a
linear combination of these two operators:

Q= AP/ + BPP. (3.81)
Naturally oneQQ~! will give the identity or equivalenthyPr + Pr:

QYgpQ ' = —k? (P%p + %pr) gon (APp" + BPLY)

(3.82)
— Pz\ﬂ + P[]{\H
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= -k (ARM +EPM) = P 4R
= A=—-4 and B=-%
Ny L ¢ pan (3.83)
= Q = —pbr-ph
= Propagator = —% (P%“ + CPLA“) .

Given the form of the photon propagator one might wonder vileyntwe don’t se€’s in our Feynman rules for QED.
The answer is simply that the photon has no longitudinal acomept. This is not to say that if we were to put our
photons inside some pathological loop diagram we would aetthe(’s, we would but they all cancel in the final
matrix element. The proof that all thgs cancel is not obvious and we come back to it in the next tectuhen
discussing the QED Ward identities.

The same recipe can be used to give the following propagitotise ghost fields and the fermion fields...

n w
0 > 0
_t
k2+ie
¢ 4 0
_t
K—m-ie

Note that the's in the above Feynman propagators are put in by hand toatmgtile poles in the Feynman propagators
(branch cutywhere it is understood that in the calculation of the aragiis the limit — 0 is taken at the end.
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3.3 BRS Symmetry.

Continuing from lecture 7 - the generating functional for@w®&ith ghostsetc..(put in fermion fields now).

Z = (0[0) = /DA#waDan expz’/d4a: {—i L P+ % (8, AM)? + 00" Dy + 0 (i D —m) 1
(3.84)
This thing looks gauge invariant except for #¥éA,, gauge fixing term. It turns out that despite the apparentdimga
of gauge invariance above there is in fact some residual stmrpresent, we shall come to this point shortly. This
symmetry was the result of work of Becchi, Rouet, Stora andgpendently) Tyutin, it is of crucial importance in the
guantization of gauge (and other more general) field theofliee BRS(T) symmetry is based on the notion that we can
have a further symmetry of the action if the ghost fields tiams non-trivially. BRS is a generalized gauge invariance.
In general the parameters of gauge transformations areagbposition dependent functions. In the BRS arrangement
this arbitrary function is considered as being a productvof&Grassmann quantities, one a constant the other a function
of space-time. Consequentyything that is gauge invariant is BRS invariarite. the original action, prior to gauge
fixing, is gauge and therefore BRS invariant. It has been #iara of these notes to exhibit such obvious results by
brute force too.
Suppose that under these new BRS symmetry transformatie have:

Ay — A=A, + edyw (3.85)

where thise is aninfinitesimal Grassmann parametandw is our ghost field from before (also Grassmann). Under
this transformation the field strength tensor is in fact rrevat:

Fo, —F, = 0.A,-0A,
= 0,4, —0,A, + €0,0,w — €0,0,w (3.86)
= 9,A,—9,A, ' '
What happens to the gauge fixing term under BRS?
— 5 (0, A" = = (0, AN + €8,0Mw)? (3.87)

= 3¢ (0uA")” = £ (8,A4") (€0,0"w)

Well it changes, so how do we fix this? We must specify a way foyg fields to transform so as to cancel the
—% (0, A*) (e0,0¥w) coming from the transformation of the gauge fixing term indlodon. We do this by making
transformag) — n+ % (0, A*) e then the ghost term in the acti¢nd, 0" w) turns into itself plus a part which cancels
the aforementioned term from transforming the gauge fixammt In addition to this we make omega transform into
itself w — w and the fermion fields transform as — e’*““1), ¢» — e~““4). It is worth Taylor expanding the
exponential in the last pair of transformations.

w - w/ — eieeww

= (1 +ieew + 4 (ieew) (ieew) + ...) ¥ (3.88)

Note thate andw are Grassmann numberseo= 0 etcwhich means that the above Taylor series 3.88 terminates aft
the first two terms!
=1 = = (1 +ieew) ) (3.89)

Likewise we get fon),
P — P = (1 —ieew) . (3.90)
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So for the fermion part of the Lagrangian we have,

Y@@ D-m)yp — (i D —m)y
= (l—decw) (i D+e A+ee(Pw)—m)(1l+iecew)r
(1 — dieew) 1 ((Z D+e A) Y +ee(Pw) —myp —ee P (wi) +ie®ew Ay — imeeww)
= Y((i D+e A)p+ee(Pw)p —my —ee P(w) +ieew AY —imeewr))
— deewt ((i D+e A)p+ e (Dw) Y — myp — ee P (wi) +ie*ew A — imeewr))
= 9 ((z D —m) )+ ee(Pw) Y — ee P (wy) +iee Awp — imeeww) —ieewty (i D —m)
= P D —m) o+ ede (D) Y — ee B(w) +iePe Awp — imede ()
— deewp (i D —m)

(3.91)
Plug in: —eve B (wip) = —epe (Pw) ) — epew (D).

(i D —m) o — edew (D) + ic2pe A (wih) — imedie (wib) — ieewdh (i D —m)
(i D —m) o — edew (Do) + ie2pe A (wip) — imenpe (wib) — ieewi (i D+ e A —m)e

(i D —m) o — edew (o) + ic2be A (wip) — imerbe (wih) + cewth (D) — ie?ewiy At + imeem(w |
3.92

Now if we shuffle the variables around in the 2nd 3rd and 4tms$earound taking into account the anticommuting
nature of the Grassmann variables), w ande we have,

ASNIRSHIR SN

—epew (DY) = Feeyw (DY)

: (3.93)
= —eewy) (DY)
tie*e A(wy) = Fic*hew Ay
it Au (3.94)
= +ictewyp Az
—imee (W) = +imeedwip (3.95)
=  —imeewyn) '
= i D-—m — (D —m) (3.96)

= ¢ D-m)y
We have a new symmetry of ogauge fixedQED action. Is BRS also a symmetry of the path integral mesgslr

other words is the Jacobian between the varialdtegr) , v (z) , ¢ (z) ,n (z) ,w (x) and their transformed counterparts
equal to one? Recall the BRS transformations,

At (z) — At (x) A* (z) + ed*w(x)
v(x) — P(r) = P@) - deewd(z)
() — Y () = Y(x) + ieewth(x) . (3.97)
n@ — '@ = n) 4+ (04" ()€
w(x) — () w (z)
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Imagine space-time consists of a single pdinf), the Jacobian would be of the form:

9AM(zo)  Ip(zo) 9% (zo) 9n(wo) Ow(xo)

0AH(zg) OAr(zg) OAF(zo) OAH(xz0) OAF(x0)
9A" (%0) 9Y (o) 9Y (o) On(zo) Ow(zo)
0(wo) 0 (o) 0 (wo) 01p(wo) 0 (wo)
J = Det| 24A%w0)  9¥(zo) 9 (zo) on(xo) dw(wo)
0(wo) 0tp(zo) 0 (wo) 01p(wo) 0 (o)
0A*(z0)  OY(x0) 9P (zo) An(zo) dw(zo)
On(zo) on(zo) on(zo) on(zo) on(zo)
A (z0)  9d(zo)  9¢P(xo) dn(xo) Ow(xo)
dw (o) dw(wo) dw(zo) dw(xo) dw(zo) (3.98)
1 0 0 O) 0
0 1—ieew (o) 0 0 0
= Det 0 0 1+ideew(zg) 0 O
0 0 0 1 0
O(e)  iee (x0) ieer (xo) 0 1

Due to the nature of the off-diagonal elements do not contribute so

J = 1x(1—deew(zp)) x (14 iecw (xp)) x 1 x 1
= 1 —ieew (z0) + ieew (79) + e?ew (z0) ew (z0) - (3.99)
1

This is exactly what we want. In reality the Jacobian takesftirm of the determinant of an infinite dimensional
matrix (because there are an infinite number of space-tinrepin real life) but hopefully it is still clear that it will
still essentially be like the matrix above repeated downdiagonal an infinite number of times (one for every space-
time point). The resulting determinant will appear justlikbove with only terms linear in the (because all other
terms higher order i will have at least ar? attached to them and the linear terms cancel each other eveat
space-time point just as they did above.

The partition function is totally invariant under BRS, so @am start generating Ward identities in the usual fashion.
Consider the general case where we have some time ordedabpaf fields given by the functioff (A“, b, P, m, w):

(0|T|H (A", ¢,¢,n,w))0 = [ DA*DYDYDnDw H (A", 4, ¢, n,w)
expi [ d'z {zz (i D —m)w— LE, F™ 4 & (9,AM) + n@“@uw}
(3.100)
In not specifying the form off we are essentially studying the most general type of Grdeniion. Now we do the
usual change of variables trick on the above (BRS transftiomg

At (z) — AM(x) AP () + edFw(z)
V() - P = d@) - deewy(z)
Y(x) — Y(r) = Y@ + ieewy)(x) . (3.101)
n(@) — '@ = n@) 4+ 0.4 (2))e
w(x) — W) = w()

We know thatD A* Dy DyyDnDw and expi [ d*z {zZ (i D—=m) = ;Fu F* + 5 (8, A")* + né)"ﬁuw} trans-
form into themselves from our study above but this need naheease foid, it isn’t necessarily BRS invariant. So
what happensté/? H — H' = H + . H.

5.H = aA“dANjLaHdenjLaH&erg{jéij8H§w
ggLEG (z) + %Hésn—zeweww—i—ze eww—l—aHO (3.102)

I corw (z) + %HcSEn - zeweww + el eww
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Under the (BRS transformation) change of variables we have

fDA“D@DanDwH (A“,@,wn,w) eS = fDA“D@DanDwH (A“,i,wn,w) ets (3.103)
+ [ DA*DYDYDnDw (6. H (A*, 4,9, m,w)) e
Using Dirac notation and substituting in farH we have,
(OT H (A, 9, ,m,w)[0) = (O|T H (A" 4, 9,n,w)|0) (3.104)
+ (O[T 6.H (A, 9,4, 1,w)| 0) '
i.e. we have the Ward identity
OH OH 0H - 0H -
O™ I — je—— e —— =
<O ‘T (9A“68 w(x) + o 0en — ie 9 ew) + ie 90 ew¢‘ O> 0 (3.105)

Note that this Ward identity does not depend:pwe have not required the parameter of the BRS transformtdibe
small! The Grassmann nature oferminates any power expansions after the linear term ap|féee same reasoning
applies to the case of hon-Abelian theories which is a siraplension of our formalism above, insteactafe have a
vector ofe’s, one per gauge group generator).
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3.4 BRSin QED.

Recall the BRS transformations from the last lecture:

At (z) — AM(z) = A*(z) + edw(z)
V() = Pa) = d@@) - deewy(z)
(@) — Y(r) = Y@ + ieew(x) . (3.106)
n@) — '@ = n@) 4+ 0.4 (2))e
w(x) — W) = w(x)

We also discovered that the BRS symmetry gave us the foltpgmeral Ward identity for some string of fielés

0H 0H 0H - 0H -
= _— H —_— —le— )6 — —
(0|Té.H|0) <0 ‘ ] 3 #68 w(z)+ an den — e 90 ewy + e 90 eww‘ 0> 0 (3.107)

needless to say these BRS Ward identities can get arbjtcanhplicated, so let's consider an easy one first. Consider,
H =1n/(z) Au (y) (3.108)
= 0H = n(2)edw(y) + Ledl” AY (z) Ay (y)
= (104" @) 4, () — (@) 0w (3)

Note+n (z) ed,w (y) has become-en (x) 9,w (y) on the grounds thatandy are Grassmann numbers. Differentiation
with respect tar has been denote#f™ and differentiation with respect tphas been denotet? etc So we get our
first BRS Ward identity,

(3.109)

OIT 204" (1) Ay () [0) = (0T (@) 4 () 10)

(z) 1 (v) (3.110)
= Oy (0TzA” (2) A (9)10) = 0,7(0[Tn(z)w(y)|0)

which relates the divergence of the photon 2-point func((dﬂ’%A” (x) A, (y)|0) to that of the ghost two point
function(0 |77 (z) w (y)| 0). Recall that in QED the ghosts do not couple to the other figidse already know what
it is!

P A
DO (k) = — " Fofr g _ ' p P 3.111
NV()_]CQ—Fié Gpx — L2 ( _g) _kJQ——|—i€(Tp)\+< Lp)\) ( )
n w
0 0
o (3.112)
k2 + ie '

WherePr,, and Py, are the transverse and longitudinal components of the phaio point function.
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We shall now attempt to simplify matters by Fourier transforg our Ward identity. For the ghost part we have,

AT @wWI0) = FT (i)

_ (v) i ik(z—
— o f—‘f@w) k@) (3.113)
ky zk(m u)

f W k2+1e

For the time being we feign ignorance of the photon propagative hope that being general may afford us some way
of incorporating modifications to to it bg.g.fermion loops, hence we denote it B, which means the photon part
of the Ward identity transforms as:

(z)u zk(z D, (k) _1 dl_kika (k) eFe=v) (3.114)
¢ D (k) = ¢J (2n) " ' '

Plugging this into our Ward identity we find,

d'k i k
IF k@) ] Ly LT
/ (%)46 {Ck Dy (k) = 13 H_E} 0 (3.115)

There exists a theorem which states that if the Fourier toamsof something is zero then that something is also zero!

Hence,
kﬂ

)
Now let’s write the 2-point function as follows:
— ¢ . 4
— ) (O PA )
D, . D + D ON""D,¢

wherefoJu) is the free photon propagator given above. In our Ward itdente have%k”DW (k), substituting in the
above this gives

i 1.V i 0 0
LDy (k) = 2k { g (Pruw + CPryw) + DR ()11 D) (k) } 3117)
ku
= k2+1e
Use the definitions oPr,\ and Py, (i.e. in terms ofk’s) to simplify the above first term inside {...}
iy —i kuk kuk _ 1 1
il ((gw— )+C( )) = gy ((Bu — k) + Chy) (3.118)
b . .
= k24ie
Substituting this into the Ward identity on the previou®lgives
LDy (k) = i + £k DL (k) 1A DSY) (k
KD () =t D (9 I DL (8 3.119)
= k2+ie
= kDO (k)T D\ (k) = 0. (3.120)

This already looks pretty interesting %Op) (k) HPADE\?,) (k), which was a generic way of writing any and all radiative
corrections to the photon propagator, is looking heavilystrained if not totally constrained as a result of our sanpl
Ward identity. So let’s take a closer look. Let thé hit the free photon propagatdﬂgoy) (k) (k¥ is just a number we
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can move it through anything without any worries):

DY (k) = ko (g — Bbe (1-0)
s k (3.121)
- k24ie
= Dip (MIAEE = 0 (3.122)

= DY) (k)P k, =

Now we note that the operat(b?fﬁ)) is invertible (if it wasn’t invertible we wouldn’'t have beeble to derive it in the
first place - see lecture 7). So if we apply the invers@b(ﬁ) (whatever that is - see lecture 7) to the above and we get,

1P ky = 0. (3.123)

This is telling us thafl** must be proportional to the transverse projection opef@fdrbecauseé:, kills it: ky Py =
kx (gf’A — ’“’,;—’f) = k? — k? = 0. Itis this property which is making the radiative corrensao the photon prop-

agator cancel ou(k”foL) (k) HPAD@ (k) = O) . This is why the photon does not acquire a mass through rediati
corrections! For example in* theory the self interaction radiative corrections modifyg free¢ propagator such that
it acquires a mass:

Now for the next Ward identity. Consider ndl = 7 (z) ¢ (y) v (2),

0H = te(0"Au(2) 0 () v (2) +n(x) (—ied (y) ew (1) ¥ (2) + 1 (2) ¥ (y) deew (2) ¥ (2) (3.124)

{L09 4, @) B (1) (2) — ien (@) § W) w (2) 6 (2) + ien (@) 6 (1) w () ¥ (=) }
Applying our Ward identity(6. H) = 0 we get,

6%<T(5“Au (@) ¥ (y) ¥ (2)) — &(Tien ()9 (y)w (2) ¥ (2)) + &(Tien (2) ¥ (y)w (y) ¥ (2)) = 0. (3.125)

We can divide the away, it’s just a (Grassmann) number. Recall that in QED tiests are not coupled to any of the
physical fields in any gauge, this means that the last twowaaxpectation values in the above simplify,

(Tien (@) (y)w (2)
(Tien(2) ¥ ()« (v)

(2)) = ie{Tn(z)w(2)(T

v ] 1% : ) (3.126)
¥(2)) = ie{Tn(@)w )TV (Y) ¥ (2))
and our Ward identity becomes,

= %<T(3“Ap (@) ¥ ()1 (2)) = ie{Tn (@) w (2)(TY () ¥ (2)) —ie{Tn (@) w W))ITY (y) ¥ (2))  (3.127)

This Ward identity will give us a relationship between thenfen 2-point function and the 3-point function:



3.4.BRSin QED. 46

As before let’s start by Fourier transforming these vacupeetation values. We denote the full fermion 2-point
function (the full fermion propagator (p) and the 3-point functiofr* (k;p, p’) (the vertex function).

<¢<y>w<z>>=/(d—p

LeP W2 Sk (p) (3.128)
2m)

_ d't d*p d*
(A, @) vE) = [ (%’; T

If we now go ahead and insert these into the Ward identityBal@ng with the expression for the ghost propagators,
<77(JJ> = #‘Hﬁ we ﬁnd,

eHbatrarts =) s 2m) 61 (k + p+p) x T (kipp!)  (3.129)

d .T+p. .z ik, .
/& (277)4 (277)4 (2771))4€ i(katpute' =) (9m)d 54 (k 4 p + p) T (ki p, p')
+ zef(2 etk-(z— y)k2+%f dp e (=2) G (p)

@r (3.130)
; + ik.(x—z i el z
_ Zef(ng)élek( )k2+ief(d7f)7 P-(y=2) S (p)
=0
Next we rearrange
eik.(z—y)eip.(y—z) _ eik.(r—z)eik.(z—y)eip.(y—z)
etk (x—2) pi(p—k).(y—2) (3.131)
and make a shift in the variables of integratiomte= p — & to yield
R (s, — ) +ie— Sk (p+ k) - ie———Sp (p) =0 (3.132)
C 3Py — p k2 F\P kQ T ie Fp)=VU. .
TH=
= DM\SEp (p) TSk (p+ k). (3.133)
Therefore the Ward identity is giving us the result that,
Lk, D" Ty + ie——— 87 (p) —ie———S7 (p+ k) =0 (3.134)

¢ k2 + ie k2 + ie

From before we found thaftkuDM S

k2 +ie

= KT\ —ieSpt (p) +ieSpt (p+ k) = 0. (3.135)
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, . . . . . ~ . —1 a
Let's see if this makes sense at by plugging in the appraptiat level values, we ha¥g = ieyy, Sp° = Lk - and
so we must have,

iek—%e(/{)—m)+%e(j)+/€—m):() (3.136)

according to the Ward identity. It is trivial to add up thenter on the left hand side and see that this is in fact the
case. Beyond tree level we hatg, = ieyy + f’A wherel” is representing the loop corrections to the tree level xerte
function and for the two point functiorfi.* (p) = V;m + X (p) whereX (p) represents the loop corrections to the

fermion propagator (the self energy). Plugging these imoWard identity above gives the following relation:

FATY 4 eX (p+ k) — eX (p) = 0. (3.137)



Chapter 4

Renor malization and QED.

4.1 OneLoop Correction to the Photon Propagator.

We now discuss loop corrections and renormalization in QEBtly we discuss the photon two-point function:

which is superficially divergeht(4 — Internal Loop Fermions — 2 x Internal Loop Bosons) = 2 > 0. From
last lecture we had that the Ward identity gave us that theeseirgy 11" o P,"II (k?). It is worth noting that
the BRS symmetry which we used to derive this (and other Waedtities) is independent of the number of space-
time dimensions. This implies that one can use dimensi@gallarization techniques to treat ultraviolet divergence
Before proceeding with the calculation of the full two pofahction in dimensional regularization let us first set up
some conventions. Our gauge fixed QED action imensions is,

S = /d"a: - iFWF‘“’ + it D+ ep Ah — mipyp + 2%_ (8, A")? + 0" dw (4.1)

We must have that the action is dimensionless, this meanguéstities inside the action must have the following
dimensions (we usgX] to denote the dimensions &f):

n

[d"z] =

4 =

[4] = o3 (4.2)
[0 A = -l = o

0 = a2 - 2-3

We will ultimately want to look at the limit: — 4 so (as usual in dimensional regularization) we writez 4 — 2¢,
wheree is some small positive quantity. Note tleds dimensionless, a dimensionless coupling constant isrequisite

1The superficial degree is an exercise in counting the nunfimaveers of the loop momentufik) appearing in the amplitude for a given process.
In QED we have a #k integration measure and%cafor every internal fermion an%% for every internal boson. So in QED we have that a diagram
has superficial degree of divergenbeif D = 4 — Internal Loop Fermions — Internal Loop Bosons > 0

48
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of a renormalizable theory. In defining a renormalized tiiebis necessary to introduce a mass sgalé&nown as
the t'Hooft scaling parameter, which will let us keemlimensionless through dimensional regularization, weewri
¢/ = ep?"= = ep. They essentially compensates for the changing of the dimensibgsantities we will calculate
due to the changing of dimensions of the integration measfite Introducing the t'Hooft scale parameter changes
our Feynman rules slightly.

e Propagators+ No change, we had calculated free propagators which nependied ore in the first place.

. Vertices,iey* — iepcyH.
The following rules also depended on the dimensionalitypaice-time and change as follows.

. fd4x—>fd”x,f(g47§4—>f$-

e g =n

e Trll=4 — Tr{Il=n

o VY = =20 = APy = —2(1—€)

o VPV = 4gPT = APy, = 4gP7 — 26777

® VYPYIATY = =290 = P TYT = =297+ 2P0

¢ Traces ofy matrices— Not changed unless the trace contains avhich depends on the space-time dimension-
ality.

Now let’s get on with our analysis of the photon two point ftion. Using our (modified) Feynman rules we can write

down the amplitude,
k+p
V! v
k k

d'p Try* (f+ p+m)y" (b +m)]
(k) - m2) (52— m?)

i1 (k) = —eQuQE/ ( (4.3)

Counting the powers of the loop momentymin the numerator we get + 2 (n from the integration measure and
two inside the trace), the denominator clearly has four sathplitude looks badly divergentin= 4 but appears to
exist/be well defined fon < 2. It turns out however that this divergence is an illusiow, Ward identity,

0™ (k) = (kg — kuky ) I (K?) (4.4)

kills the divergence above. We just discussed abovditathas dimensions of momentum- 2, so inn = 4 we have
[II**] = 2 in which case the above equation tells us {iBt= 0.
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First we use the fact that the trace of an odd number of gamntdcemvanishes to halve the number of terms.
Finally we use the identitie®'r [y#v"vPy°] = 4 (g"Yg*" — gHPg¥? + g'° g*?) andT'r [y*4*] = 4g¥ to give us a
sum products of n-vectors.

Triy" (k+ p+m)y” (p+m)] = Triy" k" p+" by p+myty” p

= Fmt kYT myt py” +mPyia]

= Triy* kv p+a" ;" p+m*yy”]

= A(k'p” — g"kp+ K'p") + 4 (php” — g"p? + pipY) + AmP g

= 4kFpY 4+ 4kVpH — 49" k.p + 8pHpY — 4 (p2 - m2) gt

(4.5)

The next thing to do is rewrite the denominator in terms adgméls over Feynman parameters, this will eventually let
us integrate out our loop momentum. To do this we need thditgen

(n—1)!
[331141 + J}QAQ —+ ...+ ann]

/da:ldajg dz, 6 (Zx; — 1) 7 - (4.6)

A1A2

In our case we havd; = ((k +p)° — mz) andA; = (p? —m?):

1 _ 1 - 1

()P —m?) P —m?) fol dedy 0 (9 = 1) Gl o) @.7)
= d 1 '
fO v (2((k+p)?—m?)+(1—2)(p2—m?))”
Now we try to complete the squarejirin the denominator,
x ((k +p)? - m2) + (=) (p*—m?) = zk? +ap® + 2zk.p —am? + p* —m? — xp? + am?
= p?+22kp+ zk? —m?

= (p+ak)® — 22k + 2k? — m? (4.8)

(p+ zk)® + zk? (1 — ) — m?
i (a:k2 (x—1)+ m2)

In the last line we have defingd= p + xk, this amounts to a simple constant shift in the integratiatiable. Seeing
as the shift is constant we have that the integration measuneariant [ d"p = [ d"p and so we can equivalently
integrate ovep, which makes life easier. The photon self energy can thezdfe written,
pv _ 2, 2¢ d"p TT[V“ F+yt+m)y” (P+m)]
W (k) = et [ ¢

2m)"  ((k+p)2—m?)(p>—m?)
= e2 2ef d f dnp AkMPY —dxk” kY +4RY B —dzkY k* —4g"Y k. p+4ag k2 +8(p—xk)* (p—xk)” —4((p—xk)®—m?)g"”
= ’LL 0 s (

2" (0%~ (2k?(z—1)+m?))”
(4.9
As the integral is symmetric ifiwe can drop terms in the numerator which are odd powefs of
74ajk:;1.k1/74ajk:1/kﬂ.+4wg;u/k2+8ﬁuﬁu+812kﬂ.k1/74(ﬁ2+12k27m2)q;u/
— 2,2 [
11 Lo (k) = e H Ef() dxf (27r)" (P2 —(zk2(z—1)+m?2))2
_ 2 2¢ d"p —8xkP kY +4xgh’ k2 +8pH pY +8x2 kM kY —4p2 gV —4a k2 gHY +4m>gH”
= dep fo dz [ 2n" (ﬁQ—(rkz(r—l)-(i-mQ))2 ) (4.10)
- v =2 Vi S~ ny 2 2
— 2,2 dnp —9""P" —2x(1—z)k" k" +2p" p" +g"" (xk® (1-z)+m
= die’u* [y do [ gk =@k (a—1) +m?))?

. ~ 1 ~2 . . .
The symmetry of the integral also then allows one to repjégé& — -p<g"” in the numerator (terms off diagonal in
w1 andv look linear in their components with respect to whatever gonent ofp is being integrated over). Defining
A = xk? (x — 1) + m? we have,

- . (411)

——1 w9 (1 — ) kPEY — g* (m? +2k? (1 — 2
Huu _4262M26/ / ) 92 ( ) ~g ( > ( ))
— ) (7 - A)
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Thesen-dimensional integrals are now in a form that is readily fdimtables of integral3,

[ _ (=nymiT(m-3) (L)m—%
(271’)” @=-ay A)m ~ (4mn/?2 T(m) A
L . . (4.12)
f (=)™l D(m—2-1) (l)mfffl
(271')” [N A)m - (4m)n/? 2 T'(m) A

Applying these identities to the two terms in our energy we(gemember in our convention= 4 — 2¢, ¢ = 2 — ),

d"p 2z(l—z)k" k" — ‘“’(m2+wk2(171)) - (21(1 ) kM EY —gh” (m +axk?(1— m))) () [1\€
f @2m)" (pz—A)2 - (47r)2 c T(2) (Z)
= 771) " 2 _ 2 -1 uy_ —1i P(lig) (L 1-3 (4 13)
f (277)” 7@2_@2 = (n )9 ToRE 5 T(2) A) :
_ Zig(1-3)r(1-3) (;)1*%
- (4m)"/? r'(2) A

A special property of the Euler gamma functionis thBt(z) =T' (z + 1)i.e. (1-2)T' (1 - 2) =T (2— %). Ifwe
use this and also the fact tHaf2) = 1 second integral above becomes,

&t (E-1)e"s _ —ig pg

2m)™ Z;2E_A)2 (4m)n/2 ) (Z
——

._.
SN—

¥

wl3
>

e

(4.14)

Inserting these integrals inid*” we have,
o ! 1\°
" (k) = —4e?p* (4n)° 2/ dz (—g"™'A =2z (1 —z) k*E” + g" (m* + 2k* (1 — 2))) T (¢) (Z) . (4.15)
0

Substituting in forA,

M (k) = Gt [y do (—g" (oh? (v = 1) +m?) — 22 (1 - ~ )RR+ g (m® 4 ak? (1= 2))) T(€) (%)
= 4_78; fol dz 2z (1 — ) (g"k* — k*k") T (e ( A“
= R (g - B (G de2e (- )T (o) (4E))
= —k*PIVII(K?) “16)

The photon’s self energy is proportional to the transversgeption operator just like the Ward identity from the

last lecture said it was! Had we believed the magical Wardtitlefrom lecture 8 we could have accelerated the

k“k

calculation dropping all terms not proportional Rf” = g# — . The abovdI*” (k) contains divergences as
n — 41.e.ase — 0, we shall now take a closer look at these d|vergences. Fdi snia(e) is approximately given by,
I (€) ~ L — v+ 0 (¢) wherey is Euler's numbet~ 0.577). We will also be using the followingl® = exp(elog A) ~

1 4 elog A and hence we also approximatée) A€ by I' (¢) A° ~ 1 + log A — ~. Taking the limitn — 4 i.e. using
thesell we have,

I (k?) = lime_,g%fol dz z (1 —2)T (e) 4_2&)5
= lim. o % fol dr z (1 — ) ( + log ( ) + log (47) — )

2
= limeo 2 [y do o (1-2)log (WM) + 2 (L 4 log (47) = 7) [322 — 32°]
2
= lime, 22 (% (L +log(4m) —7) + fol dz z (1 — x)log (m))

2Note these integrals are in Minkowski space.
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where we have introduced the fine structure constamhich, in natural units, is equal t?j;.

Clearly the above is logarithmically divergent in the limit— 4 dimensions as is indicated by tléeoutside the
first term. This is bad at a superficial level clearly as it ireplthat amplitude for our self energy Feynman diagram
is infinite which would predict infinity for various measutalguantitiese.g. the cross section farte= — ptu= .

To obtain a sensible result we have to renormalize some pdeasin the theorjye. we will the Ultra-Violet infinity
(i.e. those infinities that occur due to the integrand of a momerntiiegral becoming infinite as the loop momentum
becomes infinite) by renormalizing the parameters of therthe
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4.2 Resummation of loops.

Imagine the QED Lagrangian was rewritten,

S = [dw — FuLF" i Qv+ eZap A — miip+ 5z (0,A")? + o duw
= [d's — 1Z3FR W FR" +iZohr DR+ erZivr Ardr (4.18)
—mrZobrR + 727 (0uAR)" + Zanrd"duwr

whereZs, Zs, Z1, Zy, Z¢,Z are real constants and the subscipdenotes a renormalized field or parameter. This is
not the best parametrization perhaps, it would be betteate hewritten the action rescaling explicitly the fields and

the parameters by constants but we shall see that the abesgedatially the same. Consider the part relating to the
fermions coupled to thd* field.

Z (WR OVr +er %@R ARrRYR —mp %waR) (4.19)

We could interpretZ; as a renormalization of the fermion field = /Z5v g, which would mean tha% represents
a renormalization of the mass parameter—= %mR' The renormalization of the chargeand theA* field are then

somehow tied up ir% as indicated by the second term above. We can untangle tbemmatization ofe and A* by
looking at the first term in the action,

1 pv
_ZZ3FR~,IWFR

~ 323 (OuARry — Oy AR ) (0" A% — 0¥ Af)

— 1723 ((0uAr.) (0" A%) — (OuARy) (0" AR) — 0y AR,p) (0" AR) + (0, AR.pu) (0¥ AR))
= —1((0u4)) (0" A”) = (0,A,) (0¥ A) — (B, Ay) (9" AY) + (9, Ay) (97 AM))

— LR, P

(4.20)
where we have interpreted the re-parametrization as ametization of thed* field asA* = \/Z3 A%;. Consequently,
from the term coupling the photon and the fermiet®& vy /Ay we can deduce that the electric charge is being
renormalized too. In terms of the renormalized quantitiésterm will equakryr Aryr. Hence,

e Ay = erZiyr ArVr
eR%jZ—S?ZR ARYR . (4.21)

_ Z1
e = eRZ2 Z

Finally for the gauge fixing term we have

L(mA,)? = 2 (8#AR,Z)2
e (0047 (4.22)
=( = Z«r

What have we done? We have multiplied all the terms in the &agjan by six real numbers and reinterpreted this
in terms of arenormalizationof the fermion fields, the photon field, the electric chargd tire mass. ThesB&’s are
where we hide the infinities that come up in the loop diagraiesinterpretS above as being thigare actionwith bare
fields and parameterg@hose quantities witimo subscriptR). This raises some questions. Does multiplying all these
constants into the Lagrangian hocbreak the original gauge invariance (neglecting the gaxgegfterm of course)?

At face value gauge invariance is completely broken, howexechave not specified the values of these numbers. We
shall later essentially demand gauge invariance of thisaragjan by imposing the Ward identities which will result in
relations between thg’s such that the gauge invariance of the Lagrangian is restofétht about the gauge fixing
term? We do not need to worry about the gauge fixing term, thaug influenced by quantum corrections, as all of our
S-Matrix elements are gauge independent anyveayve can effectively sef. = 1. What about the ghosts? Again we
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don’t have to worry about what happens to the ghosts asliyiieQED the ghosts are decoupled from the rest of the
theory and go around as non-interacting (unphysical) cexiptalars i.e. there is no renormalization of ghosts as they
have no interactiong = 1. Finally we might worry that we broke BRS invariance? Thevesrsto this is analogous

to the answer about gauge invarianioe, we will impose the Ward identities on the one loop divergeagthms and
this is tantamount to demanding BRS invariance as that isevifie Ward identities came from. Hopefully the rest of
this section will give weight to these answers.

Let’s try and work out what our one loop calculation wouldegivsing the renormalized Lagrangian. The renor-
malization should affect the form of the Feynman rules. Wevdd the photon propagator at the start of lecture 7. To
do that we rewrote the terms relating to the free photon iridha A* Q... A", then the propagator was found to be the
inverse of the differential operatd},,,, in Fourier space. We want to know how our renormalizatiorffaments affect
the form of the propagator. Previously our starting poing weerefore,

/ dir — i (8NA (z), — B, A (x)#) (9" A (z) — O” A¥ (z)) — 2—1< (9, A" (2))? (4.23)

which has now become,

Z3

2
- Stz AR @) 429

[dta =22 (9Ar (), — 0.4n (@),) (0" 45 () — 0"t ()

We perform the same steps as before to get the propagatsrweiput the free photon part of the Lagrangian in the
form A*Q,,, AY

2

/ a7 (Q%AR.,V (2) 0" A% () — 20, ARy, () 0" A% () +
4 CrRZ¢

0 ()05 (@) (@29
and integrate by parts

A g—AR,, (2) 0,0 Al (2) + Ap, () 90" Ag,, (2) — s Al (2) 8,0, A% (x)) w26

= Jd's — % (Apa (@) (~g¥0m0, + (1- 55 ) 907) An,y (@)

Thus once again we find we need to invert the differential afpebetween the two photon we fields. We proceed
exactly as before, we need to sole,, (k) Z3 (g“”k2 - (1 - ﬁ) k“k”) =0t for A, (k).

RPN, Zs kK K2Zs5
= )k v pY (4.27)

k= —k2Z,P) — .
3t CRZC L

QN = Z; (-g’\p+
Where we have defined the projection opera@%ﬂ =g — ’“2’;” andPLAp = ’“;—5') just as before. Consequently,
as before we hav&rPr = Pr, PP, = P, andP,Pr = 0 = PrPp, so Pr and Py, again project out orthogonal
subspaces. We assume that! can be written as a linear combination of these two operators

Q-lern = AP 4+ BPP". (4.28)

Naturally one expect®Q ! will give the identity or equivalentlyPr + Py

QVgp@Q ' = ~Zsk? (PR + G P’ ) gy (APF" + BPL) (4.29)
_ P[),\N _’_PJ{\N
A A A A

= —Zgk? (AP + ZP) = PR

= A=--L  and B=-%% (4.30)

T k%2Zs k2Z3
_ A by
= Q 1Apm — _k21Zg (PTH +CRZ§PLH)
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= Free Propagator™ = Dé‘“ (k?)
= @ (Pt CRZ<P2”) (4.31)
. AL
= _kQZZg 9)‘” + (CRZC — 1) _kklg ) .

If we define the full propagator as the sum of all these ong-loarrectionsj.e. the free propagator plus the free
propagator with a loop plus the free propagator with two ssealoops plus... ad infinitum we have tBgson re-
summedgropagator:

Dy, (k*) = Doxp (k*)+Doxy (k) ill* (k*) Doy, (k*)+Doxy (k) ill* (k?) Doy (k) il1"* (k*) Doap (k%) +...
(4.32)
This can be expressed in a much more compact form by notiagftthe form

A(1-B)'C=A(1+B+B*+B%.)C,

this is known as resummation. To do this we first simplify thents of the formDg” (k2) 4IL,.., (k*). Substituting in

we have,
DY (k2)ill,, (k2) = =L (P54 (rZ-PEY) Pr,o k21 (k2
0 ( )Z ( ) Ifnzfzﬁ()T CrZcPLY) Pr ( ) (4.33)
Zs Pllioz

So the sum for the full photon propagator is,

Doy () = Doy (2) + —2) pa Doa,, (k2) + ) pa ) p8 Dy, (k) + .
= (0% = P2y) Doap (K*) + (P:%DOM (%) + 7Hz(f )P:?‘ADOocp (%) +
—TI(k> —T1( k2
) pe, ) Dy (82) +
(k) (-n())
= (6% — P2,) Doap (K?) + <1+ Z +( Z ) +> P2, Do, (K?)
= (05 = PR) Doay (K2) + ey Do (k2) (439

3
a a % Pr i
= (65 —Ppy) (_ k27 (Prap + CRZCPLap)) + 1+nT(22) (_ 5273 (Prap + CRZCPLap))

Z3

65 iPp iP
= (_kz—%g (PTOcp + CRZCPLap) + ﬁ (PTap + CRZCPLap)) - kz(zg+ﬁ?kz))

_ 1P, _ WRZ¢Prap

- k2(Z3+11(k2)) k273

_ —i CrZc(Zs+11(K%))

= wmaeE \ et 72— Py

where,

1 2
Zs+ 11 (k%) = Z3 —|—li_1>%27a (é (% + log (47) —'y) —I—/O dz z (1 — z)log <m2 +xllL:2 @ 1))> . (4.35)
We can choosé; so as to cancel the divergencesiifk?) in many different ways, these basically constitute diffetre
renormalization schemes. We firstly have the condition thistbe finite, but how should we fix the finite parts of
Z3? We could insist that the residue of the propagator was oite pblek? = 0. Note that fortunately the radiative
correction has not shifted the position of the pole - the phads still massless. Such a procedure is caltembs
shell renormalization It is a special case ahomentum subtraction renormalizatiom the momentum subtraction
renormalization scheme we demand that there be no comsdtidhe propagator &2 = p? (choosing? = m? gives
one). Another approach is to fi%; just so it cancelslg, this is calledminimal subtractio(MS), or we can choosgs;
such that it cancels the— v + log 47 which is known as the modified momentum subtraction$ scheme. In these
renormalization schemes the scalés left over, it's numerical value may be chosen at will - itat@®nships between
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physical measurements / processes it drops out/

Zy = —z= (l —’y+1og4ﬂ')

€

4.36
Zs+ 1 (k) = 2?‘"foldgcgc(l—9c)1og(m) ( )

We should also choosgé: = Z3 to render the longitudinal part of the full propagator fir{gee last line of 4.34)! Then,
letting

~ 1 2
T (k?) = 27@/0 dz 2 (1 — z)log <m2+x52 (x_l)) (4.37)

we have for the one loop corrected photon propagator:

D, (k?) = (PT,\,, + Call (K2) PLA,,) . (4.38)

—1
k211 (k2)
Note that the pole has not shifted so the photon has not ahjaimass through these radiative corrections but instead
the gauge has shifted! The fact that it is attached to theitiodigal part of the propagator is telling us that we should
not expect contributions to matrix elements from the landgjinal part of the resummed propagator. Alsokér> 4m?,

I1(k?) has an imaginary piece, this is associated with the factfthat> > 4m? there is enough energy to create real
fermion-antifermion pairs in the loop.
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4.3 TheElectron Self Energy and the Vertex Function.

In this section we will return to the Lagrangian and Feynmades of the bare Lagrangia®. everything is bare, there
are noZ’'s. At the end of the section we will shift back to the renorinadl parametrization of 4.2, look out for that.
We could proceed to calculate the one loop corrections téettmion self energy:

k

S

p p-k p

= (p)

and the vertex function,

In terms of the self energy the full fermion propagator $atss

Sp = S%+5%%(p)Sk
= Syt o= Spt+iX(p) (4.39)
= Spt = —i(p-m+E(p)
If we use the Ward identity
kTr (k,p) = —eSp (p+ k)" +eSp (p) " (4.40)
we find that
ke (k,p) = ie (X (p+ k) — 2 (p)) (4.41)

and remember that this is trireany dimension i.efor arbitrarye. Bearing this in mind let us look a little more closely
at the structure of the divergent diagrams.

P+ p+k+q
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]. }\PI/)\

1
~ d4 v 1% — 4.42
Ry =il ey =i (4.42)
whereP,, is the photon tensor structure (for whichever gauge) adéhigensionlessRewriting the integral,
/d4 ¥t A= m) o (bt Ak = m) 7 Py 443

p+q m2) ((p+/€+Q) —mz)fﬂ

we see that, only when botly factors are taken in the numerator is it divergent Doingititegral we know that
/G... /1 = Qo...qz7°..7". Note thaty vy = (2 —n)y* = f... Jq = U 442z, 4T, So the structure of the
divergent term must be simphy“! Other pieces proportional 1", k*, m~* etc must be finite

FN? = jey! (E +h (p2)) + other finite terms. (4.44)
€

Now let us turn our attention to the fermion self energy:

1 P, s — P,
/d4q ’7#7’)/” 2# ~ /d71q7 (/ﬁ"’ /q m)’y 1% (445)
bt a—m- q2((p+Q)2—m2)
Now this integral is apparently linearly divergent; howewe know that this must actually integrate to zero leaving us
with logarithmic divergences. We will find that,

A B
E:p<z+g(p2)) +m<?+f(p2)) (4.46)
whereg and f are regular functions. Returning to the Ward identity antok$ituting in we find that

iek, (v (£ + h (p?)) + finite terms) = +ie {(/jH— k) (é +g ((p + k)z)) +m (% +f ((p + k)Q))
= p(E (%) —m(Z+7 ()}
= e ,k% + finite terms = +ie ké + finite terms
(4.47)
Since this is true for arbitrary we conclude tha€ = +A. That is to say, the divergent term in the proper vertex is
related to the divergent term in the wave function renoreadidn of the fermion self energy.
Now we flip back to the renormalized parametrization 4.18tipiyl the (bare) fermion fields b)Zf% (in notation of
section 4.27, = Zy),

1

=Z}Ur (4.48)
and write,
Zo
m= —mpg = mp + dm, (4.49)
Z3
then
1 . A B
S =—i|(p—mpr—9dm)Zs+ /ﬁz—i-mR:—i-... (4.50)
must be finite. N\ S A
Z;=1-2 (4.51)

€

theanmR +dm =mpg (% + 1) i.e.

A B A+ B
—om = <1 — —) mpr — <1 + —) MR = —MR i . (4.52)
€ €

€

Now for the interaction term we have,

eYr ArRVRZi\ Z3 (4.53)
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finally we multiplye by Z, (= %\}Z_g in notation of section 4.2) to give,

erbr ARVRZ; ZeN Zs (4.54)

so thatiey* (ZfZ@\/Zy, + % + fim’te) is finite. HoweverC = A = ¢ — ¢Zy so to cancel the infinities here we
require,

= ZiZNZy = -S€ = Z;-1
! § - ! (4.55)
= (Ze\/Zg — 1) = Z_f = 0
= Z37,=1 (4.56)
In the notation of the last sectio(nZe = %) this result is,
Zy22
Z1 = Zs. (4.57)

To summarize we see that the Ward identities mean that:
e the terms multiplying) 9+ andey) A in £ are the same 4.57.
¢ the charge renormalizatidi.. ) depends only on the photon wave function renormalize((i@’ﬂ_g).

From the discussions of sections 4.2 and 4.3 we have ts\dall = 1 and not triviallyZ, = Z,, Z, = Zs. Substituting
these expressions into the bare action we have,

1 ~ - 1
S = /dn.T — ZZBFR7MquV + Z1YR (2 D+ep A) Mr — mrZyYRrYR + 2—< (8NA’§)2 + nc‘?“@uw (4.58)

If we now write the action in terms of a renormalized actionsph counter-term Lagrangiaiz S = Sg + Scr,
we have,

Sp = [d% = 1FruFR +9r( D+e A) for —mrvrtr + 5 (9, 4%)° + nd*dyuw (4.59)
ScT = fd"x - %53FR”¢WFEV + 51’153 (Z /6 +e /4) /{ﬁR - 5m’lﬂR¢R
51 = Z1 —1 5m = Z() — 1 (460)
53 = Z3 —1

Note the ghost plus gauge fixing sector here is the same asaptash3. In that chapter we saw that the basic part
of the Lagrangian (kinetic and mass terms for physical glatiand their interaction) is BRS invariant because gauge
transformations are contained within BRS transformat{aftseit with a fancy function comprised of Grassmann num-
ber times Grassmann function) and that the gauge fixing téusghost sector angetheralso BRS invariant. The
gauge fixing and ghost sector is therefore BRS invariant,edigré. The photon kinetic term was gauge invariant
(and so BRS invariant) and so is the renormalized versidfkifout now under (renormalized) transformations of the
same form as the original ones but with unrenormalized dtiesteplaced by renormalized ones. The same goes for
Yr (i D +er A)Yr andmririr, they continue to be separately gauge invariant under thgegmansformations
of the same form as before but with unrenormalized quastigplaced by renormalized ones. The renormalized action
is invariant under the original gauge transformations witihenormalized quantities replaced by renormalized ones,
the counter-term Lagrangian is invariant under renorredligauge transformations.

We now recap what has gone on and add some words of warninige lcese of a theory withglobal symmetry
it is easy to show that the counter-term Lagrangian is alg@riant under the symmetry (sedy.[5, 8, 13]). One might
therefore expect that the counter-term Lagrangian of gdlugeries would behave likewise. This isn’t true though,
gauge fixing broke gauge symmetry long before any talk of maatization and showed us that the true symmetry of
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gauge theory is in fact the BRS invariance related to the gaugup of the invariance of the un-fixed Lagrangian.
So is the counter-term Lagrangian supposed to be BRS imi@rien the case of a general gauge theiogy non-
Abelian this is not the case either, the obvious symmetiigswe can see in the counter-term and renormalized actions
are unique due to the Abelian nature of QED. The coefficiehtgage variant counter-terms vanish in QED. In the
general case the gauge variant counter-terms can arigeateesuch that theenormalizedLagrangian is invariant
underrenormalizedBRS transformations. For more on the general case see [@/@would also like to emphasize
that what has gone beforen®t a proof of the renormalizability of QED. Here by renormaliaa we mean not just

in the power counting sense of dimensionless couplingshadtrenormalization and gauge invariance are compatible,
that the renormalized action is gauge invariant under s@peesentation of the gauge group which the bare action is
invariant under. Our treatment has been merely exploraadgur of renormalizability in the sense just described. We
arrive at a gauge invariant renormalized Lagrangian byritfg Z, = Z, which was in turn derived frordemanding
that the action including the renormalization constéfitebey the Ward identities, which was equivalent to demanding
the renormalized action be gauge invariant. A nicer (loptiéng to do would have been to calculate explicitly, with a
gauge invariant regularization, the graphs above and shewmfinities cancel naturally rather than demanding it occu
Formally the proof of renormalizability is an inductive oneis possible to expand the (effective) bare action in pawe
of h which is equivalent to expanding the action in loops, the grogf /1 in the expansion corresponds the number of
loops associated with that order. The induction proof negputhat one show that the loop expansion &iops and at

n + 1 loops obeys the Slavnov-Taylor identitte$n other words the proof of “renormalizability” amountssiowing

that the (BRS) symmetry, expressed by the Slavnov-Taytottitles, exists at each order of the loop expansion. In fact
the BRS transformations are not necessary, it is possitétain Ward / Slavnov-Taylor identities without it but the
BRS machinery greatly simplifies them which in turn makesgtublem of proof of renormalizability of gauge theory

a tractable one. We recommend the reader to explore thiadéudy further in the literature of some of its founding
fathers J.C.Taylor, B.W.Lee, J.Zinn-Justin and G.'tH¢®{8, 6, 13].

3Slavnov-Taylor identities are what Ward identities ardechin the context of non-Abelian gauge theories, they ariveft by analogy to
what we have been doing so far. Generally “Ward-SlavnouéFaigentities”, “Slavnov-Taylor identities” and “Ward éhtities” are somewhat
interchangeable names.



Chapter 5

Anomalies.

5.1 Chiral Symmetry?.

We just observed that there is no radiative correction tmifen masses if the mass parameter- 0. Thus a massless
fermion will remain massless to all orders in perturbatioeary, behind this lies chiral symmetry. Chiral symmetry is
aninternal symmetryWe shall see that a massless free theory (in even dimengiossesses (1) chiral symmetry.
To begin with we will study chiral symmetry in a slightly mdiéid version of QEDaxial electrodynamics

S = fd4x£

_ fd4x_lF FMV_lG GMV+1L(Z/8—|— 5 L. (51)
= 1t 171G q NV +g Ay m)w+Ghost8+Gauge Fixing

whereF,,, = d,V, —0,V, andG,, = J,A, — 0, A,. First consider local vector gauge transformatidhs(1)

w — €+iqa(z)w
= ¢ o e tael® (5.2)
Vo = V,+0ua(z)

These are essentially the reguldr(1) gauge transformations and they only act on what is basith#yQED La-
grangiani.e. we know that this will leave things invariant by inspecticariing the termpiv*ig A, which is also
trivially invariant:

gy AN Y = e gyt A nPetiantly

=Ygy AN Y

We also know that by using the classical equations of motiersymmetry transformations of the fermions.(only
the first two transformations above) result in the consewestior currenyjt. = 1)y*1) so-called because it transforms
as a 4-vector under Lorentz transformations. So we havé 1dgél) gauge invariance, does the Lagrangian also have

U4 (1) gauge invariancee. is the Lagrangian invariant under,

(5.3)

- 6+Pig6(r)v5w
= ¢ — etPigb@n’ (5.4)
A, — A, + Q0,06 (x)

? We have generalized the transformations with real numBessad ) for reasons we will come to. Let us work
through the terms in the Lagrangian. Clearly the kinetimter; F,, F* of the vector fieldV,, is unaffected so we
need not consider it. The term1G,,G** has basically the same composition and transformation &, F'**

1Unless otherwise stated the terms 'chiral symmetry’ anéhlasymmetry’ are interchangeable in these notes.
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which is itself invariant so we can also add it to our list ofaniants and we need only concern ourselves with the
1 (...) ¢ part. To do this we will need the following trivial identie

Y@ = o, (1 +if (x)7° + % (if (@)7°)* + ) = (1 —if ()" + % (if ()7°)* + ) Ny = e @Oy

(5.5)
,\/5eif(z)'v5 — eif(z)'v575 (5.6)
0@’ = iy (9, f (2)) €7 (5.7)

Now we use these identities in considering the rest of threstoamation,

Vi D+g N +g AP —m)p — Pl (i 9tq ¥+ g Ay +g(Q DB (x))7° — m) ePi9BEn’y

= ePigB@)1’ (z (_2'75 (gP DB (z)) ePi9B@1’y 4 o= Pigh(a)y® ﬁ¢)

+ (g NV +9 A +9Q PB(x)7° —m) ePigﬁ(I”W)

= ePigh@1’ (e—PigB(z)'v5ry5 (gP PB (2)) ¥ +ie~Pi9B@"" gy

ePIEN" (g V4 g AP+ gQ PP (@) 7)1 — mePiad e’y

=5 (15 (9P PB) U +i PY+a Vb +g A+ (9Q BB (2)) 7w — me2Fialen’y)

(i P+a V+g Ay —m)g+mi (1 -2l ) gt (Q - P) g (0,8 () byt

D(i D+ V+g Ay —m)+mi (1 - 2P ) g —g(Q — P) §(2) (0u54) + 9(Q — P) 9, (B () %)
(5.8)

We have defined thexial current j = ¢~#~51 so-called because it transforms as an axial vector undesmitor

transformations.e. whenz — —xz, j%4 — j%4. In the action, the last term in the above is a total divergembich

we can rewrite as a surface term, the surface being at infiAgguming that the fields and their first derivatives are

vanishing at infinity we sef d'z g (Q — P) 9, (3 () j%) to zero - we did this all the time at the start of the nofEs.

first order ing (z) we have,

_|_

S — S+ /d4x 98 (z) (P — Q) 0,4 — 2imPyry°y) . (5.9)

If we take the standard gauge transformatiéhs: (Q = 1 we have that the action is invariant up ﬁcd“x 2ima)y°1p,

so in the limit of massless fermions the action is invariarder local chiral gauge transformations. Massless fermion
are a general feature of chiral invariant actions. On therdthhnd had we just looked at local gauge transformations of
the fermion fields.e. P = 1, Q = 0 such that4, — A, we have from demanding invariance of the action that the
axial current must obey the following conservation law,

ity = 2imipy>y (5.10)

as 3 () is an arbitrary function ¢y°¢ is a pseudoscalar under parity operatiens: —z it transforms asjy®y —
—1y°1), the four divergence of the axial current is proportionah®mass density of the pseudoscalar. At the classical
level we can show that this current relation holds by considevhat happens with the classical equations of motion
for ¢» and+). Hopefully getting the equation of motion far is trivial, to get the equation of motion fap one can
conjugate that fop using the fact that®, vY~* and~® are Hermitian (see below) or rewrite the Lagrangian usieg th
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product rule and vanishing surface terms so that the desévt the kinetic term acts instead @r?

(i D+ V+ Ay’ —m)d =

~0 (707“) (z’@ +V + Ay® — m) +0 (701/1) =
0 (—zgu +V + Ay — m) (o) 40 =
¥ (—@ +V - Ay — m) () =
b (- ¥— Ay +m)

(5.11)

I
o o o o o

. : : . . . i
To derive the classical current equation we use these emsat substitute into the current equatio and Ji):

BB - S DY

—it) (V+ AV —m) ¥ ) + iy (= V= Ay +m) e
= —ip(V+ AV —m)¥* + i (V+ Ay® +m) 45y
= 2imyrSy

O (Vo)

(5.12)

At the quantum level what we have done is effectively redefine variables of integration (the fields) by —
DeB@7” andy — 8@y so that, (omitting spectator fields for brevity),

| DEDY expi [ ' [, v]

[ DY’ Dy expi [d'z S [¢', 4]
= [ DYDY expi [d'z S [, 9] + g8 (x) (.4 — 2imiy°y) + O (82)

(5.13)
We have assumed (naively) that because,
e~ #(@) 0 0 0
U 0 e @ 0 0
iB(z)y” ) — -
Det (e ) Det . o e 1 (5.14)
0 0 0 P
the Jacobian associated with the path integral measure thedransformation is also one hence,
= (9udly) = 2im(y°y) (5.15)

This gives us ther(aive axial vector current Ward identity. It is naive because ibnly true at the classical level, in
our abbreviated path integral description above we negfecpossibility that the path integral measure may change
non-trivially under the transformation of the fields, it megntribute something in the form of a Jacobian. When the
Jacobian is not one we have anomaly Anomalies are of fundamental importance in field theory.

25“ indicates that),, is acting on all the stuff to the left instead of the right.
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5.2 The ABJ Anomaly.

Before plunging into a calculation of the change in the patagral measure we will detour to some phenomenology
which preceded it. As we said before the anomaly preseetflitg making the path integral measure over the fermions
transform so as to produce a Jacobian not equal to one. lpa¢sents itself in the calculation of certain S-matrix
elements, the axial anomaly was first discovered in the tion of the VVA (vector, vector, axial) and VVP (vector,
vector, pseudoscalar) triangle diagrams.

These correspond to the following 3-point functions,

(0T, () 3w () jax (2)]0) (5.16)
(0T ju(x)ju (y) P (2)]0) (5.17)
In momentum space these are,
Tywx (k1 ko, q) =i / d*adiyd'z 1ot k== (0 | T, (x) 4o (y) jax (2)]0) (5.18)
Ty (K1, k2, q) =i / dizdiyd*z e @ tiky=iez (0 |75, (2) 4, (y) P (2)]0) (5.19)

with P (z) the pseudoscalap (z) v°+ () (probability) density. We are trying to test our naive chisard identity.
The first amplitude contains an axial current and the secomthins a pseudoscalar, the Ward identity relates the
divergence of the axial vector to the pseudoscalar derssitghould provide a relation between these two amplitudes.
To do this we will clearly want to be differentiating the fiestnplitude so as to get the divergence of the axial vector
current. This will involve differentiating the time ordetproduct of operatorg, (x) j. (y) ja,x (z) which is not easy.

2 (T3 (x) 3% (v) 53 (2)]
0 (x0 — y0) 0 (yo — z0) j* () 3% (¥) 4a (2) + 6 (0 — 20) 0 (20 — v0) 5" () jA (2) 5* (v)
=52 + 0(yo—x0)0(xo—20) 5" (y) " ()X (2) + 0(yo—20)0(20—20)5" (v) i} (2) " (x)
+ 0(z0 —x0) 0 (zo — yo) ja (2) 3" (x) 5" (y) + 6 (20— 10) 0 (yo — o) Ja (2) 3 () j* (x)
= [T5" (x) 3* (y) (Ox54 (2))]
— 0(20 — y0) 0 (xo — o) j* () §* (y) j4 (2) — (20 —x0) 0 (20 — o) j* () 5% (2) §* (v)
— 0(20 —0) 0 (yo —x0) 7” (¥) 3" () j% (2) — (20 —w0) O (20 — 20) 3* () 54 (2) 3" (2)
+ 6(20 — 20) 0 (w0 — o) j% (2) 3" (%) 3V (y) + (20 —yo) O (yo — 20) & (2) 5* (v) j* (2)
+ (20— y0) 0 (zo — 20) j* (x) 34 (2) 3" (y) + 6 (20 —w0) 0 (yo — 20) 3" () 5% (2) j* (x)
= [Tj* (x) 3" (y) (Ox2 ()]
+ 620 —yo) (0 (yo — x0) 3% (2) 3* () 3" (x) — O (xo — yo) J* () 3* (y) 1 (2))
+ (20— 20) (0 (o — 20) §” () 3% (2) 3" (x) — 0 (20 — wo) 3" (x) §G (2) 5” (v))
+ (20 — o) (0 (x0 — y0) J% (2) 3 (x) ¥ (y) — 0 (yo — 20) §* () 3" (2) j (2))
+  6(20 —wo) (0 (w0 — 20) 3" (2) §% (2) 5 (y) — 0 (20 — w0) §* (y) 5% (2) j* (z)) 5.20

In actual fact the thing that we are differentiating is ireséh integral (it's insid€,,.» (k1, k2, ¢) at the top of the page)
so when we do the integration the delta functions will setsafthezs, yos andzys equal to each other. We can
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therefore safely rewrite théfunctions as if this has already occurred.

= [T (80,u5" () 3" (y) 34 (2)]
+ 6(20 — o) (0 (yo — 20) 42 (2)3¥ () 3" () — 0 (x0 — o) 3" (x) §* (y) §% (2))
+ (20 —0) (0 (yo — x0) 3” (y) 5% (2) 3" () — 0 (w0 — o) * (2) 4 () §¥ (1))
+ 620 — w0) (0 (w0 — o) 4% (2) 3 () 3¥ (y) — 0 (yo — o) §* (y) 3* () §% (2))
+ 6(20 — o) (0 (xo — wo) 3 () 4% (2)3* (y) — 0 (yo — 20) §* (y) 1% (2) 3" (x))
= [T (03" () 5” (y) 52 (2)]
+ (0 (yo—20) (0 (20 — wo) [1% (2), 53" ()]) 3" (x) + 6 (xo — o) 3" () (6 (20 — ¥o) [JA (2),3” ()]))
+ (0(yo —z0)3* (v) (6 (20 — z0) [4% (2) 5" (@)]) 4+ 0 (xo — yo) (0 (20 — z0) [4% (2) 5" (x)]) 3* (v))

(5.21)
Now consider the commutators, they are all accompanied bjtaftinction which gets integrated ovefdip,  (k1, k2, q)
effectively making them equal time commutators. We knowethygal time commutation relations (ETCRs) for fermion
field operators such as those above from canonical quantizat

(o (@) 05 ()} = 0
{vt <x>,wg(y>} =0 . (5.22)
{vl (2),¥s 0apd® (x —y)

—~

<

N—

——
Il

Thea andg are Dirac indices. Given these ETCRs consider a commuthtbedorm,

(¥4 @) Tl () 0 (9) At ()] (5.23)

Wherel'* andA” can bey* ory#~5. Written in terms of Dirac indices thé* andAY are just numbers (as opposed to
operators 4/'s andis) and can be pulled through as such.

= (¥l (@) vs (@) 1 (¥) ¥s (y) — 1 () ¥s (y) ¥, (2) ¥ () ThaAY,
PuIIthewT () Yp (x) throughto the other side of the first term
= (¢ (x—y)émwT () s (y) — 63(x— Y) dastd (y) ¥ (@)
+ 0l () s () UL (@) ¥p (@) — 1 (y )wa( )Wl (2) s (2)) ThsA% s (5.24)
= & x-y) (vl () T 1) — mAuwmmw)
+ (U () vs (y) vl (2) vg (2) — i() 5 () ¥ () vp (2)) T,
= 8% (x—y) (L (@) ThAbss (v) = v () A Wmmw)

Given that the above is multiplied By(zo — yo) §° (x — y) and we integrate overandy, after one of the integrations
this becomes,

Pt () [0, A¥] 4 () . (5.25)

In our particular case we always haveia(z) (= ' (z)y(z)) in the commutatoi.e. in terms of the above we
are always dealing Witl{wl () T 5005 (), () AZ b (y)] = ¢t (z) 1%, A¥] ¥ (z) with T = T the identity,
everything commutes with the identity so all our commutsi@nish giving,

2T (ki,koyq) = i [diadlyd!s ethrotikey—ioz ( — 10T (ﬂi)Ju () janx (2)]0) )
2L uv 5 ) -

— (0T () G (y) jax (2)] 0) )

= 4 d4xd4yd4zeiklz+ik2y7iqz
d <+ (0|5 () v () (9254, (2))] 0)

We can now use the naive Ward identity to rewrite the 4-digrog of the axial current a&'j4 » (z) = 2imP (2)
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whereP (z) = v () v°¢ () is the pseudoscalar (probability) density.

; ; ' — ig™M0|Tju () ju (y) jax (2)] 0)
AT (k1o ko, q) = i [dadiydty eikrotikey—ios W0 G () g : (5.27)
A / + 2im(0|T . () ju (y) P (2)]0)

In fact 8jTWA (k1, k2, q) is an integration over a 4-divergence which we can take tistiausing the same trick were
we write it as an integral over a surface at infinity and assaththe fields and their derivatives vanish at infinity.
Hence,

/d4$d4yd4z 2m(0| Ty (2) ju (y) P ()| 0) = ¢ (0| Tju () ju (y) jax (2)] 0) (5.28)

Consequently we get the naive Ward identity for our two thpeiat functions,
Ty (ks ko, q) = 2mT, (k1 k2, q) - (5.29)

It is also worth pointing out that there are also vector Waiehtities associated with the VVA amplitude which are
derived in exactly the same way as the axial Ward identityhisicase we differentiate with respect to one of the other
coordinates in the time ordered productr y. This gives a time ordered product of the divergence of orikeo¥ector
currents with the other two currents and a bunch of equal tammutators of the fornﬁjo,j“] all of which vanish
just as they did in calculating the axial Ward identity. Ayipb the classical conservation of the vector current to the
time ordered product gives the vector Ward identities fer\A diagram,

K{Tux (k1,ka,q) = 0

. (5.30)
k5T (K1, k2, q) 0

Hopefully it's clear that for VVV diagrams we would get threkthese and for VAA we would get one vector and two
axial Ward identities.

Thus we have a Ward identity relating the VVP and VVA amplésavhich was derived assuming that the classical
chiral Ward identityd,,j,; = 2imP remained true at the quantum level. We can now test this hgsat by simply
evaluating the two diagrams and see if the relation aboveéged. It turns out that the divergence of the axial current
does not obey the classical relation. The classical relationodified by aranomalyand the Ward identity above
relating our three point functions is missing a tedy, = €uvapkks on the right, the so-calledBJ anomaly
(Adler [1969] Bell and Jackiw[1969)).

Hopefully it is obvious that the Feynman rule for the axialrent vertex is justy“~° as opposed tey* for the
usual vector current vertex. With the usual Feynman rulether get the following the amplitudes,

__1
272e

[ 5 i [
Tuu)\ (kh ko, q) = f (211)74 X —1xTr ﬂ;‘m’}/)\’}; ﬂ*{*m’YV ﬂ*V;*m’YH ‘|
H'Y;\'Y d,¢,m7u 7.7]¢27m7u (5.31)
3 1 7
T (kik,q) = [ 3 x —1x Tr g g R
v—m ) g I gy—m 1V
To check the Ward identities we can use the following,
{4,7°} =0={p.""} = 2m"* + 2my° (5.32)

= 47" =" (b= 4—m)+ (H—m)7" +2mr° (5.33)
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gives,
A _ d*p y m /47 7 ,j m'}/uy % m
q TMV)\ (khk?aq) - f (27.‘.)4 X —=1xTr
p/—m /é,‘/ y— ([—m,‘yﬂpf ],{2 A/V
= —I(S;’)ZT?“ 7w 7”’/ % TR i - T T T
+ p/—m’y A/Np/ l;/g mA’/V + 7’,‘/ pf—y—m,\yﬂpf—lﬁ—m,‘/’j
+ 2mf—d4”4 x =1xTr V- "ﬂ 7= d m = % m Tk

M - t e e e e
= ROV + REY +2mT, (k1. ks, q)

(5.34)
RV andR? are the so-calledest terms
1
N P il
;d m"/ TwgHo—m 7%2 v (5.35)
T s sl
7 g Y o= W
We can rewriteRf;ﬁl) with {75, 7“} and the cyclic property of the trace so as to closer resemj;)ft%> ,
(41) ¢ L%ﬁ*w
R,uv _ _Zf (2771)74 Tr p/—m y— l;ll m
T E m”” el (5.36)
:—zfdPT 7#% Wﬂm%]
@ A/ P—Ha—m ]/2 ’YVp/—m’yN
So we have the axial current Ward identity if the rest terms,
S W il
7’ zf 1%1 sz— T (5.37)
RGY = +if (g BTy 7’ ;d*lﬁfrllﬁ/rm%’;dfliifmﬂm ]
T 5
T VT e

cancel each other (they're clearly not both zero) As wmitibove it looks like simply shifting the integration variab

p by a constant tgpy + k; in the first term mRW and top + ks, in the second term |rRW we would have
Rf{,“?) R(Al) a cancellation of the rest terms and agreement with thé \Akied identity! This is not true however
as these integrals are divergent, shifting the variabletfgration in divergent integrals is not generally trivéald
there may be a finite difference between the shifted and fitadhialues. It is equivalent to saying that the amplitude
Ty (K1, k2, q) depends on whether we ugdor our loop momenta op + constant, naturally one expects this not
to matter,p is a dummy variable and the limits of integration are at ifjinhowever in this way the amplitude is
ambiguous. We have a similar situation for the vector Waedhitfiesk| T}, » (k1, k2, q) = k5T (k1, k2, q) = 0. To
see this we use the identities

Ll Jut p-m)— — and

/ﬁp—m p—m p—;—m p_;_m(ﬁ—/@—m)—l (5.38)
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= k’fTw,\ (k1,k2,q)

_ f (2 )4 % -1 x Tr ) p(_ 'YA'Y —d—m 4_ W—h—m 1%1 m K ]
i ﬂm"/)\"/ﬂtfm/klﬂ To—m 1V ‘ ‘
= [ @k Y ‘/—’"%V Tl I Z(: 161+51)—1m)ﬁ7w5#%m ]
|- ﬂmﬂmﬂ% RO + i e (b= k2 —m)
S (dp Tr iAy° T o7 = % Ty Zﬁ 7/\755#,{%%
- Z'YA'Y p/ ]%2 m"/up(_ = YWY e em

_ _f (d P_Tp Z’)/)\’y V 7%1 7%2 7”7 7%1 _ R&‘Zl) +R(V2)

iAY° 7= ]%2 m"/up(_
(5.39)

An analogous calculation gives a similar result8f,, » (k1, k2, ¢), in both cases we see that shifting the variable of
integration in one of the terms by a constant would give a ellatton and the classical vector current Ward identity.
Like the axial case we cannot trivially do this as the intégeae linearly divergent. We will now calculate the rest
terms and treat properly the shift of the loop momentum.

We will first attempt to calculate the rest terms in the axéde starting with the trace. The trace of the first term in
R s,

Tr [v° (b= Fi— k2 +m) v (b= k1 +m)v)
= Tr[¥V° (p— k1= k2) v (b= k1) v+ m*Y ]

: o (5.40)
Tr [Y5y7.] = 0@andTr [(p — @) v (b— k1) 97°] = —diawsn (p — )™ (p — k)"
= dieagupy (p— q)a (p— kl),@
(A1) 4 M
_ d 1 Sy
Riv” = deapw [ @i | Glie)
(p—k1)?—m?2
= (A2) " (p—kl—kg)):(p_zkl)ﬁ (5.41)
= L ( —k —m
Ry = +4€a,6’u1/f (27r1))4 (p—k1—k2)?—m? _ (p—kzl)—klg)"‘(p—k2)3
(p—k2)2—m2

Itis easy to check that terms of the foew,,.p®p” are identically equal to zero this is what kills the appacpratdratic
divergence making the integrals linearly divergent indte®o get a cancellation of the rest terms above we need to
shiftp — p — k; in the first term ofRfﬁl) andp — p — ks in the second term oRfﬁl). We can write the rest terms as
functions of the loop momentum, we parametrize the first aadeaving no shifte.

(an _ _
N I ‘2”’4 B m o) (5.42)
= Ry = +[3 ot (Buv (P = k1) — k1 & ko)

where theAs correspond to the first and second termﬁfﬁl) andejﬁ”. So if the integrals were convergent such
shifts would have no effects, we would firfd(;’% (A () =y > k) = [ (;’Tg’ (A (p— k1) — ky ¢ ky) and

the rest terms would cancel but the integrals are divergetitis is not the case. To find the anomaly we need to know
the extent to WhlcPR(Al) andeﬁg) don’t cancel.e. we must determine how the rest terms are affected by shifts in
the loop momentum.

d*p _ _ d*p (p+a—k2)*(pt+a)®
J o Buw 0+ a) = A (9)) = deasi [ o5t (Grap ) (ra—he) =)

— deapp [ 22 (k)" (5.43)
TN e e (e

We can Taylor expand,,,, (p + a) aboutA ,, (p) to give,

Ay (p+a) = By (p) = "0p Dy (p) + 0" 002Dy (p) + ... (5.44)
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hence,

f (271.)4 py p + CL) A;w (p)) = f ( )4CL (A (p) + aAaAA,uu (p) + )

(5.45)
= (277)4 J4dSTar (A (p) +a*OrnAuy (p) + ...)

where in the last line we have used Gauss’ law to rewrite ttheme integral[ d*p 0, (a” f,. (p)) as a surface inte-
gral [, dSTa, f. (p). The surfaced is a 4d (hyper)sphere of infinite radius (the volume beinggrated over was
symmetric and infinite). The integration measdi¥ is an infinitesimal 4-vector defined ofrand perpendicular to
it. Now to evaluate the surface integral (we replége- k»)” p” with —k$p? in the numerators of the integrand as
eagwpo‘pﬂ =0).

pB
(p>—m?)((p—k2)2—m?)

—4e kS g
dsT . A 5 )\a A 5 )= aBuvivy / ds™ . A P
/A a ( Iz (p) +a”o\A, (p) + ) (27T)4 A a + a”oa (;szmz)((P*kz)Q*m?)

+

1
(2r)"

As the surface of the sphere we are integrating over is atitinfive can greatly simplify the denominators above by
taking the limitp? — oo.

1
(2r)"

T A —4eapuks T pﬁ A pﬁ
/ dSTar (A (p) +a 0Dy (p) +...) = 7"4/ dS"a, <—4 + a0y <—4) + > (5.47)
A (2m) A D D
In three dimensions the integration measure is easily faarmkdS? = p’ |p| sind dddg, wherep’ = p is a vector
from the centre to some point on the surface of the sphexeit(is radial) andd, ¢ are the usual spherical polar and
azimuthal angles. Analogous to this in four dimensions tibegration measure is proportionabgtf)|p|2 consequently
the second term above does not contribute as it has fewereavet powers op which makes that integrand tend
to zero all over the surface of integratiofp| — oo). The same is true for the other higher derivative terms in the
Taylor expansion. However we can see that the first term g equal number of powers pfin the numerator
and denominator in the integrand which making it non-vainighwe will evaluate this below. Had the integral been
guadratically divergent the second term would have coumiith, cubic divergences would have made the third term
contributeetc Following this reasoning we find that only in the case of gnéds which are convergent or at most
logarithmically divergent does a shift in the integrati@riable not contribute any such terms and the final integmnati
is unaffected. We can also generalize our 3-d sphericahsardlement to a 4-d one, by analogy it will be of the form
dS™ = pTp? f (6, ¢) dddgdy wheref), ¢ and) are the spherical polar angles of Minkowski space. Also tveetor
a” is a constant and so it can be brought outside the integral.

—4d€asu B
= e [adSTar (B (D) + 03D () +..) = ezl p |p| 1(6.9)ar b codoay

—dcapunkzar IR 25 £ (0,0) didgdy

(2m)*

(5.48)

Needless to say an honest evaluation of this integral idytgHious. Instead of showing the 16 integrations we sketch
how they are done. First to properly determine the integnatieasurg (0, ) dddsdyy one has to evaluatg (9, ¢),
this is the infinitesimal surface area element. It is eqeivalo the determinant of the metric (of the sphere). In 3ed th

metric of a sphere of radiug is,
2
goo 960 | _ (B 20_2 : (5.49)
90 oo 0 R‘sin“f

To get the metric all you have to do is take a point on the spber@metrized in spherical polars and make infinitesimal
rotations in all the angles then comput€?, the infinitesimal distance between the new and old pointee bot of

the determinant of the metric above\j§R2 x R2sin26 which gives the well knowrR?siné ddde as the surface are
element. Pictorially this corresponds to the area of aniteimal square on the sphere made by moving a point on
the surface by two orthogonal rotations (the metric is died) — 6 + dd and¢p — ¢ + d¢. This method generalizes
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to higher dimensions, in Minkowski space a sphere has thm,for

2 —a?—y? - 22 =R? (5.50)
x = iR siny sing sind
y = z:R cosy s?n¢ sinf (5.51)
z = iR cosp sinf
t = Rcosf
The metric when calculated using the method just descriied i
goo  9op oy R? 0 0
goo 9os gew | = | O Rsin?6 0 (5.52)
gyo  Gyo Gy 0 0 R2sin?0 sin2¢

giving R3sin?0 sin¢ dddgdy as the surface area element. In terms of our integral overentamwe now have,

1 —4 @ l/k T 2m
= —4/ dS"a, (AW (p) + aAaAAW (p) + ) = 6'6)+2a/ dw/ d(b/ do P p sin26 sing.
(2m)" Ja (2m)*
(5.53)
It is now a matter of grinding out the integrals by substitgtinp°, p*, p, p®> completely analogous te, y, z, t above.
The integrals with- #  are quick to do, they all vanish. For= g = 1, 2, 3 the integrals giveu%2 andforr =48=0
the integral is%2 so the integral is in fact equal ﬂgzgfﬁ giving,

/ d4p 1 T A 1 B
W(AW (p+a) = B (p)) = W/Ads ar (D (p) + @ 0Dy (p) + ) = 5 €apuahy. (5.54)

The actual rest terms were, from before,

d*p
RiD + REY = / Gyt (B (=) =k 65 ) = (B () =k & £2) (5.55)
so the first term is the third term with a shift— p — k1 in the integrand giving- #ea,@wkf‘kg and the second term
is the same as the fourth with a shift— p — ks giving 8772 €apurks kl, where in the latter case we have swapped
k1 > ko in our formula for the shift. By asymmetry ef,s,. this gives, R,Wl) + R(AQ) #eagwk?kg and
consequently the anomalous/quantum axial Ward identity,

1
Ty (ks k2, q) = 2mT, (k1 ko, q) — mﬁamuk?kg (5.56)

with — . ea[gwkakg being theanomaly
What about the rest terms in the vector Ward identity, do tteacel each other out? From before we had,

nwy’ R = m%zf e =RV _g{V? (5.57)
- 'YA'Y 7 — 1%2 7”y m

4
= kYT (k1 ke, q) =14 f (ng))4
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The trace evaluates to,

Tr o™ (b= k= ke +m) v (= fr+m)] = Trpy® (b= k= ko) (b= k)] + T [mP ]
UseTr [y,17°] =0
= —Tr [Yon (b= k= k2) v (= Fi)]
UseTr [757#%%‘75] = 4di€ vas
= —dieaprks (p— k1)’
(5.58)

deoprpks —k)? g
= KTy (ki ko, q) = —22 72 / d*p (b 1)2 — E— ). (5.59)
(2m) (p—Fk1—Fk2)"—m? (p—k2)"—m

As before we can write this integral as a surface integral @slid in the case of the axial Ward identity. Using the
same techniques as for the axial case we have,

= Ky Tus (ky kayq) = 2oz [ STk, 7o 2

(2m)* k2)2—m?2

Samukihnr (37 dyy [T dg [ db EB sin20 sing (5.60)

(271.)4 p2
= #ngy)\kf‘kg.

The vector Ward identity is also anomalous.

As | said earlier the linear divergences essentially geaena ambiguity of the VVA amplitude, that the amplitude
depends on how one initially defines the loop momentum. Weshaw this explicitly. Imagine that instead of defining
the loop momentum ag in the initial diagram we defined it gs+ a where a is some constant. For momentum
conservation at each of the vertices this will mean thist some linear combination @f, andk,. The amplitude for

Tuwx (K1, k2, q) is now,

4

~ . d*p
T,uu)\ (kla k27Q) = Z/ (27T)4TT

1 5 1 L
p/—l—zj—m,‘/)‘,‘/ Yrd—gd—m T P+a—k —m Tn ‘| (5 61)
1 5 1 1 ' .

+ Frad=—m NV rad—q=m i d—ta—m v

Previously the amplitude was,
4
p4 Tr
(2m)

If I can simply shift the loop momentum by the constanp — p + a in the original amplitude then there is clearly
no difference in the two amplitudes. We know that this is het¢ase as shifts of the variable of integration in greater
than logarithmically divergent integrals are not triviBlefining,

Tuva (k1, k2, q) = 2/

1 5_ 1 1
W%’Y W%m% . (5.62)
T N g e

Apr(p) = Tr [ﬁ%’fm%m%
Tr[(p+m) 1Ay’ F—a+m) v (= +m)vu
(P2 —m?)((p—q)*—m?)((p—k1)*—m?)

(5.63)

using our surface integral technology we can write,

- . o ki &k
Tywx (K1, k2,q) — Ty (k1, k2,q) = ﬁ JdSTa; | Auux (p) + derivatives ofA 5 (p) ... + ; N VQ )
27

= Gt o A0 5 dé [ A0 sin0sing pTpar (D (p) +
k1<—>k2

derivatives ofA,,» (p) ...) +
w v

(5.64)
looking at the trace the largest powermppossible in it isO (p3), we get another three powersfrom the surface
elementp”p?. Our surface of integration is a sphere of infinite radipls= oo. Taking the limit ofp? — oo in
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the denominator it become$, consequently the integrand aboveﬂs(po) and the higher derivative terms above are
o (p*l) and below. This being the case we need only concern ourssltlethe first term in the Taylor expansion of

Appr (p+a) = Auwx (p),

B . 2w ™ T k k
Tp,l/)\ (kla k27 Q) - Tp,l/)\ (kla k27 q) = ‘ 4 / dQ/J/ d(b/ dg 82n2982n¢ prga‘r AMV)\ (p) + L
(2m)” Jo 0 0 B v

(5.65)
In addition, considering again the trace insitig, , (p) we need term¢ (p*) to combine withp™p? of the surface
term and hence counter tp€ denominator so as to have the integrand non zetp|at co. We can therefore save
ourselves several pages of trace algebra by only consgigra© (p3) terms in the trace, faf ., » (p) this means,

Tr[(p+m)wy® (b= 4+m)v (b— ki +m)v.] = Tr [ ooy’ b ] (5.66)

The trace is complicated and requires the use of the gamnrixng@ntity v,v5v, = gas¥y + 98vYa — Gary¥8 +
ie#a6v7“75-
Tr [ b bvu ]
Use identity above

= puTr [V Py b + oTr [V by b
— g Tr [v° py b P + deau D" Tr [V by p7*°)
7v°~y® = I'in last term
= puTr [V Py b + oTr [V by b
9g\Tr [¥° v b b +  i€au DT [y P77 (5.67)
Use standard traces
= dieavprp“’py — dieapup®p’pa
+ 4igp>\6a5u'ypap5p’y — 4i6a5u>\pﬁpup°‘
- 4i€a,8u>\p6pupa - 4iel,lw>\p7p2
€vapp®p” type terms= 0
= —die,uy2pTp?
= W 0% dy [ do [ df sin?Osing p™p2a-Auwa (p)
= b JyT A0 [ do [ 0B sinsing ppPa, —Hepr (5.68)
= 4a(72:)’1“ 0% dy [ do [, d6 sin?6sing ;);_;2;7

We previously evaluated this integral in calculating thet terms for the axial Ward identity, it w#ﬁ g™

~ €uu 2@ ki1 <k
= Tp,l/)\ (kla k2a (]) - Tp,l/)\ (kl, k?a q) = ek ! ?

5.69
872 w < v ( )
Remember we said that to conserve momenta at the verticesust be a linear combination &f andk, (it is not
also a linear combination afasq = k1 + k2 from simple momentum conservation), writing= xky + (z — y) k2 we
have,

7 Y
= T (k1, k2, q) — Tywn (k1 k2, q) = g2 Xy (k1 — ko). (5.70)

does the same thing happen to the amplitude for the VVP diagraw does it behave if the loop momentum is defined

differently? By analogy with the VVA diagram the corresporgl(surface) integrand in the case of the VVP diagram

is the same as that of the VVA diagram but with the axial vectarplingv,~®° replaced by the pseudoscalar coupling
5

A

A ()= 1 [(+m)7° (b= A+ m)y (b= Frtm)v] (5.71)

w? = m2) (0= ) = m2) ((0 = k2)* = m?)
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Just as in the case of the VVA diagram the surface integréletilis take the limitp| — oo in the denominator making
it p8 and the integration measure will contribytgp? to the numerator so like the VVA case we need only consider
termsQO (p3) in the trace. In other words the trace simplifies,

Tr[(p+m)¥° (p— 4+m)v (b= ki +m)y.] = Tr [ p7° by bv.] = Tr[odd number ofyg = 0. (5.72)

Crucially the same ambiguity is therefore not true of the \i&gram it does not change under constant shifts of the
loop momentunp — p + constant, unlike the VVA diagram, the VVP amplitude isxambiguous

Hence had we written down our VVA diagram with+ a where previously there had been jpsive would have
had the extra term above dotted with the different 4-veaiprgearing in our Ward identities! In the case of the axial
Ward identity we would have,

P T (k1,k2,q) = T (k1. k2,q) + Lz €y @ (k1 — k)" (5.73)
= qAT,uV)\ (klv kQa Q) + #qu)\'y (k%k?/ - k%kg)
Recall we calculated for the axial Ward identity,
P T (k1. ka,q) = 2mTyy (k1 k2, @) — g eapuki k) (5.74)
= = qAT,uu)\ (klv ka Q) = 2mT,uV (kla k?v Q) - #Eaﬂﬂu (1 + y) klakg
For the vector Ward identity we would have,
klllTp,V)\ (kla k2a q) = ki}’Tp«l/)\ (kl, k27 Q) + ﬁeuu)\'ykil (kl - k?)v (5 75)
= ki}’Tp,V)\ (kla k27 q) - &TLZEMV)\'yklfk’QY
Again, in explicit calculation of the quantum vector Wareémdity we found,
1
K T (1, K2, 0) = o5 eapnahihy (5.76)
Substituting this in we find,
~ 1
kYT (k1, ke, q) = 32 G (1—y) kSES. (5.77)
Hopefully it's clear that the same result is found for theavthector Ward identity,
~ 1
B T (k1 b2, @) = <=5 €appn (1= y) KRS - (5.78)

872

Therefore by a judicious choice of loop momentum in the VVagtam (remember nothing happens to the VVP
diagram under a constant shift of the loop momentum) we czover the classical Ward identities for the axial vector
and vector currents. Far = —1 we regain the classical equation of motion for the the aximtent (conservation

of the axial vector current when the loop fermions are mas}lbut the classical vector Ward identity is violated by
the quantum anomaly above. Fgr= 1 the opposite is true and for all other valuesyoboth the classical axial
vector and vector current conservation equations conteita guantum anomalies. It is a matter of convention in
doing perturbation theory that one defines the loop momergaah ambiguous graphs such that the vector current is
conserved and the axial vector current contains the anomaly
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5.3 Fujikawa’sMethod for determining the Chiral Anomaly.

In the last lecture we saw that our naive chiral Ward iderttitynot survive quantization. This can be attributed to the
variance of the functional integration measure under ltreaisformations of (only the fermion) fields giving an extra
contribution to the path integral under the transformatidwich we called the anomaly function. We will now attempt
an alternative calculation of the (Abelian) anomaly firdidaing the method of K.Fujikawa [21-23], this is a delicate
calculation.

In our initial derivation of the axial vector Ward identityewfound that our action cdxial electrodynamics

S = /d4x — EFWF’“’ — EGWG‘“’ + ) (2 D+q V+g Ay — m) 1 + Ghosts + Gauge Fizing (5.79)

transformed under locdl 4 (1) transformations) (z) — e84 (), ¢ () — ¥ (x) e=4P®7°, of the fermion
fields as,

S — S+ /d4x 98 (x) (8,5’ — 2imapy®y) . (5.80)

We worried that the Jacobian of the path integral measurddmoot remain invariant under such redefinitions of
the fields and this is indeed the case. The essence of Fujikawamaly calculation is to properly work out the
change in the path integral measure under the transfornsatibthe fields above. For reasons which will become
apparent Fujikawa’s anomaly calculation is only well dddiire Euclidean space, we can transform the anomaly back
to Minkowski space at the end. To first get into Euclidean epae have to make a Wick rotation to Euclidean
spacei.e. we rotate the upper indedth component of all vectors ag’ = a* and replacey*” = —6"¥. So in
Euclidean space we have the following identifications, = 24, i1 = +*, 9y = i% = 104, Ag = 1A4. Hence

D =~"D, = g"~,D, = —v,D, = —v' D1 —v*Dy — v3D5 — v*D4. Asy* = i1 in Euclidean space all gamma
matrices are anti-Hermitian (in Minkowski space onfywas Hermitiany', v2 and~2 were anti-Hermitian). The?®
matrix is still Hermitian in Euclidean space though,

7 =172 = vy = =ty Py (5.81)
and we still have{y®,v#} = 0. Therefore in Euclidean space the Dirac operator abode =i 0+ V +~° Ais
Hermitian (see the end of section 1.3 for a discussion of thertiticity of the gauge fields).

The next thing to do is decompose the fermion fields into eitgas of the full Dirac operatdre. eigenstates of
i D+q ¥V +g /Av® —m which we will henceforth denote D.

i Doi (x) = Nigi ()

5.82
¢l (x)i D = No) (x) (582

Seeing as D is a Hermitian operator the eigenvalugsare real! For no background field%, A, these eigenstates
are the usual Dirac eigenfunctions of definite momentinas /D = 0 and\? = p? = m?. When the background
fields are non-zero but well behaved and fixed, the eigenfumctbove are still the eigenfunctionsiofD but only in
the asymptotic limit of large momentum, in which case we hage V, A

= i D¢ (z) ~ (Z D+ V+ /4’}/5) Ye~irw (/p_|_q V+g /475) Ye—ipa |

. 5.83
~ o pUeTin 589

This is an important point but it is more important to notet hithough we will be appealing to this limit later we will
at no point be assuming that we are in a plane wave basis, waramty dealing with the eigenfunctions of the full
Dirac operator including the gauge field{s)D. Note that in Euclidean space we can choose our Dirac masicéhat



5.3. Fujikawa'sMethod for deter mining the Chiral Anomaly. 75

o' = ¢. These eigenfunctions are orthogonal and form a compléjastdike in the case of the free Dirac equation,

Y(r) = Yiaid; (v (5.84)
b@) = Sigl(@)b |
Jd'z ¢l (@) b5 (x) = dijdas (5.85)

En(b;r],,a (y) anﬁ (33) = 0 (33 - y) 50‘5

with a; and b; Grassmannvariables({a;,a;} =0, {b;,b;} =0, {ai,b;} =0), a, 3 spinor indices andp,, (z)
eigenfunctions formal numbers). The fields are now completely specified by these(Gvassmann) variables,
consequently an integral over all possible field configoratiy and+ is equivalent to an integral over all possible
combinations of values af; andb;. This being the case we can now redefine the path integralureeatthe fields as

/ DDy — [] / da, [ | / db,y,. (5.86)

So how do the Grassmann variables change under the axisidraration?

P (x) = POy ()

Sjajé; (x) = (1+i6 (2)°) Bja;6; (x)

Jde ol (2) ja;6; () — [ d*z 6] (2) 25 (1 +i8 (2)7°) a;0; () (5.87)
ai = 5 (055 + fd4x iB () (ilz)y° (z]4)) a;

a; = a; + 35 (i [ d*z B () (i[x)° () a;.

A

We will abbreviate the matriyf d*z 3 (z) (i|z)y°(x|j) by M, so the change in; is given by,
a; — (51‘3' + Mij) a; (5.88)
where the repeated index implies a summation. Likewise we ha
O (@) = () @
5568 (2)b; = (S50] (2)b;) (148 (2)7°)
Jd'o (36 @)b;) 61 (@) » [ d' (6] @)b; (1+i8 (@) 7)) 61 (x) (5.89)

b — 25 (5ij + fd433 i3 () <J|33>’Y5<T|Z>) Bj
b — by +1i%; (f dz B () (]|x>’y5<x|2>) b;.

Py

Sob; transforms as,

a little different toa;. Hence the total path integral measure changes as,

H/danH/dBm —>H/d(zj (5nj+Mnj)aj)H/d(zj (Omj + Mjm) b)) - (5.91)

We would like to simplify this so that the connection with ihld measure is clearée. we want the Jacobian whatever
that is. To do this it will be good to know a few basic things abiotegrating over Grassmann variables.

We shall now revisit our earlier discussion of Grassmanratées. Consider a functiofi(a;) of our Grassmann
variablea;, we can Taylor expand it, as with functions of regular nursbéut because; is Grassmanm;a; =
—a;a; = 0 so all terms containing powers af greater than one vanish. Hence the Taylor expansion of argtiin
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of a single Grassmann variahigterminates after two terms,
f(a;)) =P+ a;Q (5.92)

whereP and@ are the coefficients of the expansion.

Integration over Grassmann variables is, at least matheaiigt somewhat ambiguous, consider the double deriva-
tive of f (a;), c‘ﬁif (a;) = 0 for any functionf, so in the world of Grassmann numbers there would appear tmbe
inverse operation to left or right differentiation (for Geamann variables differentiating from the left is differém
differentiating from the right a8,,, anticommutes with Grassmann numbers). Instead of usinfptheal definition
of integration being the inverse operation of differemntiatve make do with an alternative definition which makes the
best possible analogy with that of bosonic integrations tanvention in Physics to insist that Grassmann integratio
is analogous to bosonic integration when shifting the \deiaf integration by a constant as this is something we often
find ourselves doing in Physics. We want to define our intégmaguch that undet; — a; + ¢; with ¢; a constant
number, the integral of the function over all possible valokthe Grassmann variahigis unchanged:

Jdai f(ai) = [d(ai+e) f(aitc)
= [da; f(a;i +¢)
Jda; P+ (a; + ) Q
Jda; f(a;)+ [da; ¢;Q

(5.93)

To get the desired invariance under the shifts of variablevalwe must clearly have Grassmann integration such
that [ da; Qc; = 0. To do this wedefinefor integration of any Grassmann variable over the domaiallgfossible
Grassmann numbers,
fdai = 0
1.

T do 0 — (5.94)

The first of these definitions arises because we waht; ¢;Q = 0 for any functionf (a;) and any shiftc;. The
second definition is merely a matter of conventigiga; a; is some number, it is convention to take it as one as
a matter of normalization. These are known as Beeezin Integration RulesAnother motivation for them is that
with these definitions the integratignda; is equivalent to differentiating from the left€. differentiation in the usual
sense). Recall we are interested in the Jacobian involvib@ittansformation of a multiple integration over Grassman
variables. With the definitions above we have,dpa real bosonic number,

fd(ciai) c;,a; = % (ciai)
= 2 (5.95)
= fdai a;
1
= d(ciai) = —da; (596)
Ci

the Jacobian is the inverse of what it normally is! This pssto multiple integrals over Grassmann variables. Note
that the ordering of integration of Grassmann variablemigartant, defining integration of Grassmann variables the
same as differentiation means that the integrals anticamtike the derivatives. This being the case we can get some
useful expressions for our products of integrals, for inséawe can rewrite,

H/dan :E“EQ...EW%E“”“W/dail/dai2.../daiN (5.97)

where the which are all the same up to a minus sign, whickttie -~ tensor takes care of. This giveé! terms
which are all the same 49, [ da,, taking into account the anticommuting property and the ehal gets divided by
N giving the equivalence with[,, [ da,.



5.3. Fujikawa'sMethod for deter mining the Chiral Anomaly. 77

In our case we have,

I1,  da,

Y Din ]\17 €N [day, .. fdaiN

El Z;ZN N! €N fd Jl l1]1 + Mll]l a]l . fd J2 1NjN + MiNjN)ajN)

Sy e Dy Dy D o€ Gy + Moy ) e (Bin g + Miyin) ' [ day, ... [ dajy,

(5.98)

1

where in the last line we have taken the summation signsdmutsie integration measures they were in and used
the rule for Grassmann integration (described abgv@jca) = 1 [da. Because the integralfda;, ... [ da;, all
anticommute with each other we can make the replacement,

/ daj, ... / daj, = erIn (H / dan> (5.99)

hence,

Hn fdan = XXy Ejl"'EjN %eilmm (6i1j1 + Mi1j1)71 (5iNjN + MiNjN)il ehIn (Hn fda")
= (I, [ dan) Dy oo Dy D)y oo By ey €98 € (8, 004 My ) o (Siggy + Minjn)
(5.100)
Hopefully it is clear that the analysis ff,, | db,, is exactly the same with the replacememts> b andM;; — Mj;
or equivalentlyM — M7 everywhere. We can also use the fact that the determinant®fa N matrix T;; is

1
Det(T;;) = ﬁzal...zaNzgl...zﬁNeal---OfNeﬁrﬁNTalgl...TaNgN. (5.101)

Recall thats (z) is infinitesimal (we are working with an infinitesimal chitaansformation)/;; < ¢;; SO we can
expand(d;; + Mu‘)71 ~ 0;; — My;. Using this definition in the working above we finally have,

Hn fda’” - DetE lJ% Hn fda’” (5102)

1, [db, — Det(M;)]I, [db,

Je

where

Ko m 0ii — My i=7]
iy ~ 1 Z # .
M, J

We can write this determinant using the identity In [éﬁ]{ij) InTr [ U} which is true for any matrix which can
be diagonalized by transformations of the fol MU ~!. Giveng (z) is small (we are considering an infinitesimal
chiral transformation) so far= j,

In [ i —z/d‘*a;ﬁ } —z/d‘*xﬁ Yo (xlf) Vi =] (5.103)
As we are interested in the trace of the above we need not nooaeselves with the case# ;.

= Det(]\;[ij) = exp—Tr [i [d*z B (2) (ilx)y* (@l) ]

(5.104)
= exp — i, [d'z 5 (z) (nfz)y"(z(n) .

Clearly we get exactly the same fpf,, [ db,,. So the total transformation of the measure is,

/dan/db — (exp — 21X, /d4a:ﬁ (n|x)y a:|n) /dan/db (5.105)
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If we show the Dirac indiceép, o) in the exponent we have,

= Det(d; —i [d'a B(x) (jla)y*(ali)) xierj = exp—2i%, [d'wp(2)0] , (@) 1pebn0 (@)
= exp—2i [dx B ()7, (Snd],, (@) dno ()
Use completenessX, ¢}, ., () ¢n.s () = Sapd (z — y)

n,o

= exp—2i [d'zp(z) (Tr [v°].5(0))
(5.106)

The sum in the integrand is badly defindd; [75] =0, 6 (0) = oo and we need to regulate it. There are various
methods of regularization open to us at this point, the alymint is that they will all give us the same anomaly. We
will follow Fujikawa’s regularization which was to insertzaussian cut-off into the sum so as to damp the contributions
from the large eigenvalues. For a detailed discussion aithélr regularization methods the reader is referrdd]to

. A2
S0}, ()77 6n (2) = liMar-se ], () 1 exp [—ﬁ} on () (5.107)
with )\, the eigenvalues of the Dirac operatoD,
D2
= IimM_,ooEn<n A8 exp[m} n> (5.108)

This regularization idJy (1) and U4 (1) gauge invariant (this is easy to see if one considers theffiret of the
regulatori.e. the regulator in terms of eigenvalues instead/oy.
Now consider an eigenstate of/D |i) with eigenvalue)\; this means that another of the eigenst#i?s: ¥ i)
has the opposite eigenvalue:
i Dliy = i DY i)
—%i D i) . (5.109)
= =Aili)

Consequently the element of the sum vanishes as all thest@ges in the complete set with different eigenvalues are

orthogonal.
<n n> = exp

The only exception occurs when the eigenvalue of the stag@éstion is zero in which case the eigenstates need not
be orthogonal. These so-called zero modd3 |, 0) = 0 provide the sole contribution to the sum

(ol ol 2]

M2
and hence the anomaly. We can classify the zero modes awgdoadiheir chirality

2T
_W] (il = 0 (5.110)

p?
i

o)

2
n,0> = exp[ 0 ] (n,017)°n,0 = (n,0|*| n,0) (5.111)

5 -
7’ exp { WV

5
7’ n4,0) = +[ng,0)
5 o (5.112)
v n_,0) = |n_,0).
Therefore our sum over all states is equal to,
. 2
IImMHOOEn<n ‘75 exp{%} n> = n{n, 07| ng,0) + (n_,0]7°| n_,0) (5.113)

= N,—-N_

whereN, andN_ are the number of positive and negative chirality zero modsgectively. The above is a statement
of a topological thearem known as the the Atiyah-Singerxtieorem[5]. The Atiyah-Singer index theorem relates
the index of the Dirac operator to the topological charge N, — N_, this also goes under the name Pontryagin index.
In the case of abU (2) gauge theory it is the instanton number and@ofl) gauge theory in three dimensions it is
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known as the (magnetic) monopole charge. For those mordidamith topological jargon the anomaly / topological
charge is the winding number of the map of the surface at thmdery of space to the gauge group of the theory
in question. Consequently for trivial homotopy groups(G) = 0 we have no anomaly. For a detailed topological
analysis of the anomaly the reader is encouraged to readimffie

Note that these zero modes live in a subspace of the Hilbadeswhere effectivel)ﬁi D, 75] = 0. On the other
hand all the non-zero modes in the rest of Hilbert space arivariant under chiral transformations recall thatn)
and|n) have opposite eigenvalues @f so for the space of non-zero modesD,~°] = 2i [D~°. Itis the case thatin
our basis of eigenstates of the full Dirac operatgD, the chiral asymmetry (anomaly) is contained in the sulcesjph
zero modes. If we change to a different basis by some unit@ngtormation the chiral asymmetry (anomaly) will move
into the other space of non-zero modes. We can show this dmeplaves, let's Fourier transform our eigenfunctions
so we are in a plane wave basis,

d'k a
" = T D 114
onla) = [ o (5.114)
Eudh (2)7%0n (@) = liMarsacTad), (@)1 exp[ 2] o (2)
= iMoo [ S5 S8 5, 3 (k) e v exp[ﬁ%] e (k2) 1% (5.115)

. . 2 .
= iMoo [ (";Tk)lz ("24:)22 Tr [e*““”v‘r’ exp[{%} e”“'””} 0 (k1 — ko).

Where in the last line we have used the completeness, gfperformed the sum and used the cyclic property of the
trace in the same way as we did on the last page where we shbeelhtobian was ill-defined and needed to be
regulated. We can rewrite the exponent using some Diradxgtmnastics as,

/1)2 = 9"y D,D,
= 2 {v. v} DuDy + L [y*,4"]1 DuD,
= DMD,+ 1[4 DuDy — 3 (v, 71 DuD,, (5.116)
= DDy + 5[y, 4"][Dy, D]
J

= D'Dy+ 1" 7] Fuw.

Where we have used the result from 1.3 for the field strengiboter),, = [D,,, D,]. We can also integrate ovés
which setsk; = ko on account of the delta function that we picked up from the @leteness relation.

d*ky
(2m)*
The next thing to do is move the factor @f*-* through to meet the other one which gives a delta functioky afnd

ko. This is easy but we need to look out for the differential @perin D, D* acting on the=**1- factor. In the limit
M — oo we can

. D*D - . D*D 1 /DtD,\? .
—ik1.z 5 M iki.x __ 5 _—iky.x M M iky.x
e 1 fy exp|: 5 :| e 1 — fy e 1 <1 _|_ ]\/[2 —|— 5 < ]\/[2 ) ) e 1 . (5118)

1 v
Sl (2) 7 ¢n () = liMar o / DD, | & ", ]F“”] eikl‘w} (5.117)

Tr [6“““75 exp[ e e

Itis now necessary to simplify thB,, D* term, all the while we have to consider that this is an opergoation;j.e.
that D, D* is acting on something else on the left besielés <.

e—ikl.ID#D,ueikl.z — e—ikl.z (Zau 4 AH) (Za,u 4 A,u) eikl.z
= e T (i0, + Ay) (—eF TRy 4 e Tign 4 et Ar) (5.119)
e~ kT (39, + Ay) €T (<Y 4+ i0r + AF)

Now we movee®*1-¢ |eft through the nexD,,, this has the same effect as above and in addition the twonexyials
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cancel,
= e—“ﬂmDuD“e“ﬂm = (ki +1i0, + A,) ik} + 0" + AM)

5.120
= (Dy— k) (D — ). (5.120)

. L 2 . . .
Repeating this for the following terms in the seriaeg’““% (D;\}—’i' e'f1* gives a completely analogous resiet

simply replaceD — D — k; and remove the exponentials. This being the case we have,

. DF k) (Dy—Fk1) | L[y A" Fu,
Yot (2) Vo (¥) = I|mM_>OOf(2ﬂ)4Tr v exp[( 1]?4(2 w) il ]\7[2] ”
" m L1l AV
= fimyo [ (24k)14e ey [" exp[- B 4 BBt 4 300 (5.121)

k 4 +kbE 2k, D‘ D,D" | yyYF,
= |lmM—>oof(2 T Me™ I“TT[W exp[ a7 eain iyl | K

where in the last step we simply rescaled the momentum ialtegk, — Ak, and used the fact tha,, is u < v
symmetric.

In Taylor expanding the exponential the first term that wal ipon-zero is the one quadratic i),,. This is
because of the® in the trace (the trace was over the eigenfunctiongin position spaceif. x) but also naturally
over the Dirac indices). The first non vanishing trace intigda~° is the trace ofy® with four othery matrices,
Tr [ySy#v"y*4P] = —4e**P (in Euclidean space). The first term in the expansion to haigeproperty which is
least suppressed by powersidfis clearly,

L (7“7 F“”) . (5.122)

2 2M?

This is also the only non vanishing term in the — oo, itis the only such term with four powers 81 in the numerator
and the denominator (we picked up a fackét on rescaling the momentum), all other terms with non-vanigtraces
will have at least one power @ff in the denominator and so vanishias— co. Therefore,

LoV 2
E7L¢IL (T) ’7592571 (T) = limy_e f ((’2:)14 Mie +h kg |:75 % (%) :|
= f ((’2:)14 e-‘rk kluTr |: 51 (ry,urqulw)Q} (5123)

(the minus sign appears from the trace over Dirac indicesitliiean spac@’r [y°+/y"y*y”] = —4e#**F). Now we
recall that in going from Minkowski space to Euclidean spaechavek; ki, = —k1,k1, where thek k1, vectors
are Euclidean. We can therefore perform the integral éy€i,,,, does not depend ofy) as it is now just a product
for four regular Gaussian integrals (one for each dimension

/ dky e Rk = 72 (5.124)

= Su(n |y’ n) = ——==€"*PFuFap (5.125)

3272
Going back a few pages we found that the path integral meabareged as,

11 / day, / db, — (exp 9%, / d'e B () <n|a:>’y5<x|n>) 11 / day, / b, (5.126)

substituting in the result above we have,

I1, [da, [db, — (exp 16;2 [d'z B (x) P F,, Fog) 11, [ dan [ db,

— (exp— [ B () A[A]) T, J dan | b, (5427)
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where, )
—1

u] = 1672
is the so-called singlet / axial / chiral anomaly. To get theraaly in Minkowski space we need to make one change
which is that taking the trace of thematrices above in Minkowski space givedie*”** F,,, F,,5, which means it is
different by a factor-,

AlA P, Fug (5.128)

1
A[A,] = WENWFWFQB. (5.129)
So in performing the usual transformation of variables téghe to derive the axial current conservation equation we

have the same terms as before but now we also have the anarmaly t
= (Ouity) = 2im{p"P) + (A[AL]). (5.130)

It turns out that this expression is the same as that whichalegilated in perturbation theory from the triangle diagsam
to do this you consider the field strength ten#gy, associated with the two photons in the triangle diagram with
momentak;, ko and polarization vectors andes. This is one of a long list of peculiarities of the anomalwttthe
lowest order calculation of the anomalye( with the triangle diagrams) receives no higher order cdiogs, it agrees
with the non-perturbative calculation in this section.

To finish off we list briefly some of the broader issues and i associated with this calculation, unfortunately
time and space does not permit more detail.

The first thing is related to an old problem associated withalectromagnetic decay of the piof — ~v, this
decay is a triangle diagram of the form calculated in the iptevsection. Pions are pseudoscalar particles and in the
limit of soft interactiong ¢ =~ 0) we can effectively consider them as a point like particldwaipseudoscalar coupling
(i.e. only a~® at the vertex) thus their decay basically looks like the V\idggdam in section 5.2. However the naive
Ward identity we derived between the VVA and VVP diagramd tmd that,

Ty (K1, ko, q) = 2mT, (kv k2, q) (5.131)

i.e. that the amplitude of the VVP diagram is effectively zerohie timit g — 0, or equivalently, ther® doesn’t decay!
This was called th&utherlandVeltman Paradoxlt is one of the great successes of the discovery of the alydiret
the ¥ lifetime agrees very well with experiment when one takes atcount the anomaly in the triangle diagrams of
low energy effective theory of the’. Such a calculation of the® lifetime can be found ir3].

Anomalies are more well known these days for their role inst@ining physical theories. The constraints arise
because innocuous as it may seem the fact that anomaliedeviolr classical Ward identities is another way of
saying that the gauge invariance associated with the aryanak not exist at the quantum level. The existence of the
guantum Ward identities is crucial to the renormalizapitif a theory, we saw how they killed off the nasty quadratic
divergences in QED for example. It also enabled us to deslaions between divergent diagrams which in turn
gave a cancellation of those divergences (perhaps a bedienfasaying this is that it gave us relations between the
renormalization coefficients). The fact that these idergtiare not true ruins the Ward identities and so we lose the
ability to have such cancellations, this was very clear i ¢hse of trying to do perturbation theory with the VVA
diagram which showed an ambiguous amplitude, the naive \uartity between the VVA and VVP diagrams was
untrue. It is also the case that anomalies give more nonserssefar as the S-Matrix acquires a gauge dependence,
see[9]. A sensible unambiguous (and renormalizable) theory iesearily anomaly free, this is the aforementioned
constraint which aids model building. Had we consideredm@Abelian gauge theory in the treatment of the last two
sections we would have had various factors involving theggagroup generators appearing, around the vertices of the
triangle diagrams in 5.2 and in the transformations of thimfen fields in 5.3. The modification to the calculations
is trivial and the calculations proceed as they do in 5.2 aBd&ut with more mess). The upshot is that the anomaly
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contains a factor proportional to the gauge group genesator
A = gp [10 {e01° + 147} ] (5.132)

where the trace is over the indices of the internal symmetags. Substituting in the generators of Electroweak theory
the anomaly from the VVA diagrams can yield a term such that,

tr [t {t"tC + ¢} ] = tr [t {£Y + Y'}] o< 6%tr Q. (5.133)

Thus anomaly cancellation in the Standard Model requirastte sum of the electric charges of all the fermions
should vanish

3Remember a colour factdVo = 3 when adding up the quarks charges.
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