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Perturbative Coulomb gauge Yang-Mills theory within the first order formalism is considered.
Using a differential equation technique and dimensional regularization, analytic results for both the
ultraviolet divergent and finite parts of the two-point functions at one-loop order are derived. It is
shown how the non-ultraviolet divergent parts of the results are finite at spacelike momenta with
kinematical singularities on the light-cone and subsequent branch cuts extending into the timelike
region.

PACS numbers: 11.15.-q,12.38.Bx

1. INTRODUCTION

Coulomb gauge QCD is rather special. Amongst all the various gauges, it can be shown in Coulomb gauge that
the number of dynamical variables reduces to the number of physical degrees of freedom [I]. This allows for a
tantalizing glimpse of possible nonperturbative descriptions of confinement and the hadron spectrum. The so-called
“Gribov—Zwanziger” scenario of confinement, [1, [2], becomes especially relevant in Coulomb gauge. In this picture,
the temporal component of the gluon propagator provides for a long-range confining force whilst the transverse spatial
components are suppressed in the infrared. Various calculations support this picture, among them [3, 4, 5, |6, 7].

Perhaps a touch ironically, perturbation theory is one of the starting ingredients for nonperturbative calculations
in the sense that in the high energy region (and for asymptotically free theories such as QCD this is the perturbative
domain), the regularization and renormalization of the theory play an important role in constraining the necessary
approximations. In Coulomb gauge, only the leading divergence structure is known due to severe technical difficulties
(see for example [§, [9]). For Coulomb gauge within the (standard) second order formalism there exist so-called
energy divergences, which have been shown to cancel up to two-loops [9], but a general proof of this cancellation
is sadly lacking. One way to circumvent the energy divergences is to work within the first order formalism, where
formal arguments show that such divergences cancel exactly |1]. This circumvention comes at a price: the Dyson—
Schwinger equations become cumbersome [10] and full multiplicative renormalizability is not maintained [1]. Whilst
the leading divergences do provide crucial information about the renormalization of the theory, the remaining finite
parts are critical to further progress in the field. Having expounded the necessity for perturbative results within the
nonperturbative context, obviously perturbative results for physical high energy processes are desirable — not the least
in order to compare with results from covariant gauges.

The technical barrier to progress in Coulomb gauge perturbation theory stems from noncovariant loop integrals of
the type:

d*w
/wz(k—w)wuz—w (1)

where (in Euclidean space) w? = w? +&?2. Standard techniques such as Schwinger parametrization [11] fail due to the
complexity of the resulting parametric integrals. One might imagine that using contour integration to firstly evaluate
the temporal component of the integral might make the situation simpler. However, in such a method, translational
invariance is lost and since the subsequent spatial integral is ultraviolet [UV] divergent, the result will in general be
incorrect. A UV-cutoff procedure will also fail. There are however techniques that can overcome these difficulties and
one of these is the differential equation technique. In its original form [12, [13], complicated massive integrals arising
in covariant gauge calculations can be considered and when supplemented with integration by parts identities [14, [15],
the technique becomes a powerful tool. The ethos of the technique is that whilst the multi-dimensional parametric
form of the integral may be practically impossible to work with, the original integral is itself only a function of a few
variables and where differential equations can be derived, finding the solution involves integration over only these few
variables and sorting out the boundary conditions.

In this paper, we consider the one-loop perturbative two-point functions of Coulomb gauge Yang-Mills theory within
the first order formalism. Within this noncovariant setting, a variant of the differential equation technique and the
integration by parts identities are derived in order to evaluate integrals such as the one above. This allows for a full
analysis of the various propagator and two-point proper functions of the theory.
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The paper is organized as follows. We start by briefly reviewing the first order formalism used and express the
two-point functions in terms of their loop integrals. In Section 3, the noncovariant integrals inherent to Coulomb
gauge are evaluated. This section comprises the bulk of the development necessary to the study and is unashamedly
technical in nature. The results for the two-point functions are collected in Section 4. We finish with a summary
and outlook. Those loop integrals that can be evaluated using standard techniques are described in Appendix [Al
Appendix [Bl contains a nontrivial check on the noncovariant integrals.

2. THE FIRST ORDER FORMALISM AND PERTURBATION THEORY

Since Coulomb gauge Yang-Mills theory within the first order formalism is rather different to Yang-Mills theory in
linear covariant gauges, let us begin by reviewing those aspects of the formalism that will be relevant. For a complete
description, the reader is referred to Ref. |[10]. The generating functional is written (in Minkowski space)

Z[J] = /27@ exp {18 + 1Spp + 1Sx +15s} (2.1)

where ® denotes the collection of fields and the terms in the action are given by
sp = [dta |- éa-éa] |

Spp = /d4x T2

S, = /d4x —7OV-7% — %(ﬁ“ — Vo) (7% — Vo) 4 (7 — V) (aOA‘a + ﬁabab)} (2.2)

with the source term defined in condensed notation as (Greek indices such as « refer to all attributes of the field,
including its type, and summation over all discrete indices and integration over all continuous arguments is implicitly
understood):

Sy = Jod,. (2.3)

In the above, A and o are the spatial and temporal components of the gauge field, © and ¢ arise in the construction
of the first order formalism (they represent the transverse and longitudinal components of the conjugate momentum
to the gauge field), ¢ and ¢ are the Grassmann-valued Faddeev—Popov ghost fields introduced by fixing the gauge, A

and 7 are Lagrange multiplier fields. The chromomagnetic field, B , is given by
a a 1 abc gb pc
Bi = €ijk VjAk - igf AjAk (24)

(roman subscripts indicate spatial indices) and the spatial component of the covariant derivative in the adjoint
representation is

Db = 5o — g et & (25)

The general forms of the various Green’s functions that we will be considering are constrained in several ways.
Since the derivation is necessarily somewhat longwinded, for brevity we omit the details here and again refer the
reader to Ref. [10] for a full account. There are three constraints. Firstly, the Lagrange multiplier (A, 7) and ¢
field equations of motion can be solved exactly. The former primarily supply the transversality properties of the
vector—vector propagators (i.e., the connected two-point Green’s functions), the latter relating the proper two-point
functions involving functional derivatives of the ¢-field to contractions of those involving the corresponding 7-field.
Secondly, the equation stemming from the invariance of the generating functional under the BRS transform (the
Ward—Takahashi identity in raw functional form) tells us that the A=\ propagator must vanish. Thirdly, the discrete
symmetries of time-reversal and parity constrain the allowed forms with two main consequences: most of the scalar—
vector propagators must vanish (this is applied in conjunction with the transversality conditions arising from enforcing
the Lagrange multiplier equations of motion) and the dressing functions of the propagator or two-point proper Green’s
functions must be functions of the variables k2 and k2.

In Table[ll the general decomposition of the propagators (collectively denoted by W) is presented. The vector—vector
propagators are explicitly transverse, with the transverse projector in momentum space given by ¢;; (/2) = 0;;—kikj/ k2.



It is understood that the denominator factors involving both temporal and spatial components implicitly carry the
appropriate Feynman prescription, i.e.,

1 1
- — - )
(kg - k2) (kg Ry 20+)
such that the integral over the temporal component can be analytically continued to Euclidean space (ko — tk4).
Supplemented by the additional expression for the ghost propagator,

p1De
52

(2.6)

W (k) = =6 ==, (2.7)

the list is complete. Each of the dressing functions D, is a function of k3 and k2 except the ghost which is a function
of k% only. The tree-level propagators are given by

Dpya=Dar =Drr =Dss = Dgy = Doy =D, =1, Dyy = Dyy = 0. (2.8)

The general decomposition of the proper two-point functions (collectively denoted by T') is given in Table [l The

vector—vector functions contain longitudinal components and the longitudinal projector is written I;; (E) = kik;/ k2.
The ghost proper two-point function is:

T2 (k) = §%0L k2. (2.9)

Again, the dressing functions are functions of k3 and k2 except that for the ghost which is a function of k2 only. At
tree-level

1—‘lAA = FATI' = 1—‘l7'r7'r = F71'0' = Fc = 1; FAA = wa = err = FAU = Fa’a’ = 0. (210)

The two sets of functions (propagator and two-point proper Green’s functions) are related via the Legendre transform
and we have

(B —R)as _ (Trr +Trr)
Daa = Gars —maraar) Doo = 2, —Too (Trn+Trr)’
k2—k*)Taa T'ye
D7'r7'r = ( ° ) D = - = )
(KL% P aaTx) Y T2, Ty (Tan + Tr)
 (BP)ra B ro
DArr B (kgpim_lpr““‘r"“), DU¢ N Fgm - Fcrcr (Fm-r +Fﬂ-ﬂ') ,
D.TI.=1,
0= DUGPAU - Da’d) (]-—‘Aﬂ' + fAﬂ') + Da’)u
0=—DsyT a5 — Dy (Tar +Tax) + Dy,
— 2 —
0=T44— g—g [Dgxl—‘Ag-i-D(p)\ (FAW-FFAW)] . (2.11)

In addition to the two-point functions we have various three-point functions. The tree-level vertices (three-point
proper Green’s functions) used in this work are given by (all momenta are defined as incoming):

Fgrog)jxit; = —gf*°s;,
ngzgfl:(pmpb’pc) = —19f" [6:j(pa — Do)k + k(Do — Pe)i + Oki(Pe — Pa)j] »

Pﬂ;b;fld _ —292 {6ij5kl [facefbde . fadefcbe} + 031 [fabefcde . fadefbce} + 51 [facefdbefabefcde]} 7
Féﬂfffc(pz, pe,pa) = —gf abcpzi,
Ffﬁ?zzc(pmpmm) = quajFSrOcZZZﬁ = —19f"py;. (2.12)

The (Minkowski space) loop integration measure for the integrals entering the Dyson—Schwinger equations is
(—dwpr ) where

- dwo dd(j

de = 7(27T)d+1

(2.13)



w Aj 5 o ¢ A T
A s () 1285 1y () = 0 || 52| o
i ||t () (’Z(%ljg;) ti; () gfgf’g;) 0 0 0 |Gk
o 0 0 % ﬂ;m (*k(;;)zD“ 0
A 5 0 Bbar |EDar || g 0
T 0 = 0 % 0 0

TABLE I: General form of propagators in momentum space. The global color factor §%° has been extracted. All unknown

s
functions D,p are dimensionless, scalar functions of k2 and k2.

T Aj 5 o AT
Ai|| tij (R)ek*T aa + tkik;Taa [k° (8,0 ax + lij (B)Tax ) || =1k KiTao || ki | O
7i || =k (80 ax + lij (E)Tar ) | 10i;0nr + olij(K)Trm kTre || O | ki
o —1k%k;T Ao —kjTro kToe || 0] 0
A —k; 0 0 0|0
- 0 —k; 0 01]0

TABLE II: General form of the proper two-point functions in momentum space. The global color factor §*° has been extracted.
All unknown functions I'og are dimensionless, scalar functions of kg and k2.

and d = 3 — 2¢ is the spatial dimension. In order to preserve the dimension of the dressing functions (or, more

formally, the action) we must also assign a dimension to the coupling through the replacement

9> = g (2.14)

where p is the square of some non-vanishing mass scale (and which will be later identified with the renormalization
scale).

Although the formalism as presented thus far is written in Minkowski space, in order to evaluate the resulting loop

integrals it is necessary to analytically continue to Euclidean space (kg — tk4) and we use the notation k4 to denote

the temporal component of the Euclidean 4-momentum such that k? = k3 + k2. The Euclidean integration measure
is written

d(U4 ddﬁ
dw = s (2.15)
Since, in this noncovariant setting, the evaluated dressing functions will be functions of the two variables k3 and EQ,
the Minkowski space dressing functions are recovered by analytically continuing back with k3 — —k2. Assuming that
the loop integrals can be expressed in terms of known analytic functions, the Minkowski space dressing functions can
be given by simply extending the argument k7 to negative values and observing contributions generated by continuing
through singularities. Physically, such singularities can only occur for lightlike momenta (assuming that there are no
timelike resonance states) just as in linear covariant gauges. We will use the same notation for the Minkowski and
Euclidean space functions, since it is clear from the argument k% or k3 in which space they reside.

Now, the stated purpose of this paper is to derive the one-loop perturbative form for the various two-point dressing
functions. In linear covariant gauges, the Feynman rules can be easily applied to give directly the expressions for
propagator functions. The reason for the relative simplicity is that the proper two-point functions are related directly
to the corresponding propagators via inversion. This is not so within the first order formalism — since the proper



two-point Green’s functions and the propagators are related effectively by a matrix inversion, one must expand the
full set of Dyson—Schwinger equations for the proper functions in powers of the coupling, g, and then use the relations
@II) to construct the propagators. [Actually, a similar situation exists for the quark propagator in covariant gauges
too, but the matrix inversion only involves different contractions of the same equation.] In the remainder of this
section, we will thus consider the one-loop perturbative expansion of the various Dyson—Schwinger equations and
write the dressing functions of the proper two-point functions in terms of the loop integrals (these integrals will be
evaluated in the course of the next section). There are seven such equations (derived in [10], with the exception of
'y which is an obvious extension of I',,) and they read:

Poip() = ~6 K08 — [ (= e U5 (O —a0 = W @Dy b = =W S 0 =), (216)
rod(k) = §°huk? — / (= down ) PR (k, —w, 0 — KYWE (@)W, (k — w)TeY (w, —k, b — w), (2.17)
et (k) = 6%k — / (= dwnr T4 (B, —w,w — BYWES (@)D (w,k — w, —k) WIS, (w — k), (2.18)
Pt (k) = 106 — / (= dwnr TS0 (y —w,w — YW (@)D (w, b — w, —k)W G (w — B), (2.19)

o, (k) = — / (= dewnr ) DS (@ — oy by =) WS 5 (@)D o (w0, K — w0, =)W LS (w0 — )
_ / (= dwar ) T (0 — ke b, =) WhS (@)D (w0, k = w, =k WIS (w0 — ), (2.20)

Pot) = = [ (= duons ) DTS 0 = b ) W Do K = o, ~R) W= )

_ / (= dwnr ) T (0 — ke by ) WhS (@) TS (w0, ke — w0, k)W w0 — k), (2.21)

Caim (K) = 10° |F20im — Kikin] + / (= @ )TN (0 — by —w, YWEHWTIS, (@, — w, k)W (w — k)

ccAm
0)bca c e
_ /(_ g PO (0 — b, —w, EWEL@)DY ) (w, ke — o, —k) WL (w — k)

- /(_ dwnr TSt (w — b, —w, E)WEW)DH o (@, b — w, —k) WD

o Aij arkj

(W—Fk)

1 0)bca c e g
-3 /(— dwnr )T s (w — b, —w, BYWSS (@)U @,k — w, k)W, (@ — k)

1 0)dcba b c
5 /(_ dwnr )(—dom )Fgllekji (—v,—w,v+w—k, k)WA];\jn(k —Uv—= w)WA?yko(w)Wzglp(U) X
F{ggznwm(k —w—v,w,v, —k)

1 0)aecd C
+§ /(— dwn )Fizimu@(ka -k, w, _W)WAC,laxkl(—W)

2 dyAnop

hi ije
W)\,upq (U + W)F;U/Aqrm

1 coa C
+- /(— dwpr )(—don )Fi?szjbi (—v, —w,v+w —k, k)szMn(v)WA‘iyko(w)ngh (v,w, —v — w) X

(4w k—v—w, —k)WH

ars(w +v—k). (2.22)

These equations are all expanded to one-loop, the contributing terms tabulated in Table [IIl Introducing some
notation for the tree-level and one-loop terms, we write

Tap =T4) + 62T, (2.23)

where the dimensionful parameter ;¢ is included in T(}). After inserting the appropriate tree-level factors, resolving
the color algebra and analytically continuing to Euclidean space, the one-loop expressions read:

N, m/& [6- - w} (2.24)
‘ kaw?(k—@)2 U &2 )

. d k-2
rME?) = — C”E/w2(~w ll— X - ] ) (2.25)

=, - —=(1) -
(kz7 kz) + ll](k)FAﬂ'(kzu k2)

5T

s

E




equation |integral term contribution(s) («, 8,...)
-4, I6) 1st (a=mpB=0)
r., @10 1st (a=A)
o, I3) 1st (a=A,8=2¢)
Frr, 19) 1st (a=A,8=0)
T'oa, (220) 1st (a=A,=A4)
2nd (a=0,8=m)
Too, 221) 1st (a=AB=n)(a=mB=A)
2nd —
1st (explicit)
2nd (a=0,8=09)
3rd (a=m,B=0)
Taa, 222) 4th (a=A,=A)
5th —
6th —
Tth —

TABLE III: Contributing integral terms to the one-loop perturbative expressions for the Dyson—Schwinger equations (216}

222).

- d k-2
(k3 k) = — c/f/ St (2.26)
w2(k — @)2 k232
-, —- - d i
T (K2, K2) + 1 (T (82, K2) = Nope / — o - 5], (2.27)
w2(k — )2
-, - 2
- d k-(k—20 2 k(k-a
qult)y(kz,k% _ NC,LLE/ W wq ( w) d - = + (H W)
kak2w? (k — w)? &2(k — @)2
d k-2
g [ 2 (2.28)
kaw? (K — &)? k252
. dw | (k- @) = wi(ws — ka) 2R a)?
Tk F) = — cw‘/ | - } a1 B REZD )
R2w?(k — w)? &2 G2k —@)?
(2.29)
7 7 - dw @2 wiw
i (F)TCD, (K2, B2) + Lipn (F)T Yy 4 (K2, B2 :Ncsff Sim — =
(ICMOE )+l TR ) = Nt | e [oon = =5
——N / dw tjl nk(l? (3) y
k2w2 k—w)?
[(2w — )15]” — 2kk6” + 2kj5ik] [(2w — k)m5ln + 2k10mn — 2kn5ml] .
(2.30)

In the equation, ([Z22), for T'44 (the gluon polarization), the first two integral terms (which contain the possible
energy divergences at one-loop) cancel explicitly and this is due to the cancellation of the Faddeev-Popov determinant
against the determinant arising from the Gauf3’ law constraint that is the raison d’étre for the first order formalism
used in this work [1].

Let us now discuss in more detail the equations (Z2Z4HZ30). Under the transformation ws — —wy, the right-hand
side of Eq. (2:24)) and the second term of the right-hand side of Eq. (Z28)) change sign which means that these integrals
must vanish: i.e.,

T (k2 B2) = T (k2,F2) = 0 (2.31)



and

dw wak-(k — 2 K2k
w wik-(k — 20) ld—l - (2.32)
w

I‘(l) kz, EQ _ Nc/f / _
Ao’( 4 ) k4k2w2(k—w)2
Comparing equations ([2.25]) and ([2.26]), we have clearly that
{9 (k7. k%) =T (k?) (2.33)

which is also a consequence of the cancellation of the Faddeev-Popov determinant. The tensor equations, (Z21) and
230), must be decomposed to extract the dressing functions. We notice however that contracting Eq. ([227)) with
lki(k) gives us the more useful combination

DO, R?) + T (kK%)= —T 00 (R2). (2:31)
On the other hand, contracting BEq. Z27) with t4;(k) gives
dw k32
d— DI (k2 k) = N, /47 d—2+ = . 2.35
R B e (235)

Turning to Eq. (Z30), contracting with l,,;(k) gives us

dw (k252 — k-2 d k. k 2 2oOR—-a)
TO (K2, 52) = Nogs ﬂ( — d ) do1- B B EZD) g 5
k4w2(k—w)2 )2 @ B2k - @)

whereas contraction with £,,;(k) gives

dw > - N, dw - -
d—1 (1)k;k2 = CE\/H > . tmzktzmw_—c € =, tmlkt (:)tn k — @) x
A= DT = N [ BTt @) = o [ ot R @t (R =)
[(2w — k)iékj — 2kk5ij + 2kj5ik] [(2w — k)m5ln + 2k;10mn — 2kn5ml] . (237)

Expanding the transverse projectors of Eq. (2237)), contracting indices and where possible canceling denominator
factors, we get

dw k-2
d— DI, (k2,52 = c,ﬁ/f d— 2 + 22
(d - )Py, 72) ] CElC
d . k-2
+Nc;f/47w (6 — Ad)k? +2(d — 1) 4 2(1 — d)&?
k2w?(k — w)? k2
1| 1oy Topo . k| 1 kS
— | —~k* — 2K?k-G + (4d - 5)k-&* — 2— —— : 2
TZE |1 2 chat S)k-& k2 + 8 @2(k — )2 (2.38)
In order to reduce the number of integrals that we need to compute, we use the identities
k@ = 1/2(k% + w? — (k — w)?) — kaws,
w? = w?-@?
to get
-, dw k4 k2 kE*] N, dw ksw
d_lr(l) ki k?) = / 1 10 — 8d)=- + 3= —Cs/é
( ) AA( 1 k) 2k —w 2w2(k e + 1+ )k2 + 7| 2 H w2(k — w)2@?

Iz L, KN dw
4d—-5)° ko2 /7
+[( e k4] 1) Dk - w)ae
dw 4k &2 ka?
N [ 29 a SR TSR e
RO = (1)~ ><k2 k>

d 1 17\ k2 5k k@ (7 3 k2 32
+Nc;f/2(lz7wﬁ)2 ——+(3d——>7——7+—”(——2d+—7)+(d—2)f—].
w — W
3

&y

k2
14+ (3—4d)= +2
k2

1

+2

T T

k4

?w‘
S

4 4 )2 4pa 0 g2 \2 2 2



We must also deal with the integrals for the I'yo, I'4, and T'44 Green’s functions, given by equations ([Z.29), (Z.32)
and (Z30). It turns out that all these expressions are related as we will now show. Starting with I' 4., Eq. (Z32), we
can easily show that

dw wik-(k — 23) Y / dw (2wy — ky)k-> (2.40)

1) 7.2 72y _ €
P08 R = (@ - N [ Rk (k= w)? RaR2w (k — w)2?

The second integral expression will be reduced below but it is convenient for now to leave it in its present form. Now
consider Eq. (Z29). If we first recall that the last factor was originally written in symmetric form

. - o 2
. 2 k(- ®)

tij(@tk—d)=|d-1—- 5+ —=—— 2.41

§ @)t (F - ) [ = wg(k_W] (2.41)

then it is easy to show that

T (k2 k2) = Nou / dw (ks = 2w0) [(d 1)a? k:2 + N /d‘“ (23 = ka)k &2 (2.42)
k4k2w2 k— w)2 k4k2w2 k— w)2c32

We immediately recognize the latter factor as occurring in Eq. (2:40). As for the former, firstly we have as a general
result that
dw (k4 — 2&)4)
——>— =0. 2.43
/ w2(k _ CU)Q ( )

It can also be shown (using the results of Appendix [A]) that

/ dw (ks — 2ws)> _/ dw wik-(k — 23) (2.44)
kak2w?(k — w)? kak2w?(k —w)? -

Thus we see that

T k2, #2) = 1)

oa

(k2,k?). (2.45)
Turning now to Eq. (Z.30]), it is easy to show that

—

=) ;2 79 _ E(d ) dw k (k w _ dw k4 2&)4 — k4)k¢32
Daa(ky, k%) = =Nep*— Pt lh o) Nept T (b — ) (2.46)

and further manipulating, we get that
1) 2 7 ki
Taalki, %) = =L (5, F2), (247)

Let us finally reduce the expression for I' 4., Eq. (2.40), to the set of most basic integrals as we did for T'44. Using
the same techniques as before, we have that

K2 1k dw kyw 1k dw
rVw2E) = |5 +-— N08/744 ——TNca/i
KR = 2z | ) S —wp@ A ) k- w)a

dw k2 wik @ k@
+NC8/7 d—1)= —142= —2(d -1 +222
o oJ?(k—w)? l( >k4 2 ( ) k4k2 P2 ]
k2 k-
+Ncm/fi7w SR LA (2.48)
w?(k — &)2 12 2 2

Before proceeding, let us briefly summarize the results of this section. We have written the various one-loop, two-
point proper Green’s functions in terms of the most simple collection of integrals. 1"541) and ff:,)r are trivial, Eq. (2.3T]).
We must calculate T, Eq. 223), which will also yield T\ via Eq. 233). With 'Y calculated using Eq. 239),
we also get F( ) from Eq. (Z34). I‘ 4, 1s calculated using Eq. (Z48) which then gives us r$Y) and Fi‘l‘ from relations

and , respectively. Finally, we have to calculate I‘( ) using Eq. . The necessary integrals will be
AA g g
derived in the next section.



3. NON-COVARIANT LOOP INTEGRALS

In this section we consider the nontrivial loop integrals that arise in this study (i.e., massless one-loop two-point
integrals). Quite generally, the integrals that arise within Coulomb gauge perturbation theory can be classified into
two categories — those that can be evaluated using standard techniques such as Feynman parametrization or Schwinger
parameters (and which are detailed in Appendix [A]) and those that cannot. The latter category clearly requires a
different approach and to this effect we derive a technique based on differential equations and integration by parts
[IBP] suitable for the non-covariant setting here. We consider the three integrals:

- dw
2 2\
A(kélvk ) - /w2(k _W)2(E27 (31)
- dww
4012 1.2\ __ 4
A (k47k ) - /wg(k_w)2(327 (32)
B(k2,k?) = / dw . (3.3)
W2k — w232 (k — @)?

It is convenient to introduce the following notation: z = k2, y = k2, z = a/y, v = y/z. We find that the above
integrals can be written in the form

T —1—¢
A(,T,y) = %fu(z)a (34)
T —1—¢
A(a,y) = kA(z,y) = m%mm (3.5)
B(z,y) = %ﬂ;@) (3.6)

where the f;(z) are functions of z and which may contain an ultraviolet divergence in the form of a simple pole as
¢ — 0. The functions f;(z) can (and will) be written down in analytic form for € — 0, but it turns out to be more
useful to write some of the various parts in terms of an integral representation and also as asymptotic series in z or
v which are more amenable to eventual numerical evaluation.

A. Derivation of the Differential Equations

To begin, let us derive the differential equations that these integrals obey. Consider the general integral (n =0, 1)

. dw wh
PR = [t (3.7)

w2(k —w)2352°

Since I"™ is a function of two variables, there are two first derivatives:

R = 6
it - o e { SR 6
Now, there are also two integration by parts identities:
0= [ a%w%wfntw - [ - - ) (3.10)
0= / duw %w2(kwiwf)%2 _ / M(Z“i 2%1252 {d o zi_z - zﬁ(k(fi;)@} . (3.11)

Adding these two expressions gives

o:/%{dﬂz—@d%} (3.12)
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from which we have the important identity

o1 o1
k k d —5)I"™. 1
T + LT (d+n—5) (3.13)
Expanding the numerator factor, Eq. (312) can be rewritten
dw w} k% — w?
0= —5=51<d 44+ —F>. 3.14
[ o A G (319
Similarly, Eq. (310) becomes
dw w} G [—(ks —wa)? + kE — w? + &2
0= | ——2 —14+2— . 3.15
/wQ(k—w)%U? {n + w2 + (k —w)? ( )

We can now rewrite Eq. (B8] as

o1 dww4 k3 @2 k2 w? 2

and so we arrive at the temporal differential equations for A and A*:

8A k2 k2 dw dw dw
oA B k32 4y k2 dw wy dw wy dw wa
M T [“ Ve ]A kZ/(k—w)4o72_2/w4(k—w)2 ‘Z/W- (3.18)

The differential equations involving the spatial components are subsequently given using Eq. (313).
Now let us consider integrals of the form B. Again, we have two IBP identities:

2 _
O:/dwi wa = / dw _ {1_2“)_‘;_ M}7 (3.19)
Owa w2(k — w)2@2(k — 2)2 w?(k — w)2a?(k — 20)? w (k—w)
) -2 - ﬂ_“ = (7 P
O:/dw 0 Y :/ do d—2-225 - 2% @k @@=
Owi w2 (k — w)2&2(k — 25)2 w?(k — w)2@32(k — 2)2 (k —w) (k — @)2
(3.20)

and by adding the two we see that

= dw ke(k—w) | k- (k—®)
O_/w2(k—w)2aj2(];_2w) {d 7+2 (k — w)? (E_ﬁ)g} (3.21)

from which we have the important identity

+
[N}

98 198 _i-nB. (3.22)

T Ok, Ok,

Rewriting the definition of B as
2
9B = 2/ dw w;_ + 2/ dw _ (3.23)
w(k — w)2d2%(k — 20)2 wi(k —w)2(k — @)
and using Eq. 319) gives
dw dw wy(ws — k)
B=2 | —m— iz = r -2 2
w?(k — w)*d w2 (k — w)2@32(k — 2)2 (k —w)
d — ky)? ky(ky —
/ w__ {_2(604 42 49 4(ky &21)}
w2(k — w)242(k — 2)2 (k —w) (k —w)

dw 0B
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However, with Eq. (8.I4]) we obtain the temporal differential equation for B:

OB Ad—d) 4 dw

and the spatial equation is given via Eq. (3:22)).
The differential equations are best written by evaluating the standard integrals in terms of e (see Appendix [A]) and
with the notation  and y for the temporal and spatial momentum components. The result is (A* = k4 A):

0A x y~* e
2$8$ = {1 (2+4€)x+y} A 2I+yX+4(:E+y) Y, (3.26)
oA . x — Yy ° —1—¢
2xa—x = [—1—45$+y]A—2$+yX+2(x+y) Y, (3.27)
OB B yflfs
2v— = —3B+ (4 'A—4 X 2
T 3B+ (4+8¢)(x+y) oS (3.28)
where
1 I(1/2—¢) 1 I(1-¢)
X = (4@2761"(5)1"(1 E)F(1/2 mpRE Y = (47)2751"(6)1"(1 E)F(l o) (3.29)
The spatial differential equations subsequently read:
0A T Yy~ e 1
2y— = |-3 -2+ (2+4 A+2 X -4 1=ey, :
Y, [ 3—-2+(2+ E>x+y] + pr (z+y) : (3.30)
0A . X - Yy © —1—¢
2y8y = [ 1 2<€—|—4<€/J7 y]A+2x+yX 2(z +y) Y, (3.31)
2528 L (1_2B— (48 (wry)taralx (3.32)
Y 9y Y Tty .

B. Solving the Differential Equations

The differential equations (3261328 B30H3.32) have a rather special structure that allows for a relatively simple
solution. Taking A to start (the other two follow the same pattern), we can write

A(z,y) = Fa(z,y)Galz,y) (3.33)
such that
290% = [1 -2+ 48);1; _T_ y} Fa(z,y), (3.34)
2y%j’y) - [-3—2e+(2+45)xiy} Falz,y), (3.35)
Falz, y)2338Gi;7(5’y) - —2xy:yx Az +y) oY, (3.36)
Fa(x, y)2y78G%(;’ v _ 2Iy:yx — 4z +y) Y (3.37)

The solution for the first pair of equations can be written down without difficulty and is
Fa(z,y) = a2y~ V2 (z 4+ 9) 7172 4 C. (3.38)

By inspection, the constant C = 0 since the function F4(z,y) has the dimension [y]~¢ (i.e., the function F4 carries
the dimension of the integral A). The remaining differential equations for G4 now read

- C1-2e, 0Ga(z,y) y * 1
1/2, —1/2+4€ 1-2¢9 AL Y) _9 X 44 l-ey 3.39
e S X Aty Y, (3:39)
oG -
a2y TR (g g T2y Ay) _ 24 x — 4z +1y) Y. (3.40)

dy T4y
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Because the derivatives with respect to  and y are distinguished only by a minus sign, the function G4 must be a
dimensionless function of the dimensionless ratio v = y/x or (equivalently) z = x/y. We choose to express G4 as a
function of v to avoid singularities and the two partial differential equations collapse into a single first order ordinary
differential equation:

dG a(v)

= vT2722 (1 4 0) X — 207 Y2 (1 4 0)°Y. (3.41)
v
Using the integral representation of the hypergeometric function [16]:
v 1t v
At (14t "= - ——sF (a, ;1 +b; —— 3.42
‘/0 (+) b(1+1))a2 1(@,, +,1+1}>7 ( )
gives the solution
1 pl/2-2 v
G —G4(0) = XoFy | —26,1;3/2 — 2¢; ——
A(v) A( ) 1/2_28(1+U)_2€ 2 1< €, L / E71+’U)
2 v1/275 v
- XoFy | —6,1;3/2 —¢;—— ). 3.43
1/2—6(1+U)_€ 2 1< g, / E71+’U> ( )
Let us now show that the constant G 4(0) = 0. The general solution for A(z,y) as y — 0 would have a term
Fa(z,y — 0)GA(0) ~ liH}J x1/2y*1/2+s (3.44)
y—r

but in the original partial differential equation ([B3:26), which must still be defined for all values of y (although the
coefficients may be singular) there is no such term and the constant G 4(0) must vanish. We thus have the solution

1
Alz,y) = WX

X v —e v 2Y v
— [ — Fi | —2¢,1;3/2 — 2¢; — Fi|—1;3/2—¢;, —— . 3.45
{1/2—2€<1+’U> 2 1( €, 13 / E’1+’U) 1/2—52 1( g, 13 / E’l—f—’U)} ( )

As it stands, the solution is not of much use since the hypergeometric functions are somewhat cumbersome. However,
we are primarily interested in the solution as e — 0. In this case

o Fy (—5,1;3/2—5; ) =1+ef(v)+0O(c?) (3.46)

v
14w
and upon expanding A in powers of ¢ the functions f(v) happen to cancel such that

A(x,y):%{—2 (§—7> — 4242l (%y>+0(a)}. (3.47)

A few remarks are in order here. The overall dimension of the integral A can be written in terms of the covariant
factor x4y as for the integrals in linear covariant gauges and result in the standard logarithmic factor, singular on the
light-cone and with a branch-cut extending into the timelike region. The ultraviolet divergence characterized by the
1/e term is similarly covariant. The noncovariant component is logarithmically singular at y = 0. The z-dependence
of the noncovariant component, however, has the logarithmic singularity at  +y = 0. This is actually rather crucial
since otherwise it would be difficult to justify the analytic continuation between Euclidean and Minkowski space
without further cancellations in forming the two-point functions. Lastly, it is remarkable that the integral A which
defies standard evaluation techniques reduces merely to a combination of logarithms. Unfortunately, this simplicity
will not be present in the integrals A* and B.

Let us now turn to the function A governed by equations [B27) and B3I). Writing A(z,y) = F5Gx as before
leads to four partial differential equations:

2xw - [1—4away} Pz, y), (3.48)
2y%jy) - [—1—2a+4axxTy] Pz, y), (3.49)
Pyl )2 2T —2xy:yx+2(a:+y>*1*w, (3.50)
Fz(x,y)2yaGZ($’y) T 7 (3.51)

Jy T4y
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The solution to the first pair is
Fa(a,y) = a7y (2 4 y) 7%, (3.52)

the constant vanishing on dimensional grounds as previously. The latter two differential equations now read

B B B G~ (z,y) y e 1
1/2, —1/2+4¢ 29 AV - _9 X +9 lI—ey 3.53
x Y (z+y) T O Tty +2(z +y) ) ( )
B B B OG+(z,y) y~ e 1
1/2, —1/2+4¢ 29 AVD ) —9 l—ey 3.54
1y (x+y) *2y ay :v—i—yX (x +y) (3.54)

Again, as before the relative minus sign means that G is a function of the ratio, but this time it is useful to use both
v and z, the reason becoming clear shortly. In terms of v, we have that

dGz(v)

- _ 071/2725(1 + v)71+26X _ ,071/276(1 + ’U)71+EY (355)

whose solution is

X ,Ul/2—2a v Y ,Ul/2—€ v
G—(v) = F(1-261:3/2— 2 - Fi(1-e1;3/2—e——

A = T T o 1( & 133/ 8’1—0—1}) 12—c(+ov)—=> 1( e, 1;3/ E’l—l—v)’
(3.56)

whereas in terms of z we get that

dG~
;(z) _ _2—1/2(1 +2) 12X 4 2—1/2(1 +2)7 ey (3.57)
z

whose solution is

2X Z1/2
Galz) = - 1/2 —2¢ (1 4 2)1-2

2 1/2
JF) (1—25,1;3/2; z )+ :

z
F(1-61;3/2——). (358
1+2)  1/2—c(1+2)—<? 1( 5153/ ’1+z) (3:58)

The general constant terms in both solutions vanish as before. We can now write the result for the full integral
A*(z,y) = k4 A in two ways:

k4 o
(CL‘ + y)l-i-a

X v - v Y v
—_ | — Fi|1—2¢,1;3/2— 2¢; — Fill—e13/2—¢;—— 3.59
{1/2—2€<1+’U) 2 1< g, 13 / E71+’U> 1/2—82 1< g, 13 / E’l-i—’l))}, ( )

ka4 z z
— ¢ —-2X(1 SoF[1—-26,1;3/2; —— 2YoF (1 —6,1;3/2; —— . (3.60
($+y)1+€{ ( +Z)2 1< g, L3 /’1+Z)+ 2 1< g, 13 /’1+Z>} ( )

A4(x7y) =

A4(x7y) =

Now, in contradistinction to the integral A, the expansion of the hypergeometric functions in powers of £ does not
yield a simple result — quite the contrary. However, one can expand in powers of either v or z and then take the limit
¢ — 0 which will prove useful in later numerical evaluation. Actually, in the case of the expansion with v, one must
first collect together terms involving Inwv/(1 + v) since these factors do not have an expansion around v = 0. The
results are ultraviolet finite and are:

v —l=e 4 4 4 4
At(z,y) = k4% {<1n <L) + 21112) [—2 ——v4+ —v - =P+ vt 4

(4m)2—= 1+o 37 15Y 357 T 63
20 124 988 3244
A Dy 2y 200 s O ey 3.61
T Y T s T3emY T 1ot T (3.61)

2 +y)~tE 8 8 8 8 2 1 8 23
Al 20 4 @ty oy 8, 82y 8 s 8 12 Lo 8 5 2B ., 1
(z,9) Tamre UMY T et T 3517 "5 3t T

(3.62)

The statement that the expansion of the hypergeometric functions in powers of € is nontrivial is fortunately not the
whole story. It is possible to find the full solution as ¢ — 0 by rewriting the hypergeometric functions in their integral
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representation, expanding the integrand and exploring whether or not it is possible to evaluate the resulting integrals.
In the case of using v as the variable this is not the case — the expression reads:

L (ty)TtT (1 4) v gt ¢
At(z,y) = ky an)=— 7 {—4ln2arctan(\/5) - /0 ViiT In <1 n t)} (3.63)

and the integral cannot be done directly in terms of known functions (or to phrase it more properly, the direct result
is not known to the authors at present although indirectly the result can be inferred from the following discussion).
However, with z as the variable, we get

z+y) ' (142)

P LA
Az, y) = ka am)r—= NG {4ln2arctan (V=) /0 Vi) In(1+ t)} (3.64)

and the integral is
/len(l—i—t) = 7ln2—1ln(v/z —1) [1n2+1n(1+2)—1n(1—2\/5)—lln(\/g—z)}
0 Vi(1+1) -7 2
+1ln (vz +1) [1n2—|—1n(1 +2)—In(1+1/z) — %ln(\/z—i—z)}
—zdilog(% - %\/E) + zdilog(% + %\/E) (3.65)

in terms of the dilogarithmic function [16]. An expansion in powers of z yields the expansion Eq. (8.62)) which serves
as a useful check. Whilst it is gratifying that the integral can eventually be written in terms of known functions,
these functions must still be evaluated at some stage. For this reason, the integral form Eq. (364)) and the asymptotic
forms Eqs. B.613.62) are actually of more practical use.

It is possible to discuss the analytic structure of A*. Clearly, it is ultraviolet finite. With the expansion Eq. (3.61))
in v = y/x we see that as y — 0 there is a logarithmic singularity as seen previously for the integral A. As for the
singularities in z, by rewriting the integral

1 (% dt boodt
%/0 mln(l+t>_/o T (3.66)

and knowing the analytic properties of arctan (1/z)/+/z we see that the singularity occurs for z = —1 (i.e., for z+y = 0)
with branch cuts extending into the timelike region. Again, this behavior is the same as for A.

Finally let us discuss the integral B(z,y) satisfying equations [B:28)) and [B:32]). We separate the function into two
parts as previously:

B(z,y) = Fp(z,y)Gp(z,y) (3.67)
such that Fg and Gp obey the following differential equations:
21:% = —3Fp(z,y), (3.68)
2y%§’y) = —(1+2¢)Fp(z,y), (3.69)
Fp(z, y)2xa(;%7(;’w = (4+8e)(z+y) Az,y) — 41__:_; X, (3.70)
Fgp(x, y)2y6GE;7(;’y) = —(4+8)(x+y) tAz,y) + 4yx__|1__; X. (3.71)

The solution to the first pair of differential equations is
Fp(x,y) = a2y~ 127 (3.72)

with the possible constant vanishing as before on dimensional grounds. The second pair of equations now reads

—1—¢
x—3/2y—1/z—52$75G%§”=y) - (4+8g)(x+y)—1A(x,y)—4yx+yX, (3.73)
—1—¢
ooy 2y POBED) g 4 gy o g y) Ay 4L x (3.74)

dy T4y
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We are now faced with a potential problem — for general ¢, the function A(z, y) is itself a combination of hypergeometric
functions and we have little chance of solving the resulting differential equations. However, we can write down A(x,y)
for vanishing €. Again, the derivatives with respect to x and y are distinguished by a minus sign and we can rewrite
the two equations as a first order differential equation in z = z/y. In this case, we cannot use the variable v since
this leads to non-integrable singularities. After expanding in powers of ¢, the equation is

dGp(2)  2(1+2)

2172 2)7t l— —2In el . .
(@n)?—= (1+2) L v—=2In2+ O( )} (375)

Since there is no interference between the integration over z and the expansion in €, we do not need to consider the
terms of O(e) further. We thus obtain

Gg(z)

_ (452_8 { (‘izj/z) <l e 21n2) +8(1+2In2) [(1\4/2) - arctan(\/z)} +8/z (1dt+{) In(141)+O(e )}
(3.76)

where the constant Gp(0) vanishes as before. Using integration by parts, we have that

? dt\/f Jz Vz
/0 (1—|—t) n(l+t)= / \/_1—|—t In(1+1¢)— i+ )ln(l—l—z) (1+Z)+arctan(\/2) (3.77)

and so, the full solution can be written

" —2
B(z,y) = % {—4(1+z)—1 (% —7—21n2+1n(1+2)) 41612 {72(11@ - z31/2 arctan (v/z)
8
_72(14_2)1 (1+2)+ / \/_1+2t)1 (1+zt)+(’)(€)}. (3.78)

The factor y~2 is extracted globally for convenience as it happens that the integral B(z,y) is multiplied by y? when
forming the gluon polarization. Without the factor y 2, the expression is finite as ¥ — 0. The singularities in z occur

for z = —1 as before, with branch cuts extending into the timelike region. An expansion around z = 0 is possible and
reads
2m0 (z4y) "y ~? 1 2 3, .4 L 3 59 T3 9 4
B(z,y) "= S —4 P [1—z+2—2°+2"+..] +8In2 _§+32_?Z +§z - 177 +...
16 28 46 , 202 4 91 ,
——t+—z— = —2°— = e 3.79
+[ 3+5z 72—1—272 Hz—i— (3.79)

Comparing Eq. B.78)) with Eq. (8:64) and using the known expansion for A4(z,y) for small v, Eq. (B:61l), we can also
expand B(z,y) and the result reads:

B(z,y) "=’ w{—4<1—7> [v—v? + 0% —vt 4. ]

(4m)2 €
4
4(1n<1j_v> +21n2) [v+vz—gv3+gv4+...] —16v2+%v3—%v4+...}. (3.80)

Having derived the integrals, it is pertinent to see if they can be checked using standard techniques. Since this is
a somewhat technical exercise that does not add to the discussion here, we present the details in Appendix Bl It
is also useful to plot the integrals and their asymptotic expansions. The functions f;(z), defined in Eqs. (B.4H3.6]),
and with the factors proportional to (1/¢ — ) removed are presented in Figures[IH3l All functions are monotonically
increasing with z. One can see that the asymptotic expansions do indeed represent the functions within their domains
of applicability. The functions f,(z) and f4(z) are logarithmically singular as y — 0 (z — oo with = fixed), whereas
fb(2) is finite. All functions exhibit singularities as z — —1 (especially strong in the case of f; although this can
be attributed to the different choice of prefactor in the full integral B). However most importantly, there are no
singularities at z = 0 (or equivalently = = 0 for finite y), such that the continuation to spacelike Minkowski space is
entirely justified.
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FIG. 1: UV-finite part of the function fo(2).
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Left panel: Euclidean values of z. Right panel: continuation of f,(z) into the

FIG. 2: The function f4(z) and its asymptotic expansions for z — 0 and v = 1/z — 0. Left panel: Euclidean values of z. Right

panel: continuation of f4(z) into the spacelike Minkowski region.

4.

ONE-LOOP TWO-POINT FUNCTIONS

Having now evaluated all the integrals that occur (see the previous section and Appendix [A]), we can now return
to the expressions for the one-loop, proper two-point functions and write out our results. To do this, it is convenient

to define two combinations of functions:

1 ooat
4ln2—arctan\/z—/ —— In(1 + =2t),

vz o V(1 + zt) ( )
2In2 —In(1+ z).

~

—
N

~—
I

9(z) =

[These functions are actually variations of the finite parts of fy and f, from before.] The results are:

=)
FS}A’(IJJ) = FATF(I y) - Oa

I (z,y) = IP(y) =

C

N, 41

F7(7172(Iay) = 4_77')2 € {g |:g
8

3

) = o { W >}
o)

Tty

i ale )]
()

92 8
9

28 8
- =+

9 §1n2+(9(8)},

+———1%WXﬁ
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FIG. 3: UV-finite part of the function f»(z) and its asymptotic expansions for z — 0 and v = 1/z — 0. Left panel: Euclidean
values of z. Right panel: continuation of f;(z) into the spacelike Minkowski region.

(4.6)
Y (z,y) = (4:)[;75 {(—1 + %z) E —y—In (x:y)] — 5—92 + %(1 +2)—32(142)+ %g(z)
+(1+2) <2_1Z — 6+ gz> (=) + (1 +2) <—é + i - %z + %2) £) + O(a)} . (4.7)

It is immediately apparent that for finite y, there are no singularities in any of the above at = 0 (or equivalently,
z = 0) since f(0) = 2¢(0) = 41n2 cancels the 1/z pole. This is to be expected since none of the individual integrals
or their prefactors are singular at this point.

Let us now construct the one-loop propagator dressing functions. Writing D,g = D((XOB) + gQD(l)

= op and using
Eqs. (Z312332.75), Eq. [2I1)) becomes

1
(1 + Z) {Fféllz)él(xay) + Fgr];z(x7y):| )
1

DY\ (z,y) = T (z,y) -

DX (,y) = T'(2y) -

(1 T Z) [Fi\l,)éx(xay) +F£r172(xvy)} )

DRy =~ [+ T8ey) .
DY (z,y) = T4 (x,y) — 30D (y),
D) (x,y) = —T4(x,y),
DY) (w,y) = T4 (w,y) —TD(y),
DO (y) = —TWO(y),
DN (z.y) = TV (y),
DY) (z.y) = 0. (4.8)

The last equation of (2.I1]) becomes an identity by virtue of the relation Eq. [2.47), as it should. Putting in the above
results for the one-loop, two-point proper functions, we have (in Euclidean space and in the limit e — 0):

(1) __Ne [ (Ety)|_64 _ 1, 1 3 At 13,
DAA(ac,y)—(47T)25{[‘E ~ 1n( . )] 9+3z—|— 22—1—3 5% g(z) + . 4+4z Yk fz) ¢,

(4.9)
N, 4 1\[1 Tty 52 116 11 3
DW = SRS S | e e Nl Py SRS
i (x,y) (i) {( 3+3z) L o n( m ﬂ 9 + 9 327+ {6 62+2z}g(z)

1 1 11 3
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N, 1[1 + 116 1 3
DV (z,y) = e {_g [——v—m <xuy>} - +3z+ [——+6— —z} 9(2)

(4m) B 9 22 2
+|o-gtaa- 222} f(z)}, (411)
DW (z,y) = (4?)[;75 {13—1 E —y—1In (:”:y)} + ?;)—1 — 62+ (—1 +32)g(2) + %(1 +2)1 +3z)f(z)}, (4.12)
DY () = (433_5 {% E e (“’:yﬂ + % + 62— 3(1+ 2)g(2) — %(1 20+ 3z)f(z)}, (4.13)
D) (a,y) = (433_5 {E el <x:y> - 2—95 6+ [g +3z] 9(2) + %(1 +a)(14 3z)f(z)}, (4.14)
DO (y) = DD (a,y) = # {g E Y —n (%)] + 2—98 _ §1n2}, (4.15)
DY) (y) = 0. (4.16)

A few remarks are in order here. The momentum dependence of the relationship between the vector propagators and
proper two-point functions, Eq. 2I1]), is such that the only occurrence of a momentum dependent UV-divergence is

within the D, propagator — the factor 1/(1 + z) is otherwise canceled within the combination 1"5411)4 + 1"5377 Indeed,
the divergence structure of the one-loop, proper two-point functions has been known for some time [1]. The momen-

tum dependent coefficient of the 1/e-pole in D,(,172 is symptomatic of the fact that the w-field is not multiplicatively
renormalizable since the 7-field has its origins in the linearization of the (composite) chromoelectric field term of the
action that is central to the first order formalism. However, we are further able to see that for the UV-finite parts, the
kinematical singularities on the light-cone (z = —1) reside purely in the logarithmic term and the functions f(z) and
g(z) which are logarithmic in character. There are no singularities in the Euclidean or spacelike Minkowski regions
(z > —1). Hence, we can conclude that the analytic continuations between Euclidean and Minkowski space have
entirely the same character as in linear covariant gauges — that is to say that the continuation is justified.

Although it is not our intention to discuss the renormalization aspects of the two-point Green’s functions in Coulomb
gauge, at the one-loop perturbative level it is possible to identify two renormalization group invariant combinations
of propagator dressing functions via the coefficients of the 1/¢ poles. In Landau gauge, a renormalization group
invariant running coupling may be defined through the combination of gluon and ghost propagator dressing functions:
g*DaaD?, |17]. This stems from the Slavnov—Taylor identity which expresses the universality of the coupling and
the Landau gauge property that the ghost-gluon vertex is UV-finite. Given that at one-loop, the coefficient of the
1/e pole of g2 is the first coefficient of the 3-function (bg = —11N,/3(47)?>~¢) and is gauge invariant, the combination
DaaD? in Landau gauge has a 1/¢ pole with the coefficient 11N,./3(4w)?~¢. In Coulomb gauge, the results above
clearly show the same result. However, the individual coefficients for D44 and D, are different from Landau gauge.
The second renormalization group invariant combination of propagator dressing functions is particular to Coulomb
gauge and is gDy, |1]. The coefficient of the 1/¢ pole in D,, above clearly confirms this.

5. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

A one-loop perturbative analysis of Coulomb gauge Yang-Mills theory within the first order formalism has been
undertaken. The various propagator and two-point proper dressing functions have been explicitly evaluated at this
order. In order to do this, dimensionally regularized results for the noncovariant two-point loop integrals inherent to
Coulomb gauge have been derived using techniques based on differential equations and integration by parts identities.

The results for the two-point functions are rather interesting. The dressing functions are dimensionless functions
of two independent variables and a mass scale introduced via the regularization. These functions can be split into
two parts — one unambiguously connected to the UV-divergence involving also the logarithmic behavior normally
associated with covariant gauges and a second part which is a UV-finite function of the ratio of the temporal to
spatial components of the momentum.

The analytic continuations between Minkowski and Euclidean space within the noncovariant setting can be justified
on the grounds that the possible singularities occur on the light-cone, with branch cuts extending into the timelike
Minkowski region. It is seen explicitly that for spacelike Minkowski and Euclidean momenta there are no singularities
in any of the two-point Green’s functions, which is as it should be.

The outlook for future work done in Coulomb gauge is rather promising. The most direct continuation of this work
is to consider the vertex functions of the theory. A generalization of the differential equation technique to the various
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one-loop three-point loop integrals certainly appears feasible albeit challenging. Subsequently, a two-loop perturbative
analysis studying, for example, the cancellation of potentially energy divergent integrals or the renormalization would
be of great interest. A second area of interest would be to include quarks and to study physical high energy processes,
as has been done in linear covariant gauges. The relationship between the covariant and noncovariant descriptions of
the same phenomena will undoubtedly lead to greater insight into the physical mechanisms at work.

One of the motivations for studying Coulomb gauge is that nonperturbative phenomena such as confinement and
bound states may be better understood in this gauge. The analysis of nonperturbative physics is however greatly
constrained by the perturbative behavior. As an example, consider the evaluation of nonperturbative loop integrals —
the phase space of the integration measure still contains the perturbative domain and renormalization is still necessary
despite the fact that one may be considering infrared external momentum scales. Further, the techniques developed
here to evaluate the perturbative integrals will almost certainly be of help when studying the Dyson-Schwinger
equations nonperturbatively. Also, the perturbative expansion (although asymptotic) is of great use in verifying
nonperturbative identities such as the Slavnov—Taylor identities. The Slavnov—Taylor identities are the focus of
present work [18].
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APPENDIX A: STANDARD INTEGRALS

There are two particular types of integral that we wish to consider in this appendix and both can be done using
standard techniques. We use the Schwinger parametrization method [11]. The integrals considered have two or three
denominator factors (with arbitrary powers), at least one of which contains both spatial and temporal components.
We list results for all the possible vector and tensor integrals that arise.

Consider then the integral (in Euclidean space)

dw
= | ey )
Using the identity [16]
a—ly = I‘(ly) /000 dao” texp{—aa}, Rv>0, Ra>0 (A.2)
we have
I= 1 /Oo dadf o~ 1pr—1 / dw exp {—(a+ B)w” + 2Bk-w — Bk }. (A.3)
I()Tw) Jo
Shifting variables
B
w—>w+a+ﬁk (A4)
gives
_ # > —1pv—1 . 2 af 2
I= F(u)I‘(u)/O dadB ot~ /dw exp{ (a+ p)w oz+ﬁk } (A.5)
and rescaling, w — (o 4 3)~'/%w, leads us to
_ 1 = —1 pv—1 e—2 _ aB o 2
= F(,u)F(V)/o dadfB o= 8" (a + B) exp{ —oz—l-ﬂk }/ dw exp { —w?}. (A.6)

The integral over w can now be carried out:

= 1 1 = —1pv—1 e—2 _ a4
I= (47)2— F(,U)F(V)‘/O dadB o= 8" (a + B) exp{ —a—l—ﬂk } (A7)
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By inserting the identity 1 = fooo dA§(A — o — ) and rescaling @ — Ao, § — A3 we have

— L 1 ! —1v-1 e [T vte—3 CVB
I = (@2 TGO /0 dadB (1 —a— B)a 1" a+ B) /0 dX TV exp{ e }
1 1

1 00
= a1 —a) ! prrte=3 oxp {—Aa(l — a)k? ). .
- (4#)2*5IKM)F(V)j€ dorah (1 - a) jﬁ dA p{-Aa(l — a)k?) (A8)

The integral over A can be done and is a variation of Eq. (A2) giving

1 T(p+v+e-2)
(4m)?=s T(w)l(v)

Finally the integral over o can be done (it has the integral form of the beta-function) to give the final result:

I =

/1 daa’ M1 —a) ! ol - a)k2]27#7’/75 : (A.9)
0

fﬁ/ dw R T M4 v+ e—) T2 —p—el(2—v—¢) (A10)
W [(k —w)?]” — (dm)2e INDINGD) FMd—p-v—-2) '
Now let us consider the vector integral
dw wy
I=| . A1l
| e A
In order to proceed we notice the following. Under the change of variables w — w + kS/(a + ) we have:
/dw exp{—(a+6)w2+26k-w—6k2}z/dw exp{—(a+6)w2 C:_Bﬂ } (A.12)

Differentiating with respect to k4 gives

2[3/&’&1 (wqg — ky) exp{ (a4 B)w? + 20k-w — kz}*—2ﬂ/dw k4exp{—(a+ﬂ)w2—%k2} (A.13)

which shows us that

/dw w4exp{ (a+ B)w? +2[3kw—ﬁk2} /dw k4exp{ (a+ B)w? ——ﬂkQ} (A.14)

+ 8 +

Further differentiation gives rise to expressions for integrals involving other numerator structures. Proceeding as
before, we have the results

dwws BT T Dt vt e—)TB—p—)l2—v—¢)
[T T e (819
dw w; o [kQ}Qﬂhyis Nu+rv+e-2)TB-—p—e)l'2—v—c¢)
R e e e L T Ve S (A.16)
/ dw w? B [kz]gﬂhyis MNu+v+e-3)TB-—p—e)I'2—v—c¢)
k-2~ UmPe  T) (6 —p—v—2e)
2
{%@—V—Q+Zgu+u+a—m@—u—@}, (A17)
/ doww; [T T Mt v+e—3)TB-p—el2—v—c¢)
W [k —w)?)” — (dm)?e ININGD) 06— p—v—2e)
{%51’]’(2—V—E) kklz (,u+1/+€—3)(3—u—a)}, (A.18)
dw wyw; B . [k2]2_u_y_8 Nu+v+e—-2)TA4-—p—e)l'(2-v—¢)
J i e T e e e v e S (A.19)
/ dwwawiw; i [kﬂgﬂhyis Nu+v+e—-3)Td—p—e)F2—v—c¢) "
Wk —w)?” — Y (4w ()T (v) T(7—p—v—2)

{%&J»(Q—u—s) kk]; (W+v+e— )(4—u—5)}. (A.20)
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Using exactly the same techniques we have

/ dw _ [l_{,‘?} T P(M+V+€—2) F(3/2—V—€)P(2—M—E) (A 21)
w2 [ — 2] (4m)2 < ()T (v) T(7/2—p—v—20) '
L 12—p—v—p—c¢
/ dw _ [’ﬂ T(utvtpte—2) T(u—1/2) T2 —p—p—el(3/2—v—e)
w2 [k - a@)2]” (@27 (4m)2=e INDINGD Flp+p—-1/2) T(72-p-v—-—p-2)
' ‘ (A.22)
/ _dw i =0 (n odd), (A.23)
W | (k —@)?] [@2)”
/ dw w; :k[lgﬂiiii Nu+v+p+e—2) T(p—-1/2) TB—-—p—p—eIl'3/2—v—c¢)
W [(F—wy2| e (4w L(u)(v) C(p+p-1/2) T(9)2-p-v—p—2e) '
' ' (A.24)
L. 13—p—v—p—=¢
/ dw wiw; B {kﬂ Tp+v+p+e—3) T(u—-1/2) TB—-—pup—p—e)I'3/2—v—¢) "
[w2)* {(E _ 71—;)2} Y [@2)° B (4m)2=e L(p)T'(v) Plp+p—1/2) TAL/2-p—v—p—2e)
{5“%(3/2 —v—e)+ kgjﬂ (u+u+p—3—|—€)(3—,u—p—€)}. (A.25)

APPENDIX B: CHECKING THE NONSTANDARD INTEGRALS

Since the integrals A, A* and B must be derived using nonstandard techniques, it is worthwhile checking them
where possible against available results. It turns out that the expansions around z = 0, Eqs. B 47B623.79), may be
checked analytically. An expansion around v = 0 is not possible, since all integrals are divergent as y — 0.

To begin, consider the integral A, Eq. (3)). Using Schwinger parameters |11], we can rewrite the denominator
factors as exponentials, the result being:

A— / dadﬂdy/ dw exp { (0 + ) + 2Bkuws — BK — (0 + B+ @ + 2885 s} (BY)

0

Changing variables

B L - gz
—k B.2
w4—>w4+a+ﬁ 4, w—>w+a+6+7 (B.2)
completes the squares to give
= af o (a+7)8

A_/O dadﬁd”y/dw exp{—(oz—l—ﬁ)wz—a+6x—(a+ﬂ+y)w2_m ) (B.3)

Scaling the integration variables wy — (a + 8)""%wy, @ — (a + B + )~ /23 then allows us to do the momentum
integration, leaving the parametric integral

__ 1 = ~1/2 e—3/2 _aB o (a+9)B
A= (477)2*5/0 dadfBdy(a+ )"/ *(a+B+7) exp{ P a—i—ﬂ—i-'yy . (B.4)

By inserting the identity 1 = fooo dAd(A — a — B — ) and rescaling all parameters by A, we then get

_ 1 ' ~1/2 ez [ e af (a+17)B
A = (47T)2_5/0 dadBdyé(1 —a— B —7)(a+ ) (a+B8+7) /0 dX X eXp{—/\—Oé_’_ﬁa:—)\7a+6+7 }

- ($+y)—1—a . 1 1-8 o 172 af p - 1 —1—¢
o (dm)rE i+ )/0 dﬁ/o do (o +5) [a+ﬂ(1+z)+ﬁ(1 B)(l—i-z)] ' (B.5)
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This last equation we denote as the parametric form of the integral. For general values of z, it cannot be done because
of the highly nontrivial denominator factor (and clearly which is why the differential technique has been developed).
However, knowing that the result is well-defined at z = 0, we are able to make an expansion around this point and
then do the resulting parametric integrals. To second order in powers of z we have:

e 1 1-8
JE=C %F(1+5)/ dﬁ/ da (a+ﬁ)71/2><
0 0

(47T)2—a
—1-¢ —1-e — o cl-a-p 2y, (1+e)2+¢e) 1. s (l-a—=p)? ,
e e e e
+ O(z3)} . (B.6)
The parametric integrals can be done without difficulty and the result is
Az, y) “=° % {—2 (é — 7) —4In24 22— 22+ 0% + (9(5)} (B.7)

which agrees explicitly with Eq. (347). Actually, with hindsight and given patience in expanding the integral, it
appears that this particular integral would be possible by resumming the series expansion!

Turning to the integral A*, Eq. (3.2)), the parametric form of the integral can be written down almost immediately
given the previous case. It reads:

) I 8 [ af = P r““
At =k r(1+5)/0 dB/O do i sy P O (B.8)
Expanding again to second order in z gives
2o +y)tE 8 2 1
Az, y) =° M% {4ln2+ (51112 — g) z+ ( 2 ﬁ) 22+ 0%+ O(s)} (B.9)

which agrees explicitly with Eq. (3.62). Although at this order it may appear reasonable to suppose that one may
resum the series to recover the full function, a quick glance at the full expansion Eq. ([8.62]) and the solution Eq. (3.64)
tells us otherwise.

As might be expected, the integral B, Eq. (83)), is rather more complicated. The parametric form reads:

_(z4y) "y~ IT(2+¢) l-a 1=a- 7 12| @Bz T
B="m arep / af e s B e e
(B.10)

The last factor can be expanded in powers of z and to second order, we get

(z+y) Yy 2T(2+¢) e 1a7 1/2 o
B= (4mZ—<  (1+2)2 do‘ d7 Bla+B)"Y

{(a + 7)‘2—8(1 —a—ny)7%F [1 +(24¢)z+ %(1 +e)(2+¢e)2 +.. }

o
a+p

+<a04_+56>2(a+7)45(1_a_7)4s [%(24_5)(34—5)224—...]}. (B.11)

+ (a4+7) 7 Q—a—)""[-(2+e)z — (24)%" +.. ]

The integral over 5 can be done and gives

g @ty -y 2F2+5/ /“*
B (4m)2—= 1+ 2)?

{2 [(1 N R 041/2} (a4+7)" > (1—a—y)2° [1 +(2+e)z+ %(1 +e)(24e)2 +.. }

n [_4a3/2 +202(1 =) Y2 +2a(1 — 7)1/2} (@+7) 3 (1 —a—-9) 3% [-2+e)z - (2+)%%+.. ]
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+ 20[2(1 _ 7)1/2 + 40&3(1 _ ,_Y>71/2 _ %(14(1 _ 7)73/2 _ 1—36015/2:| %
(@+7) 151 — a — 7)~4—* B(z B +e)2 .. } } . (B.12)

Now, in order to do the last pair of parametric integrals, we change variables with o = (1 — s), v = rs such that now

 (z4y)” Y7212+ ¢) / /
B = (dmy2e +2)? drr ds X

{2 [(1 —rs)l/2 _pl2(1 3)1/2] r2E(1 - p)"2E {1 +(2+e)z+ %(1 te)2+e)2+ .. ]

n [_4T3/2(1 —5)32 4 2r2(1 = 5)2(1 —rs) 2 4 2r(1 — 5)(1 — 7"5)1/2} X
r - ) (24 0)s — 2+ 0%+
N [2r2(1 81— rs)1/2 41— s)3(1 - TS)—I/Q _ §r4(1 —s)i1 - TS)—3/2 _ ?ﬁ/?(l — 5)5/2} X

P (1L =) [%(2+a)(3+a)z2 + ] } (B.13)

The two-dimensional integral in a and ~ is now separated into two parts which can be done in turn. The integral
over s yields powers of r and (1 —r) and the integral over r subsequently leads to the familiar combinations of gamma
functions. Expanding in e and completing the expansion of z by including the prefactor 1/(1+ 2)? we finally arrive at

_(z+y)cy? 1 ) 1.3 5, 16 28 46,
B= (A= 4 o-y) =242 +8m2 | —ot 22—z s+ Fr— 20+ 0)

(B.14)

which agrees explicitly with Eq. (3.79).
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