arXiv:2006.09315v2 [hep-th] 28 Jun 2020

Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin transformation in three-dimensional quenched QED

V. P. Gusynin^1, A. V. Kotikov^2 and S. Teber^3 1Bogolyubov Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyiv 03143, Ukraine.

2Bogoliubov Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, 141980 Dubna, Russia. 3Sorbonne Université, CNRS, Laboratoire de Physique Théorique et Hautes Energies, LPTHE, F-75005 Paris, France. (Dated: September 8, 2020)

We study the gauge-covariance of the massless fermion propagator in three-dimensional quenched Quantum Electrodynamics in the framework of dimensional regularization in d = 3 − 2ε. Assuming the finiteness of the quenched perturbative expansion, that is the existence of the limit ε → 0, we state that, exactly in d = 3, all odd perturbative coefficients, starting with the third order one, should be zero in any gauge.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum electrodynamics in three space-time dimensions (QED_3) with N flavors of four-component massless Dirac fermions has been attracting continuous attention as a useful field-theoretical model for the last forty years. It served as a toy model to study several key quantum field theory problems such as infrared singularities in low-dimensional theories with massless particles, non-analyticity in coupling constant, dynamical symmetry breaking and fermion mass generation, phase transition and relation between chiral symmetry breaking and confinement.

In the last three decades, QED_3 found many applications in condensed matter physics, in particular, in high- T_c superconductivity [1–3], planar antiferromagnets [4], and graphene [5] where quasiparticle excitations have a linear dispersion at low energies and are described by the massless Dirac equation in 2+1 dimensions (for graphene, see reviews in Ref. [6]).

QED_3 is described by the action (in Euclidean formulation) S = ∫ d^3x [ 1 4 F^2_{μν} + Ψ̄_iγ_μD_μΨ_i ] , (1)

where D_μ = ∂_μ − ieA_μ, i = 1, 2, . . . N, Euclidean gamma matrices satisfy γ^†_μ = γ_μ, {γ_μ, γ_ν } = δ_{μν} , and the gauge coupling constant has a dimension [e] = (mass)^{1/2}. It is super-renormalizable with a mass scale e^2N/8. As such, the model is plagued with severe infrared (IR) singularities in the loop expansion in e^2 of various Green’s functions since, for dimensional reasons, higher-order diagrams contain higher powers of momentum in the denominator. For example, the fermion propagator is affected by IR divergences starting at two-loops. The problem of IR divergences in QED_3 has been intensively investigated by various methods in the 80s [7–11].

In order to better appreciate how these IR singularities may be cured, let’s recall that the effective dimensionless coupling of QED_3 may be written as: α(q) = e^2 q (1 + Π(q^2)) = { e^2/q q ≫ e^2N/8 8/N q ≪ e^2N/8 , (2) where the one-loop polarization operator was used: Π(q^2) = Ne^2/(8q). The corresponding beta function reads: β(α) = q dα(q) dq = −α ( 1 − N 8 α ) (3) and displays two stable fixed points: an asymptotically free UV fixed point (α → 0) and an interacting IR fixed point (α → 8/N).^1

The presence of an infrared fixed point in QED_3 is intriguing especially because of the possible existence of an analogous fixed point in four-dimensional SU(N_c) gauge theories with N massless fermions. In this case, there exists a so-called conformal window: a region of values of colors N_c and flavors N, for which the beta function has a form resembling Eq. (3). Thus, the theory is asymptotically free at short distances while the long distance physics is governed by a non-trivial fixed-point [15] (for studies on the lattice and an extensive list of references see Ref. [16]).

At the fixed points of the beta-function (3), IR singularities of QED_3 are cured. In the IR limit, q ≪ e^2N/8, this goes through an infrared softening of the photon propagator, due to vacuum-polarization insertions, together with the disappearance of the dimensionful e^2 in favour of a dimensionless coupling constant proportional to 1/N. The theory has then the same power counting as the (renormalizable) four-dimensional one. In the following, we shall refer to this limit as the large-N limit of QED_3. In this limit, the fermion propagator is affected by (standard) UV singularities that can be renormalized [17].

1 At the next-to-leading order of the 1/N-expansion, the polarization operator reads: Π(q^2) = NCe^2/(8q) where C = 1 + (184/9π^2 − 2)/N. This result was obtained independently and by different methods in Refs. [12–14]. At the interacting IR fixed point, the beta function therefore retains the form (3) with N → NC. This in turn implies that the IR fixed point remains stable as it is only weakly affected by next-to-leading order corrections: α → 8/(NC) ≈ (8/N)(1 − 0.071/N), in agreement with Eq. (30) of [13]. To the best of our knowledge, calculations at the order 1/N^3 have not been performed yet.

Massless QED_3 also plays an important role in studying the problems of dynamical symmetry breaking and fermion mass generation in gauge theories. This comes from the fact that the properties (3) are reminiscent of those of QCD: the intrinsic dimensionful parameter e^2N/8 plays a role similar to the QCD scale Λ_{QCD}, and the effective coupling α(q) approaches zero at large momenta q. The main question that has been debated for a long time is then whether there exists a critical fermion flavor number, N_{cr}, separating the chiral-symmetric and the chiral-symmetry-broken phases [17–27] (for recent studies in this direction see, e.g., Refs. [28–32]).

Analytical studies of chiral-symmetry breaking and mass generation in QED_3 are based on using truncated Schwinger-Dyson (SD) equations with some approximations (ansatzes) for the full fermion-photon vertex. For example, the simplest one is the replacement of the full vertex by the bare vertex γ_μ (the ladder approximation). A more sophisticated way is to use the vertex consistent with the vector Ward-Takahashi identity and satisfying several other requirements such as the absence of kinematic poles and multiplicative renormalizability. The most known among them are the Ball-Chiu [33] and the Curtis-Pennington [34] vertices constructed for the quenched approximation of four-dimensional QED (QED_4) – for similar vertices in QED_3, see [35].

Another crucial requirement for truncated SD equations, not implemented yet, is the covariance of the fermion propagator and the vertex under the Landau- Khalatnikov-Fradkin (LKF) transformations [36–38]. These transformations have a simple form in the coordinate space representation and allow us to evaluate Green’s functions in an arbitrary covariant gauge if we know their value in any particular gauge. However, in momentum space, the LKF transformations have a rather complicated form for the vertex, and this is the reason why they were not fully involved yet for restricting the form of the vertex even in the quenched approximation (for work in this direction, see papers by Bashir and collaborators [35, 39, 40] and the review in Ref. [41]).

In the present paper, we study the gauge-covariance of the massless fermion propagator in quenched QED_3 in a linear covariant gauge. The LKF transformation for unquenched QED_3 including a non-local gauge will be considered in the future. At this point, let’s recall that the quenched limit of QED is the approximation in which we can neglect the effects of closed fermion loops. The approximation came from investigations of the lattice representation of QED_4 (see [42, 43]) which showed that a reasonable estimate of the hadron spectrum could be obtained by eliminating all internal quark loops. Moreover, the quenched approximation in QED_4 is now used to include QED effects within lattice QCD calculations (see the recent paper [44] and references and discussions therein). Just after its introduction, the quenched approximation in QED_4 has also been used in Refs. [45–47] within the formalism of the SD equations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we consider the LKF transformation for the fermion propagator in momentum space in exactly three dimensions. We notice that it cannot be applied to terms higher than e^4 in the perturbative expansion since they lead to infrared singularities in the LKF relation. Therefore, in Sec. III, we apply dimensional regularization (following [47–49]) to deal with higher order terms. The obtained general expressions, valid for arbitrary order terms, are then analyzed thus revealing the self-consistency of the LKF transformation in Secs. IV and V. The analysis leads to the conclusion that exactly in three dimensions, d = 3, all odd perturbative coefficients, starting with third order one, should be zero in any gauge. The results are summarized and discussed in Sec. VI. In three Appendices A, B, and C we present the details of the calculations.

II. LKF TRANSFORMATION

In the following, we shall consider a Euclidean space of dimension d = 3 − 2ε. The general form of the fermion propagator S_F (p, ξ) in some gauge ξ reads: S_F (p, ξ) = i p̂ P (p, ξ) , (4) where the tensorial structure, e.g., the factor p̂ containing Dirac γ-matrices, has been extracted and P (p, ξ) is a scalar function of p = √ p^2. It is also convenient to introduce the x-space representation S_F (x, ξ) of the fermion propagator as: S_F (x, ξ) = x̂ X(x, ξ) . (5) The two representations, S_F (x, ξ) and S_F (p, ξ), are related by the Fourier transform which is defined as: S_F (p, ξ) = ∫ d^dx e^{ipx} S_F (x, ξ) , (6a) S_F (x, ξ) = ∫ d^dp (2π)^d e^{−ipx} S_F (p, ξ) . (6b) In momentum space, the photon propagator can be written in the following general form:

D_{μν} (q, ξ) = D_T(q^2) ( g^{μν} − q^μq^ν q^2 ) + ξ D_L(q^2) q^μq^ν q^2 , (7) where the functions D_T(q^2) and D_L(q^2) encode the transverse and longitudinal parts of the photon propagator, respectively, and the ξ-dependence was made explicit. In linear covariant gauges that we shall focus on in this paper, radiative corrections affect transverse photons and not the longitudinal ones, i.e.,

D_T(q^2) = 1 q^2 (1 + Π(q^2))

, D_L(q^2) = 1 q^2

, (8)

where Π(q^2) is the polarization part.

The LKF transformation then expresses the covariance of the fermion propagator under a gauge transformation. It can be derived by standard arguments, see, e.g., [36– 38] and its most general form can be written as: S_F (x, ξ) = S_F (x, η) G(x, Δ), G(x, Δ) = e^{D(x)−D(0)} , (9) where

D(x) = e^2Δ μ^{2ε} ∫ d^dq (2π)^d e^{−iqx} D_L(q^2)

q^2 , Δ = ξ − η , (10)

thereby relating the fermion propagator in two arbitrary covariant gauges ξ and η. For d = 3 and D_L(q^2) given by Eq. (8), the LKF transformation takes the form [39, 41]: S_F (x, ξ) = S_F (x, η) e^{−a|x|}, a = αΔ 2 , α = e^2 4π . (11)

As can be seen from (11), the transformation has a very simple form in configuration space. It is much more complicated in momentum space where the Fourier transform of Eq. (9) is given by a convolution S_F (p, ξ) = ∫ d^dk (2π)^d S_F (k, η) G(p − k, Δ) . (12) Here G(k, Δ) is the Fourier transform of G(x, Δ) which, for d = 3, is given by: G(k, Δ) = 8πa (a^2 + k^2)^2

(13)

and is such that G(k, Δ = 0) = (2π)^3δ^{(3)}(k). In terms of the (scalar) function P of Eq. (4), the LKF transform can be written as (still in d = 3): P (p, ξ) = a π^2 ∫ d^3k P (k, η) p · k k^2[a^2 + (p + k)^2]^2

. (14)

Integrating over the angles in Eq. (14) yields a more explicit equation relating the P -functions in two different gauges: P (p, ξ) = a π ∫_∞ 0 dk P (k, η) [ 1 a^2 + (p − k)^2 + 1 a^2 + (p + k)^2 + 1 2pk ln a^2 + (p − k)^2 a^2 + (p + k)^2 ] . (15)

It is well known that the perturbation theory in α in massless QED_3 suffers from infrared divergences since, in fact, for dimensional reasons, the expansion is in terms of α/p and infrared divergences are encountered as a consequence of the momenta in the denominator. Potentially infrared divergent diagrams contain insertions of the vacuum polarization diagram into the gauge propagator. For the fermion propagator, an infrared divergent contribution appears first at the order α^2. However, there are weighty arguments that quenched perturbation theory is infrared finite [7] and they have been recently confirmed by lattice studies of the quenched approximation [50]. In the present paper, we therefore focus on the quenched case only.

Let us use as an initial η-gauge^2 the Landau gauge in Eq. (15). At two loop order in quenched perturbation theory, we have [39]:

P (p, 0) = 1 −

3α^2 4p^2 ( 7 3 − π^2 4 ) , (16)

where the second term comes from two-loop self-energy diagram with crossed photon lines. Inserting the last expression in Eq. (15) and evaluating the integral we get

P (p, ξ) = 1 − a p arctan p a − (28 − 3π^2)α^2p^2 16(a^2 + p^2)^2

. (17)

Expanding the r.h.s. up to O(α^2), we reproduce the perturbative expansion for the massless fermion propagator in an arbitrary covariant gauge

P (p, ξ) = 1 − παξ 4p + α^2ξ^2 4p^2 + 3α^2 4p^2 ( π^2 4 − 7 3 ) + O(α^4) .

(18) Eqs. (17), (18) are in agreement with Ref. [39]. Beyond α^2, the terms of the P (p, ξ) expansion are not yet calculated in perturbation theory. The LKF transformation, being non-perturbative in nature, contains, at a given order of the loop-expansion, important information about higher order terms. Note, for example, the absence of the α^2ξ term and it has been suggested [39] that the contributions α^3ξ^m (m = 1, 2, 3) are also absent upon further expanding the expression (17).

Although Eq. (15) is an exact one, it cannot be applied to the terms of order (α/p)^3 and higher ones in the loop-expansion of the massless fermion propagator. This is because the kernel of Eq. (15) (in square brackets) behaves as ∼ k^2 as k → 0 which leads to infrared divergences for higher order terms in the expansion of P . In the following, we will show that studying the LKF transformation in dimensional regularization allows one to get around this difficulty and obtain explicit finite expressions at any order in quenched perturbation theory for d = 3. In general, this approach can also be applied to the unquenched expansion with dimensionally regularized perturbation theory that we postpone for a future study.

2 Hereafter we call the linear gauge with the parameter η as the η-gauge.

III. QUENCHED QED3 IN DIMENSIONAL REGULARIZATION

A. LKF exponent D(x)

Following Refs. [48] and [49], we use from now on dimensional regularization for which D(0) = 0 (D(0) is a massless tadpole and, thus, it is eliminated in dimensional regularization) and Eq. (9) simplifies as:

S_F (x, ξ) = S_F (x, η) e^{D(x)} . (19)

In order to proceed, it is useful to first present the Euclidean space Fourier transforms of massless propagators (see, for example, the recent review [51]), which have very simple and symmetric forms: ∫ d^dq (2π)^d e^{−iqx} (q^2)^β = 1 (4π)^{d/2} 2^{2β̃} a(β) (x^2)^{β̃}

, (20a) ∫ d^dx (2π)^d e^{iqx} (x^2)^β = 1 (4π)^{d/2} 2^{2β̃} a(β) (q^2)^{β̃}

, (20b)

where

a_n(β) =

Γ(β̃ + n)

Γ(β)

, a(β) = a_0(β), β̃ = d 2 − β . (21)

With the help of (20a), we may evaluate D(x) which is expressed as

D(x) = e^2 Δ μ^{2ε} ∫ d^dq (2π)^d e^{−iqx} q^4

, (22)

in d = 3 − 2ε. The calculation yields [47]: D(x) = α Δ 4π μ^{2ε} Γ(d/2 − 2) (π x^2)^{2−d/2}

= −K(πμ^2x^2)^{1/2+ε}, K = α Δ 2π μ Γ(1/2 − ε) 1 + 2ε

, (23)

which, for ε = 0, leads to the exponent in Eq. (11).

Notice that Eq. (23) is finite in the limit ε → 0, i.e., QED_3 is free from UV singularities. Moreover, in the quenched case that we consider, IR singularities arising from fermion loops, e.g., in gauge-invariant contributions that are in the pre-exponential factor of (19), are suppressed. Nevertheless, as anticipated in the Introduction, the super-renormalizable nature of quenched QED_3 may still give rise to IR singularities at high orders. In dimensional regularization, these IR singularities take the form of poles in 1/ε just as UV singularities. In principle, in order to keep track of them, the full ε-dependence of Eq. (23) has to be taken into account.

B. Momentum space LKF transformation

Following the usual steps for the derivation of the LKF transformation, we then consider the fermion propagator

S_F (p, η) with the external momentum p in some gauge η. The latter has the form (4) with P (p, η) as P (p, η) = ∞∑ m=0 a_m(η) ( α 2 √ π p )_m ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{mε} , (24)

where a_m(η) are coefficients of the loop expansion of the propagator and μ̃ is the scale

μ̃^2 = 4πμ^2 , (25)

which is intermediate between the MS scale μ and the MS scale μ. In Eq. (24), the expansion has been written in terms of the dimensionless ratio α/p with an additional conventional factor of 1/(2 √ π). Its exact form is coming from the consideration of four-dimensional QED in [48] (see also App. A and discussions just after Eq. (A2)).

Now we would like to find the exact formulas for the transformation a_m(η) → a_m(ξ). We will do it in two different ways. Following Refs. [48, 49], in the following first sub-subsection we will obtain it from the x-space LKF evolution (19) transforming the ansatz (24) to xspace. Since only few details of the approach were given in [48], the full demonstration will be given in App. A in the case of an Euclidean space of arbitrary dimension d. The second sub-subsection, together with App. B for a more detailed analysis, will provide the corresponding derivation in momentum-space with the help of a direct evaluation of G(p, Δ) and then the evaluation Eq. (12).

1. x-space analysis

Using the ansatz (24) and the Fourier transform (A4), we obtain that (see App. A for a more extended analysis in arbitrary d): S_F (x, η) = 2^{d−1} x̂ (4π x^2)^{d/2} ∞∑ m=0 b_m(η) ( α x 4 √ π )_m ( πμ^2x^2 )_{mε} , (26)

with

b_m(η) = a_m(η)

Γ(3/2 − m/2 − (m + 1)ε) Γ(1 + m/2 + mε)

. (27)

Expanding the LKF exponent, we have

S_F (x, ξ) = S_F (x, η)e^{D(x)} =

2^{d−1} x̂ (4π x^2)^{d/2} × ∞∑ m=0 b_m(η) ( α x 4 √ π )_m ( πμ^2x^2 )_{mε}

× ∞∑ l=0 ( − α Δx 2 √ π )_l ϕ(l, ε) (πμ^2x^2)^{lε} , (28)

where ϕ(l, ε) = Γ^l(1/2 − ε) l! (1 + 2ε)^l

. (29)

Factorizing all the x-dependence yields: S_F (x, ξ) = 2^{d−1} x̂ (4π x^2)^{d/2} ∞∑ k=0 b_k(ξ) ( α x 4 √ π )_k ( πμ^2x^2 )_{kε} , (30)

with

b_k(ξ) = k∑ m=0 (−2Δ)^{k−m} b_m(η) ϕ(k − m, ε) . (31) Hence, from the correspondence between the results for the propagators P (p, η) and S_F (x, η) in (24) and (26), respectively, together with the result (30) for S_F (x, η), we have, for P (p, ξ): P (p, ξ) = ∞∑ k=0 a_k(ξ) ( α 2 √ π p )_k ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{kε} , (32)

where

a_k(ξ) = b_k(ξ)

Γ(1 + k/2 + kε) Γ(3/2 − k/2 − kε) = k∑ m=0 (−2Δ)^{k−m} a_m(η) Φ̂(m, k, ε) ϕ(k − m, ε) (33) and Φ̂(m, k, ε) = Γ(3/2 − m/2 − (m + 1)ε)Γ(1 + k/2 + kε) Γ(1 + m/2 + mε)Γ(3/2 − k/2 − (k + 1)ε) . (34)

In this way, we have derived the expression of a_k(ξ) using a simple expansion of the LKF exponent in x-space. From this representation of the LKF transformation, we see that the magnitude a_k(ξ) is determined by a_m(η) with 0 < m < k. We would like to note that Eq. (32) exactly reproduces our initial ansatz (24). It shows that the initial ansatz (24) is correct. Moreover, the representation (32) can be used as starting point for the evolution to another gauge (this will be discussed in Sec. V).

Very often, however (see Eqs. (17) and (18) and Ref. [39]), the subject of the study is not the magnitude a_m(ξ) but the p- and Δ-dependencies of each magnitude a_l(η) as it evolves from the η to the ξ gauge. The corresponding result for the p- and Δ-dependencies of â_m(ξ, p) can be obtained interchanging the order of the sums in the r.h.s. of (32). Performing such interchange yields: P (p, ξ) = ∞∑ m=0 â_m(ξ, p) ( α 2 √ π p )_m ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{mε} , (35)

where, now, the coefficients transform as

â_m(ξ, p) = a_m(η) ∞∑ l=0 Φ̃(m, l, ε) ϕ(l, ε) ( − αΔ √ πp )_l ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{lε} , (36) with Φ̃(m, l, ε) = Φ̂(m, m + l, ε) (37) = Γ(3/2 − m/2 − (m + 1)ε)Γ(1 + (m + l)/2 + (m + l)ε) Γ(1 + m/2 + mε)Γ(3/2 − (m + l)/2 − (m + l + 1)ε) .

2. p-space analysis

Here we present the basic steps of the direct derivation of Eq. (36). A more extended analysis can be found in Appendix B.

To evaluate the Fourier transform of e^{D(x)} we use the Mellin integral representation,

e^{−b(x2)ν} = 1 2πi γ+i∞∫

γ−i∞ ds b^{−s} Γ(s) x^{2νs} , Re γ > 0, b = K(πμ^2)^ν > 0, ν = 1/2 + ϵ > 0 , (38)

integrate over x and get (see App. B for the details): G(p, Δ) = ( μ^2K^{1ν}

)_− d_2 E_{ν,} d_2 ( − p^2 μ̃^2 K^1ν ) . (39)

The two-parameter function E_{ν,α}(z) is a special case of the generalized Wright function_1Ψ_1 [52]. Since the LKF transformation is non-perturbative in nature, the exact expression (39) can be used when solving, for example, truncated Schwinger-Dyson equations.

To evaluate the convolution integral Eq. (12) we use the Mellin-Barnes representation of this function E_{ν,α}(−z) = 1 2πi γ+i∞∫

γ−i∞ ds z^{−s} Γ(s)Γ (_{α−s} ν ) ν Γ(α − s) , (40)

where the contour separates the poles of the gamma functions in the numerator. By using the expansion (24), together with Eqs. (39) and (40), we can integrate over k and get the final answer for P (p, ξ) in the form of (35), with the coefficients â_m(ξ, p) representing the gauge-evolution of the magnitude a_m(η):

â_m(ξ, p) = a_m(η) Γ(3/2 − ϵ − mν) νΓ(1 + mν) ( p^2 μ̃^2 K^1ν )_{1+mν}

×_1Ψ_1 [ − p^2 μ̃^2 K^1ν | | | (m +^1_ν ,^1_ν ) (5/2 − ϵ, 1) ] . (41)

Using the asymptotic expansion of the Wright function at large values of its argument, we can write the LKF relation between the coefficients â_m(ξ, p) and a_m(η) in the form (36), (37).

IV. ANALYSIS OF EQ. (35)

In this section we analyze the LKF transformation represented by Eq. (35) together with (36) and (37).

6 A. Coefficients â_k(ξ, p) at ε = 0

As discussed in Sec. I, quenched QED_3 is a priori free from both IR and UV singularities. Because of this finiteness, it is tempting to set ε = 0 in Eq. (41). We consider this possibility here as a prerequisite to the more complete analysis of the following (sub-)sections.

In the case ε = 0, the fermion propagator (35) takes the simpler form P (p, ξ) = ∞∑ m=0 â_m(ξ, p) ( α 2 √ π p )_m , (42)

where the coefficients (41) are greatly simplified since the function_1Ψ_1 reduces to the Gauss hypergeometric function. Hence, we get:

â_m(ξ, p) = a_m(η) B^{−(2+m)}

1 − m^2 3 cos(π m/2)

×_2F_1 ( m + 2 2 , m + 3 2 ; 5 2 ; − 1 B^2 ) , B = αΔ 2p . (43)

The last expression can be rewritten in a slightly different form using analytic continuation through connection formulas for_2F_1 hypergeometric functions (see, e.g., [53]) :^3

â_m(ξ, p) = a_m(η) [ 2F_1 ( m − 1 2 , m + 2 2 , 1 2 ; −B^2 )

+ B m^2 − 1 m tan ( πm 2 ) 2F_1 ( m 2 , m + 3 2 ; 3 2 ; −B^2 ) ] . (44)

Eqs. (43) and (44) are suitable for describing series expansions at small and large values of p, respectively.

Let’s end this subsection by giving some explicit formulas for the first values of m from Eq. (43) (see, e.g., [54] for the evaluation of_2F_1 hypergeometric functions):

â_0(ξ, p) = a_0(η) ( 1 − B arctan(1/B) )

= a_0(η) ( 1 − πB 2 + B^2 + O(B^3) ) , (45a)

â_1(ξ, p) = −a_1(η) 2 π ( B (1 + B^2)

− arctan(1/B) )

= a_1(η) ( 1 − 4B π + O(B^3) ) , (45b)

â_2(ξ, p) = a_2(η) 1 (1 + B^2)^2

3 We would like to note that these equations can also be obtained by considering even and odd l-values in Eq. (36) at ε = 0.

= a_2(η) ( 1 − 2B^2 + O(B^3) ) , (45c)

â_4(ξ, p) = a_4(η)

1 − 5B^2 (1 + B^2)^4

= â_4(η) ( 1 − 9B^2 + O(B^4) ) . (45d)

The results (45) are in exact agreement with those derived from the integral relation (15). Thus, substituting back (45) in the fermion propagator (42), the LKF transformation is found to be in perfect agreement with the perturbative result (18).

Starting from m ≥ 3, both Eqs. (44) and (43) are subject to singularities. This agrees with the analysis based on (15) which shows that such singularities are of IR nature and arise from the super-renormalizability of (quenched) QED_3. Moreover, from Eq. (43) – and equivalently from (44) – a parity effect is clearly displayed whereby even coefficients, â_{2s}(ξ, p), are finite for all s while odd coefficients, â_{2s+1}(ξ, p), are singular for all s ≥ 1.

Such an observation calls for a more careful treatment of quenched QED_3. In particular, the parameter ε has to be kept non-zero in order to regulate the singularities. This will be the subject of the following subsection.

B. Coefficients âm(ξ, p) at ε → 0

We would like to complete the results of the previous subsection by computing the coefficients â_m(ξ, p) at ε → 0. A subtlety in the related ε-expansion is that only the leading order term in ε → 0 (whether a constant, a pole 1/ε and/or a contribution ∼ ε) is needed in order to analyze the previously described parity effect (between odd and even coefficients â_m(ξ, p)). Such an expansion strategy will be fully appreciated (and detailed) in the next subsection.

Interestingly, from Eq. (41), we see quite clearly that singularities do affect odd coefficients, m = 2s + 1 for s ≥ 1, and that these singularities are entirely located in the first gamma function in the numerator. Other terms including the Wright function,_1Ψ_1, are finite. Postponing the details of the derivations to App. B, in the following we shall be brief and present only the final results.

The finite even coefficients, â_{2s}, may be re-written for ε = 0 as (see, Eq. (44)):

â_{2s}(ξ, p) = a_0(η) δ^s_0 [1 − B arctan(1/B)]

+(1 − δ^s_0)a_{2s}(η)_2F_1 ( s − 1 2 , s + 1; 1 2 ; −B^2 ) . (46)

where δ^s_0 is the Kronecker symbol.

In the case of the odd coefficients, m = 2s + 1 (s ≥ 1), the leading order result takes the form of a simple pole in ε. It follows from Eq. (41) that:

â_{2s+1}(ξ, p) = 2s(−1)^s 3πε a_{2s+1}(η) B^{−(3+2s)}

7 ×_2F_1 ( s + 2, s + 3 2 ; 5 2 ; − 1 B^2 ) . (47)

This can be re-written in slightly different form as:

â_{2s+1}(ξ, p) = − 2sB (2s + 1)πε a_{2s+1}(η)

×_2F_1 ( s + 2, s + 1 2 ; 3 2 ; −B^2 ) . (48)

In agreement with the previous subsection, the above results confirm that odd coefficients â_{2s+1}(ξ, p) are singular for s ≥ 1, see (47), while even coefficients are finite. Assuming that quenched QED_3 is finite (see Refs .[7] and discussion therein), we find that the requirement for the limit ε = 0 to be well-defined is: a_{2s+1}(ξ) = 0 ∀s ≥ 1 , (49) i.e., the identical vanishing of all odd coefficients (magnitudes) other than a_1(ξ). In the next section, we will provide a refined proof of (49) based on the direct analysis of the coefficients a_k(ξ) (rather than their gauge evolution â_m(ξ, p)).

V. ANALYSIS OF EQ. (32)

In this section we analyze the LKF transformation represented by Eq. (32) together with Eqs. (33) and (34).

A. Coefficients a_k(ξ) at ε → 0

The analysis of the parity effect may be pushed further with the help of the first representation of the LKF transform, Eq. (32), that allows to study the momentum-independent magnitudes, a_k(ξ), of Eq. (33). As for the study of their gauge-evolution, â_m(ξ, p), the ε-expansion of a_k(ξ) will be carried out at leading order in ε → 0. In the following, we shall justify such a procedure by showing that this accuracy is enough to prove the self-consistency of the LKF transformation.

The analysis of the coefficients a_k(ξ) requires considering the cases of even and odd values of k separately. The complete evaluation is carried out in App. C. Here we present only the final results.

1. In the case of even k values, i.e., k = 2r, the final results for a_{2r}(ξ) can be expressed as a sum of the contributions a^{(i)}_{2r} (ξ) with i = 1, 2 and 3, i.e.,

a_{2r}(ξ) = a^{(1)}_{2r} (ξ) + a^{(2)}_{2r} (ξ) + a^{(3)}_{2r} (ξ) . (50) The latter come in-turn from the corresponding contributions of the initial amplitudes a_{2s}(η), a_1(η) and a_{2s+1}(η) as a^{(1)}_{2r} (ξ) = r∑ s=0 a_{2s}(η)

× Γ(r − 1/2)Γ(1 + r) Γ(1 + s))Γ(s − 1/2)

Γ(1/2) (−δ^2)^{r−s} Γ(r − s + 1/2)(r − s)!

; (51a)

a^{(2)}_{2r} (ξ) = 2 π r r − 1/2 (−δ^2)^r δ a_1(η) ; (51b)

a^{(3)}_{2r} (ξ) = r−1∑ s=1 a_{2s+1}(η)

(−1)^{r+s+1} 2(s + 1)πε × Γ(r − 1/2)Γ(1 + r)

Γ(s)Γ(s + 3/2) Γ(1/2) (−δ)^{2r−2s−1} Γ(r − s)Γ(r − s + 1/2)

, (51c)

where δ = √ πΔ. 2. In the case of odd k values, i.e., k = 2r + 1, we should consider the cases r = 0 and r ≥ 1 separately.

In the case k = 1, we have the following result:

a^{(1)}_1 (ξ) = a_1(η) − π 2 δ a_0(η) . (52)

The final result for a_{2r+1}(ξ) (for r ≥ 1) can be expressed as a sum of the contributions a^{(i)}_{2r+1}(ξ) with i = 1, 2 and 3, i.e.,

a_{2r+1}(ξ) = a^{(1)}_{2r+1}(ξ) + a^{(2)}_{2r+1}(ξ) + a^{(3)}_{2r+1}(ξ) . (53)

The latter come in-turn from the corresponding contributions of the initial amplitudes a_{2s}(η), a_1(η) and a_{2s+1}(η) as a^{(1)}_{2r+1}(ξ) = [2π(r + 1)ε] r∑ s=0 a_{2s}(η) (−1)^{r+s+1} × Γ(r + 3/2)Γ(r) Γ(1 + s))Γ(s − 1/2)

Γ(1/2) (−δ)^{2r−2s+1} Γ(r − s + 1)Γ(r − s + 3/2) ; (54a)

a^{(2)}_{2r+1}(ξ) = [4(r + 1)ε] r + 1/2 r (−δ^2)^r a_1(η) ; (54b)

a^{(3)}_{2r+1}(ξ) = r∑ s=1 a_{2s+1}(η)

(r + 1) (s + 1)

Γ(r + 3/2)Γ(r) Γ(s)Γ(s + 3/2) × Γ(1/2) (−δ^2)^{r−s} Γ(r − s + 1)Γ(r − s + 1/2)

. (54c)

We note that, as anticipated above, the contributions (51), (52) and (54) correspond to the first terms of the ε-expansion, which is sufficient to analyze the self-consistency given in the next subsection.

B. Self-consistency

Consider a_m(ξ) with m ≤ 6. Using the results of the previous subsection, we have:

a_0(ξ) = a_0(η) , (55a)

a_1(ξ) = a_1(η) − π 2 δ a_0(η) , (55b) a_2(ξ) = a_2(η) − 4 π δ a_1(η) + δ^2 a_0(η) , (55c)

a_3(ξ) = a_3(η) + 6πε δ a_2(η) − 12ε δ^2 a_1(η)

+ 2πε δ^3 a_0(η) , (55d)

a_4(ξ) = a_4(η) − 2δ 3πε a_3(η) − 2δ^2 a_2(η) +

8δ^3 3π a_1(η) − δ^4 3 a_0(η) , (55e)

a_5(ξ) = a_5(η) + 45 2 πε δ a_4(η) − 15 2 δ^2 a_3(η)

− 15πε δ^3 a_2(η) + 15ε δ^4 a_1(η) − 3 2 πε δ^5 a_0(η) , (55f)

a_6(ξ) = a_6(η) + 4δ 5πε a_5(η) − 9δ^2 a_4(η) +

2δ^3 πε a_3(η)

+ 3δ^4 a_2(η) −

12δ^5 5π a_1(η) + δ^6 5 a_0(η) . (55g)

Remarkably, these equations are self-consistent. For example, if we would like to obtain the expression of a_m(ξ_1) in some gauge with parameter ξ_1 (i.e., the ξ_1-gauge), we can derive it from the η-gauge using Eq. (55) with the replacement ξ → ξ_1 and then proceed in two steps: from the η-gauge to the ξ-gauge (with help of Eq. (55)) and later from the ξ-gauge to the ξ_1-gauge (with help of Eq. (55) with the replacements ξ → ξ_1 and η → ξ).

Let’s show explicitly this self-consistency in the case of a_m(ξ_1) with m = 0, 1, 2. The coefficient a_0(ξ_1) does not change, i.e.,

a_0(ξ_1) = a_0(ξ) = a_0(η) . (56)

For the coefficient a_1(ξ_1), we have (hereafter δ_1 = √ π(ξ_1 − ξ), δ_1 = √ π(ξ_1 − η)):

a_1(ξ_1) = a_1(ξ) − π 2 δ_1 a_0(ξ) = ( a_1(η) − π 2 δ a_0(η) ) − π 2 δ_1 a_0(η)

= a_1(η) − π 2 δ_1 a_0(η) , (57)

because

δ_1 = δ + δ_1 . (58)

So, we obtain the expression of a_1(ξ_1) and it coincides with the one obtained directly from the η-gauge with help of Eq. (55b) (with the replacements ξ → ξ_1 and η → ξ). Similarly, the coefficient a_2(ξ_1) changes as:

a_2(ξ_1) = a_2(ξ) − 4 π δ_1 a_1(ξ) + δ^2_1 a_1(ξ) = ( a_2(η) − 4 π δ a_1(η) + δ^2 a_0(η) )

− 4 π ( a_1(η) − π 2 δ a_0(η) ) + δ^2_1 a_1(η) . (59)

The term in factor of a_1(η) corresponds to: − 4 π δ_1 − 4 π δ = − 4 π δ_1 , (60)

because of (58). The term in factor of a_2(η) corresponds to: δ^2_1 + 2δ_1δ + δ^2 = (δ_1 + δ)^2 = δ^2_1 . (61)

Taking all the results together, we have:

a_2(ξ_1) = a_2(η) − 4 π δ_1 a_1(η) + δ^2_1 a_0(η) . (62)

Thus, we derive the expression of a_2(ξ_1) and it coincides with the one obtained directly from the η-gauge with help of Eq. (55c) (with the replacements ξ → ξ_1 and η → ξ).

Similar transformations can also be performed for the other coefficients a_i(ξ_1) (i ≥ 2) in a similar way. So, we can obtain a full agreement between the transformation and the results for a_i(ξ_1) obtained directly from the ηgauge with help of Eqs. (55) (with the replacements ξ → ξ_1 and η → ξ).

A central result to the present study that can be derived from Eqs. (55) is that, excepting the case of a_1(ξ), all a_{2m+1}(ξ) can be excluded. Indeed, assuming that quenched QED is both UV and IR finite, (see, for example, Refs. [7] and discussion therein) setting ε = 0 enforces a_{2m+1}(ξ) = 0 for (m ≥ 1), i.e., (49) is realized. It follows then that simpler expressions are obtained for a_{2i}(ξ) with (i ≥ 2):

a_4(ξ) = a_4(η) − 2δ^2 a_2(η) +

8δ^3 3π a_1(η) − δ^4 3 a_0(η) , (63a)

a_6(ξ) = a_6(η) − 9δ^2 a_4(η) + 3δ^4 a_2(η) −

12δ^5 5π a_1(η) + δ^6 5 a_0(η) . (63b)

The general formula for a_{2r}(ξ) has the form:

a_{2r}(ξ) = a^{(1)}_{2r} (ξ) + a^{(2)}_{2r} (ξ) , (64)

because a^{(3)}_{2r} (ξ) = 0.

Importantly, the coefficient a_1(ξ) cannot be excluded, because if a_1(ξ_0) = 0 in some ξ_0-gauge (actually, we do have a_1 = 0 in the Landau gauge), it recovers a non-zero value in another gauge by the transformation for a_1(ξ), Eq. (55b). In a sense, the coefficient a_1(ξ) (really, a_1(ξ)/π) behaves in a similar way to the even coefficients a_{2r}(ξ).

With the purpose of checking the statement a_{2m+1}(ξ) = 0 for (m ≥ 1) for d = 3, we plan to perform a direct calculation of the coefficient a_3 in the Feynman and/or Landau gauge. Moreover, with the help of modern methods of calculations (see [51] for a recent review), we may calculate exactly the ε-dependence of a_k(ξ) (k = 1, 2, 3) in d = 3 − 2ε (or, at least, obtain the first few coefficients in the expansion with respect to ε) and compare it with the ε-dependence coming from LKF transformation, see Eqs. (32) and (35).

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this work we have studied the LKF transformation for the massless fermion propagator of three-dimensional QED in the quenched approximation to all orders in the coupling α.^4 Previous studies in the literature were limited to the order α^2. Our investigations were performed in dimensional regularization in d = 3 − 2ε Euclidean space.

We have formulated two equivalent transformations: Eq. (32) together with (33) and (34) on the one hand, and Eq. (35) together with (36) and (37) on the other hand. Moreover, for the coefficients â_m(ξ, p) in the transformation (35), we managed to obtain the closed expression (41) in terms of the generalized Wright function_1Ψ_1 whose asymptotic expansion gives Eqs. (36) and (37).

The transformation (35), which is similar to the ones used at lower orders in other papers [35, 39–41], allowed us to study the gauge-evolution (from the η-gauge to the ξ-gauge) of each initial magnitude a_m(η) and to reproduce all results of the previous studies [35, 39].

The other transformation, (32), relates the magnitudes a_m(ξ) in ξ-gauge to a combination of initial magnitudes a_l(η), where 0 ≤ l ≤ m. Studying this relation in dimensional regularization, we observed that the contributions of odd magnitudes a_{2t+1}(η) (1 ≥ t ≥ s−1) to even magnitudes a_{2s}(ξ) are accompanied by singularities which look like ε^{−1} in dimensional regularization, see Eq. (51c). In turn, the even magnitudes a_{2s}(η) produce contributions to odd magnitudes a_{2t+1}(ξ) (t ≥ s) ∼ ε if t ≥ 1, see Eq. (54a).

There are arguments in favor of ultraviolet and infrared perturbative finiteness of massless quenched QED_3 [7, 50]. Hence, assuming the existence of a finite limit as ε → 0, we find that, exactly in d = 3, all odd terms a_{2t+1}(ξ) in perturbation theory, except a_1, should be exactly zero in any gauge, i.e., even in the Landau gauge.

This statement is very strong and needs a further check. At the order α^2, analytical expressions for the fermion self-energy diagrams are well known. However, to the best of our knowledge, such results are absent at three-loop order. We plan to study the a_3 term, i.e., three-loop diagrams, directly in the framework of perturbation theory in our future investigations.

Moreover, in our future studies, we also plan to consider the LKF transformation in unquenched QED_3 as

4 For recent studies of the LKF transformation in scalar QED_3, see [55].

well as in the large-N limit of QED_3 (see Refs. [28– 30] and the recent review [31]). In particular, this latter study will be performed in a non-local gauge where we plan to apply results from previous studies [14, 56, 57] and [49, 58] in reduced QED_{4,3} which is similar (see Ref. [59]) to QED_3 in the 1/N-expansion.

Acknowledgments

We thank A. L. Kataev for useful discussions. The work of V.P.G. is supported by the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine (project 0116U003191) and by its Program of Fundamental Research of the Department of Physics and Astronomy (project No. 0117U000240).

Appendix A: Derivation of Eqs. (33) and (36) in a Euclidean space of dimension d

In this Appendix, we shall present the LKF transformation in a Euclidean space of dimension d. In the course of the evaluation, we shall also use the representation d = 4 − 2ε, which is natural in four-dimensional space. Such a representation is useful because the derived expressions are rather compact when expressed in terms of the ε-dependence. Accordingly, we do not make any decomposition in ε and, therefore, at any stage of the calculation in this Appendix, all results have an exact d-dependence, when ε is replaced by d as ε = (4 − d)/2.

Consider the general forms (4) and (5) of the fermion propagators S_F (p, ξ) and S_F (x, ξ), in some gauge ξ. The latter are related by the Fourier transforms (6a) and (6b). Moreover, following Refs. [47] and [48, 49] the propagators S_F (x, ξ) and S_F (x, η) are related by the LKF transformation (19), where

D(x) = e^2_d Δ μ^{2ε} ∫ d^dq (2π)^d e^{−iqx} q^4

. (A1)

Using the Fourier transform (20a), we may evaluate D(x) (A1), which is expressed as

D(x) = ᾱ_d Δ μ^{2ε} Γ(d/2 − 2) (π μ^2 x^2)^{2−d/2} = − ᾱ_d Δ ε Γ(1 − ε) (πμ^2x^2)^ε, ᾱ_d = e^2_d 16π^2

. (A2)

Following standard practice, for dimensionally regularized calculations in a momentum space d = 4 − 2ε, every loop produces additional factors (4π)^ε and (μ^2/p^2)^ε. Then, assuming that the fermion propagator S_F (p, η) with external momentum p in some gauge η takes the form (4), the function P (p, η) can be written as (see Refs. [48, 49]). P (p, η) = ∞∑ m=0 a_m(η) ᾱ^m_d ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{mε} , (A3) where a_m(η) are coefficients of the loop expansion of the propagator and μ̃ is the scale displayed in Eq. (25) which is intermediate between the MS scale μ and the MS scale μ.

In the following, we will derive exact formulas for the transformation a_m(η) → a_m(ξ) following the LKF transformation (19) which is compact in x-space. In order to do so, it is convenient to first derive an expression of S_F (x, η) based on the ansatz (A3) for P (p, η). Using the Fourier transform (20a), we have ∫ d^dq (2π)^d e^{−iqx} (q^2)^β q_μ = ( i ∂ ∂x_μ ) ∫ d^dq (2π)^d e^{−iqx} (q^2)^β = 1 (4π)^{d/2} 2^{2β̃+1} a_1(β) x_μ i (x^2)^{β̃+1}

, (A4)

where a_n(β) is defined in (21). Then, using (6b), we obtain that: S_F (x, η) = 2^{d−1} x̂ (4π x^2)^{d/2} ∞∑ m=0 b_m(η) ᾱ^m_d ( πμ^2x^2 )_{mε} , b_m(η) = a_m(η) Γ(d/2 − mε) Γ(1 + mε)

. (A5)

With the help of (A5) together with an expansion of the LKF exponent, we have

S_F (x, ξ) = S_F (x, η)e^{D(x)} =

2^{d−1} x̂ (4π x^2)^{d/2} ∞∑ m=0 b_m(η) ᾱ^m_d ( πμ^2x^2 )_{mε}^∞∑ l=0 ( − ᾱ_d Δ ε )_l Γ^l(1 − ε) l! (πμ^2x^2)^{lε} . (A6)

Factorizing all x-dependence yields: S_F (x, ξ) = 2^{d−1} x̂ (4π x^2)^{d/2} ∞∑ p=0 b_p(ξ) ᾱ^p_d ( πμ^2x^2 )_{pε} , b_p(ξ) = p∑ m=0 b_m(η) (p − m)! ( − Δ ε )_{p−m} Γ^{p−m}(1 − ε) . (A7)

Hence, taking the correspondence between the results for propagators P (p, η) and S_F (x, η) in (A3) and (A5), respectively, together with the result (A7) for S_F (x, η), we have for P (p, ξ): P (p, ξ) = ∞∑ m=0 a_m(ξ) ᾱ^m_d ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{mε} , (A8)

where

a_m(ξ) = b_m(ξ)

Γ(1 + mε) Γ(d/2 − mε) = m∑ l=0 a_l(η) (m − l)! Γ(d/2 − lε)Γ(1 + mε) Γ(1 + lε)Γ(d/2 − mε) ( − Δ ε )_{m−l} Γ^{m−l}(1 − ε) . (A9)

In this way, we have derived the expression of a_m(ξ) using a simple expansion of the LKF exponent in x-space. From this representation of the LKF transformation, we see that the magnitude a_m(ξ) is determined by a_l(η) with 0 ≤ l ≤ m. The corresponding result for the p- and Δ-dependencies of â_m(ξ, p) (see definition of â_m(ξ, p) in Sec. III B 1) can be obtained by interchanging the order in the sums in the r.h.s. of (A8). So, we have P (p, ξ) = ∞∑ m=0 â_m(ξ, p) ᾱ^m_d ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{mε} , (A10)

where

â_m(ξ, p) = a_m(η) ∞∑ l=0 Γ(d/2 − mε)Γ(1 + (l + m)ε Γ(1 + mε)Γ(d/2 − (l + m)ε) ( − ᾱ_d Δ ε )_l Γ^l(1 − ε) l! ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{lε} . (A11)

We would like to note that all of the above results may be expressed in d = 3 − 2ε with the help of the substitutions ε̄ = 1/2 + ε and e^2_d μ = e^2. The last replacement can also be expressed as ᾱ_d μ = α/(4π), with the dimensionful α = e^2/(4π) defined in (11).

Appendix B: Direct derivation of Eq. (36)

The LKF transformation in momentum space is given by Eq. (12) where G(p, Δ) = ∫ d^dx e^{ipx}e^{−b(x2)ν} , (B1)

with positive b and ν from Eq. (38). In what follows we shall first compute (B1) and then consider the convolution integral (12).

1. Using the Mellin representation for the exponent e^{−b(x2)ν} , Eq. (38), we apply Eq. (20b) to integrate over x. Performing the calculations, we obtain

G(p, Δ) = ( πb^{−1/ν} )_{d/2} 1 2πi γ+i∞∫

γ−i∞ ds ( 4b^{1/ν} p^2 )d/2−νs Γ(s)Γ(d/2 − νs) Γ(νs) , (B2)

where the contour separates the poles of gamma functions in the numerator. Making the change of the variable, s → (d/2 − s)/ν, Eq. (B2) can be brought to the form: G(p, Δ) = ( πb^{−1/ν} )_{d/2} E_{ν,d/2} ( − p^2 4b^{1/ν} ) , (B3)

which corresponds to Eq. (39) in the main text. Here the two-parameter function E_{ν,α}(z) is defined by the Mellin- Barnes integral in the complex plane:

E_{ν,α}(−z) = 1 2πi γ+i∞∫

γ−i∞ dsz^{−s} Γ(s)Γ (_{α−s} ν ) νΓ(α − s) , 0 < ℜ(γ) < ℜ(α) . (B4)

According to Eqs. (1.19.1), (1.19.2) in [53] the integral converges absolutely in the region |arg z| <^π_{2ν} and defines a function analytical in that sector for ν > 0. The function Γ(s) has a sequence of poles at s = −m, m = 0, 1, 2, . . . with residues (−1)^m/m!. Calculating the residues at the poles s = −m yields the series: E_{ν,α}(z) = 1 ν ∞∑ m=0 z^m m! Γ (_{α+m} ν ) Γ(α + m) = 1 ν^1

Ψ_1 ( α ν , 1 ν ; α, 1; z ) . (B5)

The function E_{ν,α}(−z) is a special case of the generalized Wright function_1Ψ_1, and is one of generalizations of the classical Mittag-Leffler function [60] (sometimes also called the generalized exponential function [62]). One may check that, for d = 3,

E 1_{2 ,} 3_2 (−z) = 8 √ π(1 + 4z)^2

(B6)

and G(p, Δ) from (B3) reduces to Eq. (13).

Displacing the integration path in Eq. (B4) parallel to the imaginary axis to the right, we cross the poles of Γ (_{α−s} ν ) at s = α + νm, m = 1, 2, . . . and produce an expansion in descending powers of the variable z. When the path is displaced over a finite number of poles, the remainder term is given by the integral (B4) taken over the displaced path. Thus, we obtain the following the power-like asymptotic expansion (see the discussion in Sec.III of Ref. [62]): E_{ν,α}(−z) = z^{−α} ∞∑ m=1 Γ(α + νm) Γ(−νm) (−z^{−ν} )^m m! + O(z^{−∞}) . (B7)

The symbol O(z^{−∞}) means terms which decrease faster than any power of z, i.e., in an exponential manner. This yields a series representation for G(p, Δ) at large momenta: G(p, Δ) = ( 4π p^2 )_{d/2 ∞}∑ l=1 Γ(d/2 + l (1/2 + ε)) l!Γ(−l (1/2 + ε)) (−K)^l ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{l (1/2+ε)} . (B8)

2. We now compute the convolution integral (12) which translates into the relation for the function P : P (p, ξ) = ∫ d^dk (2π)^d p · k k^2 P (k, η)G(p − k, Δ) . (B9) With the help of the ansatz (24) and Eq. (B3) together with the Mellin-Barnes representation (B4) for the function E_{ν,α}(−z), this yields:

P (p, ξ) = ( πb^{−1/ν} )_{d/2}^∞∑ m=0 a_m(η) ( α 2 √ π )_m μ̃^{2mϵ} 1 2πi γ+i∞∫

γ−i∞ ds ( 4b^{1/ν} )_s Γ(s)Γ (_{d/2−s} ν ) νΓ(d/2 − s) × ∫ d^dk (2π)^d p · k (k^2)^{1+mν} [(p − k)^2]^s

. (B10)

The resulting momentum integral is of the simple massless-propagator type with numerator and can be computed with the help of (see, e.g., Ref. [51]): ∫ d^dk (2π)^d k^{μ1 ···μn} k^{2α}(p − k)^{2β} = (p^2)^{d/2−α−β} (4π)^{d/2} p^{μ1···μn} G^{(n,0)}(α, β) , (B11) where k^{μ1 ···μn} denotes the traceless symmetric tensor, and G^{(n,0)}(α, β) = a_n(α)a_0(β) a_n(α + β − d/2) , a_n(α) = Γ(n + d/2 − α) Γ(α)

. (B12)

Performing the integral yields: ∫ d^dk (2π)^d p · k k^{2(1+mν)}(p − k)^{2s} = (p^2)^{d/2−mν−s} (4π)^{d/2} G^{(1,0)}(1 + mν, s) . (B13)

Hence we obtain

P (p, ξ) = ∞∑ m=0 a_m(η) ( α 2 √ πp )_m ( μ̃ p^2 )_{mϵ} 1 2πi γ+i∞∫

γ−i∞ ds ( p^2 4b^{1/ν} )_{d/2−s} Γ(s)Γ (_{d/2−s} ν ) νΓ(d/2 − s) G^{(1,0)}(1 + mν, s) . (B14)

The last series has the form (35) and, for the coefficients â_m(ξ, p), we obtain the expression

â_m(ξ, p) = a_m(η) Γ(d/2 − mν) Γ(1 + mν) 1 2πi γ+i∞∫

γ−i∞ ds ( p^2 4b^{1/ν} )_{d/2−s} Γ (_{d/2−s} ν ) Γ(1 + mν + s − d/2) νΓ(d − mν − s) , (B15)

which after the change of the variable, s → s + d/2 − 1 − mν, can be written in terms of the generalized Wright function

â_m(ξ, p) = a_m(η) Γ(d/2 − mν) νΓ(1 + mν) ( p^2 4b^{1/ν} )_{1+mν} 1Ψ_1 [ − p^2 4b^{1/ν} | | | (m +^1_ν ,^1_ν ) (^d_2 + 1, 1) ] . (B16)

Here we used the Mellin-Barnes representation for this function

1Ψ_1 [ z | | | (a, A) (b, B) ] = 1 2πi γ+i∞∫

γ−i∞ ds (−z)^{−s} Γ(s)Γ(a − As) Γ(b − Bs) , (B17)

where the contour separates the poles of gamma functions in the numerator. Eq. (B16) is Eq. (41) from the main text.

The Wright functions_pΨ_q (z) are studied rather well in the literature, see, for example, [52, 60, 63]. Their series expansions can be derived from Mellin-Barnes representation. For_1Ψ_1 deforming the contour to the left we obtain the small z expansion,

1Ψ_1 [ z | | | (a, A) (b, B) ] = ∞∑ k=0 Γ(a + Ak) Γ(b + Bk) z^k k! . (B18)

On the other hand, deforming the contour to the right one going from ∞ − iδ to ∞ + iδ and enclosing the poles of Γ(a − As), we can evaluate the residues at s =^{l+a}_A , l = 0, 1, . . . and obtain the asymptotic expansion at large z ≫ 1,

1Ψ_1 [ z | | | (a, A) (b, B) ] = A^{−1}(−z)^{−a/A} ∞∑ l=0 (−1)^l l! Γ (_{a+l} A ) Γ ( b − B^{a+l}_A ) (−z)^{−l/A} . (B19)

Correspondingly, the relation between the coefficients â_m(ξ, p) and a_m(η) takes the following form at large momenta

â_m(ξ, p) = a_m(η) Γ(d/2 − mν) Γ(1 + mν) ∞∑ l=0 (−K)^l l! Γ(1 + (m + l)ν) Γ(d/2 − (m + l)ν) ( μ̃^2 p^2 )_{lν} , (B20)

which corresponds to Eq. (36) in the main text.

For d = 3 (ϵ = 0) the function_1Ψ_1 in Eq. (41) takes the form

1Ψ_1 [ − ( p αΔ )_2| | (m + 2, 2) (5/2, 1) ] = 4 3 √ π Γ(m + 2)_2F_1 ( m + 2 2 , m + 3 2 ; 5 2 ; − ( 2p αΔ )_2)

, (B21)

where we used the series representation (B18) and the duplication formula for the gamma function. Eqs. (B21) and (41) reproduce Eq. (43) in the main text.

Interestingly, Eq. (B21) is finite and so the singularities appearing in (43) are entirely due to the first gamma function in the numerator of (B16). From the latter, we see that these singularities only affect odd coefficients with m = 2s + 1 and s ≥ 1. These singularities can be regularized with the help of a leading order in ε expansion. To this end, it is enough to keep ε ≠ 0 in the singular gamma function and set ε = 0 in all other terms. This yields:

â_m(ξ, p) = a_m(η) 8 3 √ π Γ((3 − m)/2 − (1 + m)ε) Γ(2 + m) Γ(1 + m/2) ( p αΔ )_{2+m} 2F_1 ( m + 2 2 , m + 3 2 ; 5 2 ; − ( 2p αΔ )_2) . (B22)

For even m = 2s the coefficients â_{2s}(ξ, p) are finite when ε = 0, they are obtained from Eq. (B22) and take the form

â_{2s}(ξ, p) = a_{2s}(η)

(−1)^s (1 − 4s^2) 3 ( 2p αΔ )_{2(1+s)} 2F_1 ( s + 1, s + 3 2 ; 5 2 ; − ( 2p αΔ )_2 ) , (B23)

in accordance with Eq. (43). The odd coefficients â_{2s+1}(ξ, p) are singular for s ≥ 1. Their leading behavior when ϵ → 0 is easily obtained from Eq. (B22) and gives Eq. (47) in the main text.

Appendix C: Evaluation of the coefficients a_k(ξ) at ε → 0

As it was shown in subsection V A, the accurate analysis of the coefficients a_k(ξ) requires considering the cases of even and odd values of k separately.

1 In the case where k = 2r, we see from Eq. (34) that:

Φ̂(m, 2r, ε) = Γ(3/2 − m/2 − (m + 1)ε)Γ(1 + r + 2rε) Γ(1 + m/2 + mε)Γ(3/2 − r − (2r + 1)ε)

. (C1)

With the help of this expression, we proceed on considering even and odd values of m separately.

1.1 Let m = 2s, then:

Φ̂(2s, 2r, ε) = Γ(3/2 − s − (2s + 1)ε)Γ(1 + r + 2rε) Γ(1 + s + 2sε)Γ(3/2 − r − (2r + 1)ε) ε=0=

Γ(3/2 − s)Γ(1 + r) Γ(1 + s))Γ(3/2 − r)

. (C2) With the help of the useful relation Γ(1 − a − r) Γ(1 − a) = (−1)^rΓ(a) Γ(a + r)

, (C3)

Eq. (C2) can be brought to the form: Φ̂(2s, 2r, ε)^{ε=0}= (−1)^{r+s} Γ(r − 1/2)Γ(1 + r) Γ(1 + s))Γ(s − 1/2)

. (C4)

The corresponding values of ϕ(2r − 2s, 0) ϕ(2r − 2s, 0) = π^{r−s} [2(r − s)]! = π^{r−s}Γ(1/2) 2^{2(r−s)}Γ(r − s + 1/2)(r − s)!

, (C5)

lead to ϕ(2r − 2s, 0) (−2Δ)^{2(r−s)} =

Γ(1/2) Γ(r − s + 1/2)(r − s)!

(−δ)^{2(r−s)} , (C6)

where δ was defined after Eq. (51c). So, at the end, we have Eq. (51a) in the main text.

1.2 Let m = 2s + 1, then Φ̂(2s + 1, 2r, ε) = Γ(1 − s − 2(s + 1)ε)Γ(1 + r + 2rε) Γ(3/2 + s + (2s + 1)ε)Γ(3/2 − r − (2r + 1)ε)

(C7) and we should consider the cases s = 0 and s ≥ 1, separately.

In the case s = 0, we have: Φ̂(1, 2r, ε)^{ε=0}= Γ(1 + r) Γ(3/2))Γ(3/2 − r)

= 2(−1)^{r+1}

Γ(1 + r)Γ(r − 1/2) π^{3/2} . (C8) Since ϕ(2r − 1, 0) (−2Δ)^{2r−1} = π^{r−1/2} (−Δ)^{2r−1} Γ(2r) = Γ(1/2)π^{r−1/2} (−Δ)^{2r−1} 2^{2r−1}Γ(r)Γ(r + 1/2) = Γ(1/2) (−δ)^{2r−1} Γ(r)Γ(r + 1/2)

, (C9)

we have for a^{(2)}_{2r} (ξ) Eq. (51b) in the main text.

For s ≥ 1, the use of Eq. (C3) yields: Φ̂(2s + 1, 2r, ε) = (−1)^{r+s+1} 2(s + 1)ε

Γ(1 − 2(s + 1)ε)Γ(1 + 2(s + 1)ε) Γ(s + 2(s + 1)ε)Γ(3/2 + s + (2s + 1)ε)

Γ(r − 1/2 + (2r + 1)ε)Γ(1 + r + 2rε) Γ(1/2 − (2r + 1)ε)Γ(1/2 + (2r + 1)ε)

. (C10) Taking the leading contribution at ε → 0, we obtain: Φ̂(2s + 1, 2r, ε) = (−1)^{r+s+1} 2(s + 1)πε

Γ(1 + r)Γ(r − 1/2) Γ(s)Γ(3/2 + s)

+ O(ε^0) . (C11) Since ϕ(2r − 2s − 1, 0) (−2Δ)^{2r−2s−1} = π^{r−s−1/2} (−Δ)^{2r−2s−1} Γ(2r − 2s) = Γ(1/2) (−δ)^{2r−2s−1} Γ(r − s)Γ(r − s + 1/2)

, (C12)

we have for a^{(3)}_{2r} (ξ) Eq. (51c) in the main text.

2. In the case where k = 2r + 1, we see from Eq. (34) that: Φ̂(m, 2r + 1, ε) = Γ(3/2 − m/2 − (m + 1)ε)Γ(3/2 + r + (2r + 1)ε) Γ(1 + m/2 + mε)Γ(1 − r − 2(r + 1)ε)

. (C13) It is convenient to consider separately the cases r = 0 and r ≥ 1.

2.1 For r = 0, we have: a^{(1)}_1 (ξ) = 1∑ m=0 a_m(η) Φ̂(m, 1, ε) ϕ(1 − m, ε) (−2Δ)^{1−m} = a_0(η) Φ̂(0, 1, ε)

Γ(1/2 − ε) (1 + 2ε)

(−2Δ) + a_1(η) Φ̂(1, 1, ε) . (C14) Using (C13), we obtain Φ̂(1, 1, ε) = 1 , Φ̂(0, 1, ε) = Γ(3/2 − ε)Γ(3/2 + ε) Γ(1 − 2ε) = π 4 + O(ε^2) (C15) and Eq. (C14) becomes Eq. (52) in the main text.

2.2 For r ≥ 1, using (C13), we obtain

Φ̂(m, 2r + 1, ε) = Γ(3/2 − m/2 − (m + 1)ε) Γ(1 + m/2 + mε)

(−1)^r[2(r + 1)ε]

Γ(r + 2(r + 1)ε)Γ(3/2 + r + (2r + 1)ε) Γ(1 − 2(r + 1)ε)Γ(1 + 2(r + 1)ε)

. (C16) In the case m = 2s, we have Φ̂(2s, 2r + 1, ε) = Γ(3/2 − s) Γ(1 + s)

(−1)^r[2(r + 1)ε] Γ(r)Γ(3/2 + r) + O(ε^2) . (C17) The use of (C3) then yields:

Φ̂(2s, 2r + 1, ε) = (−1)^{s+r+1}[2π(r + 1)ε] Γ(r)Γ(3/2 + r) Γ(1 + s)Γ(s − 1/2)

+ O(ε^2) . (C18) Moreover, since ϕ(2r − 2s + 1, 0) (−2Δ)^{2r−2s+1} =

Γ(1/2) (−δ)^{2r−2s+1} Γ(r − s + 1)Γ(r − s + 3/2)

, (C19) we have (for r ≥ 1) Eq. (54a) in the main text.

In the case m = 2s + 1, we have

Φ̂(2s + 1, 2r + 1, ε) = Γ(1 − s − 2(s + 1)ε) Γ(3/2 + s + (2s + 1)ε)

(−1)^r[2(r + 1)ε]

Γ(r + 2(r + 1)ε)Γ(3/2 + r + (2r + 1)ε) Γ(1 − 2(r + 1)ε)Γ(1 + 2(r + 1)ε)

. (C20) It is convenient to consider the cases s = 0 and s ≥ 1 separately.

For s = 0, Eq. (C20) simplifies as: Φ̂(1, 2r + 1, ε) = Γ(1 − 2ε) Γ(3/2 + ε)

(−1)^r[4(r + 1)ε] Γ(r)Γ(3/2 + r) + O(ε^2) = (−1)^r[4(r + 1)ε]

Γ(r)Γ(3/2 + r) √ π + O(ε^2) .

(C21) For s ≥ 1, the use of (C3) yields: Φ̂(2s + 1, 2r + 1, ε) = (−1)^{r+s} (r + 1) (s + 1)

Γ(r)Γ(3/2 + r) Γ(s)Γ(3/2 + s)

+ O(ε^1) . (C22) With the help of (C19), we obtain the final expression for a^{(2)}_{2r+1}(ξ) and a^{(3)}_{2r+1}(ξ) Eqs. (54b) and (54c) in the main text.

[1] N. Dorey and N. E. Mavromatos, QED in threedimension and two-dimensional superconductivity without parity violation, Nucl. Phys. B 386, 614 (1992).

[2] M. Franz and Z. Tesanovic, Algebraic Fermi Liquid from Phase Fluctuations: ‘Topological’ Fermions, Vortex ‘Berryons’ and QED3 Theory of Cuprate Superconductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 257003 (2001).

[3] I. F. Herbut, QED3 theory of underdoped hightemperature superconductors, Phys. Rev. B 66, 094504 (2002).

[4] K. Farakos and N. E. Mavromatos, Gauge-theory approach to planar doped antiferromagnets and external magnetic fields, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 12, 809 (1998).

[5] G. W. Semenoff, Condensed-matter simulation of a threedimensional anomaly, Phys. Rev. Lett. 53, 2449 (1984).

[6] V. P. Gusynin, S. G. Sharapov, and J. P. Carbotte, Ac conductivity of graphene: from tight-binding model to 2 + 1 - dimensional quantum electrodynamics, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 21, 4611 (2007);

A. H. Castro Neto, F. Guinea, N. M. R. Peres, K. S. Novoselov, A. K. Geim, The electronic properties of graphene, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 109 (2009); V. N. Kotov, B. Uchoa, V. M. Pereira, F. Guinea, and A.H. Castro Neto, Electron-Electron Interactions in Graphene: Current Status and Perspectives, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 1067 (2012);

S. Teber, Field theoretic study of electron-electron interaction effects in Dirac liquids, [arXiv:1810.08428 [cond– mat.mes-hall]].

[7] R. Jackiw and S. Templeton, How super-renormalizable interactions cure their infrared divergences, Phys. Rev. D 23, no.10, 2291 (1981);

O. M. Del Cima, D. H. T. Franco and O. Piguet, Ultraviolet and infrared perturbative finiteness of massless QED3, Phys. Rev. D 89, no. 6, 065001 (2014).

[8] S. Templeton, Summation of coupling-constant logarithms in three-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D 24, 3134 (1981).

[9] M. Bergère and F. David, Nonanalyticity of the Perturbative Expansion for Superrenormalizable Massless Field Theories, Annals Phys. 142, 416 (1982).

[10] E. I. Guendelman and Z. M. Radulovic, Loop expansion in massless three-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D 27, 357 (1983); Infrared divergences in three-dimensional gauge theories, Phys. Rev. D 30, 1338 (1984).

[11] I. King and G. Thompson, Nonperturbative analysis of leading logarithms in three-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D 31, 2148-2150 (1985).

[12] J. Gracey, Computation of critical exponent eta at O(1/N(f)**2) in quantum electrodynamics in arbitrary dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 414, 614 (1994).

[13] V. P. Gusynin, M. Reenders, and A. Hams, Nonperturbative infrared dynamics of three-dimensional QED with a four-fermion interaction, Phys. Rev. D 63, 045025 (2001).

[14] S. Teber, Electromagnetic current correlations in reduced quantum electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 86, 025005 (2012);

A. V. Kotikov and S. Teber, Note on an application of the method of uniqueness to reduced quantum electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 87, no. 8, 087701 (2013).

[15] T. Banks and A. Zaks, On the phase structure of vectorlike gauge theories with massless fermions, Nucl. Phys. B 196, 189 (1982); T. Appelquist, J. Terning, and L. C. R. Wijewardhana, Zero Temperature Chiral Phase Transition in SU(N) Gauge Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 1214 (1996).

[16] Luigi del Debbio, The conformal window on the lattice, PoS Lattice2010, 004 (2014).

[17] T. Appelquist, M. Bowick, D. Karabali, and L. C. R. Wijewardhana, Spontaneous chiral-symmetry breaking in three-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D 33, 3704 (1986).

[18] E. D. Pisarski, Chiral symmetry breaking in threedimensional electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 29 , 2423 (1984).

[19] T. Appelquist, D. Nash, and L. C. R. Wijewardhana, Critical behavior in (2+1)-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 2575 (1988).

[20] D. Nash, Higher-Order corrections in (2+1)-Dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 3024 (1989).

[21] D. Atkinson, P. W. Johnson, and P. Maris, Dynamical mass generation in three-dimensional QED: Improved vertex function, Phys. Rev. D 42, 602 (1990).

[22] M. R. Pennington and D. Walsh, Masses from nothing.

A non-perturbative study of QED3, Phys. Lett. B 253, 246 (1991).

[23] A. V. Kotikov, Critical behavior of 3-D electrodynamics, JETP Lett. 58, 731 (1993) [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 58, 785 (1993)]; On the Critical Behavior of (2+1)- Dimensional QED, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 75, 890 (2012).

[24] V. P. Gusynin, A. H. Hams, and M. Reenders, (2 + 1)- Dimensional QED with dynamically massive fermions in vacuum polarization, Phys. Rev. D 53, 2227 (1996).

[25] P. Maris, Influence of the full vertex and vacuum polarization on the fermion propagator in (2 + 1)-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D 54, 4049 (1996).

[26] V. P. Gusynin and M. Reenders, Infrared cutoff dependence of the critical flavor number in three-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D 68, 025017 (2003).

[27] C. S. Fischer, R. Alkofer, T. Dahm, and P. Maris, Dynamical chiral symmetry breaking in unquenched QED3, Phys. Rev. D 70, 073007 (2004).

[28] V. Gusynin and P. Pyatkovskiy, Critical number of fermions in three-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D 94, no.12, 125009 (2016).

[29] A. Kotikov, V. Shilin and S. Teber, Critical behavior of ( 2+1 )-dimensional QED: 1/N_f corrections in the Landau gauge, Phys. Rev. D 94, no.5, 056009 (2016).

[30] A. Kotikov and S. Teber, Critical behavior of (2 + 1)- dimensional QED: 1/N_f corrections in an arbitrary nonlocal gauge, Phys. Rev. D 94, no.11, 114011 (2016); Phys. Rev. D 99, 059902 (2019).

[31] A. V. Kotikov and S. Teber, Critical Behavior of (2 + 1)- Dimensional QED: 1/N Expansion, Particles 3, no. 2, 345 (2020).

[32] N. Karthik and R. Narayanan, Numerical determination of monopole scaling dimension in parity-invariant three-dimensional noncompact QED, Phys. Rev. D 100, 054514 (2019).

[33] J. S. Ball and T. W. Chiu, Analytic properties of the vertex function in gauge theories, Phys. Rev. D 22, 2542 (1980).

[34] D. C. Curtis and M. R. Pennington, Truncating the Schwinger-Dyson equations: How multiplicative renormalizability and the Ward identity restrict the threepoint vertex in QED, Phys. Rev. D 42, 4165 (1990).

[35] A. Bashir, A. Kizilersu and M. R. Pennington, Does the weak coupling limit of the Burden-Tjiang deconstruction of the massless quenched three-dimensional QED vertex agree with perturbation theory?, Phys. Rev. D 62, 085002 (2000).

[36] L. D. Landau and I. M. Khalatnikov, The gauge transformation of the Green function for charged particles, Sov. Phys. JETP 2, 69 (1956) [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 29, 89 (1955)]; E. S. Fradkin, Concerning some general relations of quantum electrodynamics, Sov. Phys. JETP 2, 361 (1956) [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 29, 258 (1955)].

[37] K. Johnson and B. Zumino, Gauge Dependence of the Wave-Function Renormalization Constant in Quantum Electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 3, 351 (1959); B. Zumino, Gauge properties of propagators in quantum electrodynamics, J. Math. Phys. 1, 1 (1960).

[38] S. Okubo, The gauge properties of Green’s functions in quantum electrodynamics, Nuovo Cimento 15, 949 (1960); I. Bialynicki-Birula, On the gauge properties of Green’s functions, Nuovo Cimento 17, 951 (1960); H. Sonoda, On the gauge parameter dependence of QED, Phys. Lett. B 499, 253 (2001).

[39] A. Bashir, Nonperturbative fermion propagator for the massless quenched QED3, Phys. Lett. B 491, 280 (2000).

[40] A. Bashir and A. Raya, Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin transformations and the fermion propagator in quantum electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 66, 105005 (2002).

[41] A. Bashir and A. Raya, Gauge covariance and the chiral condensate in QED3, Braz. J. Phys. 37, 313 (2007).

[42] E. Marinari, G. Parisi and C. Rebbi, Monte Carlo Simulation of the Massive Schwinger Model, Nucl. Phys. B 190, 734 (1981).

[43] F. Fucito, E. Marinari, G. Parisi and C. Rebbi, A Proposal for Monte Carlo Simulations of Fermionic Systems, Nucl. Phys. B 180, 369 (1981);

E. Marinari, G. Parisi and C. Rebbi, Computer Estimates of Meson Masses in SU(2) Lattice Gauge Theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47, 1795 (1981);

H. Hamber and G. Parisi, Numerical Estimates of Hadronic Masses in a Pure SU(3) Gauge Theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47, 1792 (1981).

[44] D. Hatton, C. T. H. Davies, B. Galloway, J. Koponen, G. P. Lepage and A. T. Lytle, Charmonium properties from lattice QCD + QED: hyperfine splitting, J/ψ leptonic width, charm quark mass and a^c_μ, arXiv:2005.01845 [hep-lat].

[45] P. I. Fomin, V. P. Gusynin, V. A. Miransky and Y. A. Sitenko, Dynamical Symmetry Breaking and Particle Mass Generation in Gauge Field Theories, Riv. Nuovo Cim. 6, N5, 1 (1983); V. A. Miransky, Dynamical Symmetry Breaking in Quantum Field Theories, World Scientific, 1993.

[46] C. N. Leung, S. T. Love and W. A. Bardeen, Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking in Scale Invariant Quantum Electrodynamics, Nucl. Phys. B 273, 649 (1986); Aspects of Dynamical Symmetry Breaking in Gauge Field Theories, Nucl. Phys. B 323, 493 (1989); B. Holdom, Continuum Limit of Quenched Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 997 (1989);

U. Mahanta, Critical Behavior in Quenched QED to All Orders in the Coupling, Phys. Lett. B 225, 181 (1989).

[47] V. P. Gusynin, A. W. Schreiber, T. Sizer, and A. G. Williams, Chiral symmetry breaking in dimensionally regularized nonperturbative quenched QED, Phys. Rev. D 60, 065007 (1999).

[48] A. Kotikov and S. Teber, Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin transformation and the mystery of even ζ-values in Euclidean massless correlators, Phys. Rev. D 100, no.10, 105017 (2019); Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin transformation and hatted ζ-values, arXiv:1912.10957 [hep-th].

[49] A. James, A. Kotikov and S. Teber, Landau-Khalatnikov- Fradkin transformation of the fermion propagator in massless reduced QED, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.4, 045011 (2020).

[50] N. Karthik and R. Narayanan, Flavor and topological current correlators in parity-invariant three-dimensional QED, Phys. Rev. D 96, no.5, 054509 (2017).

[51] A. V. Kotikov and S. Teber, Multi-loop techniques for massless Feynman diagram calculations, Phys. Part. Nucl. 50, no. 1, 1 (2019).

[52] A. A. Kilbas, V. Saigo, and J. J. Trujillo, On the generalized Wright function, Fractional Calculus & Applied Analysis, 5, 437 (2002).

[53] H. Bateman and A. Erdelyi, Higher Transcendental Functions, V.1, MC Graw-Hill Book Co., New York, 1953.

[54] A. P. Prudnikov, Yu. A. Brychkov, and O. I. Marichev, Integrals and Series. Special functions. V.III, Nauka, Moskow, 1983.

[55] N. Ahmadiniaz, A. Bashir, and C. Schubert, Multiphoton amplitudes and generalized LKF transformation in scalar QED using the worldline formalism, Russ. Phys. J., 59, No. 11, 1752 (2017).

[56] E. V. Gorbar, V. P. Gusynin and V. A. Miransky, Dynamical chiral symmetry breaking on a brane in reduced QED, Phys. Rev. D 64, 105028 (2001).

[57] S. Teber, Two-loop fermion self-energy and propagator in reduced QED3,2, Phys. Rev. D 89, no. 6, 067702 (2014); A. V. Kotikov and S. Teber, Two-loop fermion self-energy in reduced quantum electrodynamics and application to the ultrarelativistic limit of graphene, Phys. Rev. D 89, no. 6, 065038 (2014).

[58] A. Ahmad, J. J. Cobos-Martínez, Y. Concha-Sánchez and A. Raya, Landau-Khalatnikov-Fradkin transformations in Reduced Quantum Electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 93, no. 9, 094035 (2016).

[59] A. V. Kotikov and S. Teber, Critical behaviour of reduced QED4,3 and dynamical fermion gap generation in graphene, Phys. Rev. D 94, no. 11, 114010 (2016); Erratum: [Phys. Rev. D 99, no. 11, 119902(E) (2019)]; S. Teber and A. V. Kotikov, Field theoretic renormalization study of reduced quantum electrodynamics and applications to the ultrarelativistic limit of Dirac liquids, Phys. Rev. D 97, no. 7, 074004 (2018).

[60] H. M. Srivastava and Ž. Tomovski, Fractional calculus with an integral operator containing a generalized Mittag-Leffler function in the kernel, Applied Mathematics and Computation 211, 198 (2009).

[61] V. P. Gusynin, Asymptotics of the heat kernel for nonminimal differential operators, Ukrainian Mathematical Journal 43, 1432 (1991).

[62] A. O. Barvinsky, P. I. Pronin, and W. Wachowski, Heat kernel for higher-order differential operators and generalized exponential functions, Phys. Rev. D 100, 105004 (2019).

[63] R. B. Paris, Exponentially small expansions in the asymptotics of the Wright function, Journal of Computational and Applied Mathematics 234, 488 (2010).