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Abstract. When all Green’s functions are known in a given gauge we may raise the question of whether
it is possible or not to derive the corresponding ones in a different gauge. The answer is negative in QCD
but affirmative in QED provided that we confine ourselves to the covariant gauge characterized by a gauge
parameter oe. We shall discuss the physical significance of this conclusion.

1 Introduction

In quantizing a gauge-invariant Lagrangian we encounter
a well-known difficulty in finding the canonical conjugate
of the time-component of the gauge field. This is a reflec-
tion of the non-uniqueness of the solution of the gauge field
equation due to the gauge freedom. This difficulty has been
resolved in QED by Fermi’s introduction of the gauge-
fixing term into the Lagrangian that provides us with the
lacking canonical conjugate.

Once the theory is quantized by this method, how-
ever, the introduction of an indefinite metric is indispens-
able since the vector field is obliged to inherit it from the
Minkowski metric. This means that the state vector space
resulting from the quantization of the gauge field is larger
than needed for the physical interpretation, and we have to
pick out its physical subspace by introducing a subsidiary
condition. This condition plays the dual role of eliminating
the indefinite metric inherent in the state vector space as
well as of recovering the classical gauge field equation, not
modified by the gauge-fixing term, in the physical subspace.

In the present paper we shall confine ourselves to the so-
called covariant gauge specified by a parameter « called the
gauge parameter. Quantized gauge theories are no longer
invariant under local gauge transformations, because of the
presence of the gauge-fixing term, but it so happens that
the resulting theory is invariant under new global trans-
formations called BRS transformations [1].

In Sect. 2 we shall reinstate the essence of the BRS
transformations in connection with the gauge dependence
of Green’s functions and shall clarify the condition under
which Green’s functions become gauge independent. In
tackling the problem of gauge dependence the renormaliza-
tion group (RG) approach [2,3] is useful and it is briefly
recapitulated in Sect. 3 with an emphasis on the gauge field
propagator.
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The question of gauge dependence was once raised by
Shirkov in connection with the use of RG in perturba-
tive QCD [4]. The results depend sensitively on the renor-
malization scheme, so that we here propose a scheme in
which the beta-function is made independent of the gauge
parameter .

In Sect. 4 the RG equations for the running coupling
constant and the gauge parameter are solved and their
ultra-violet asymptotic limits are studied to answer the
question of gauge dependence of Green’s functions. For this
purpose we derive a sum rule [5, 6] that enables us to ex-
press the renormalization constant Z; ' in a simple form.

The Green functions defined as the vacuum expectation
values of the time-ordered products of BRS invariant op-
erators are always independent of «, but those made up of
BRS variant ones are a-dependent. For the latter an im-
portant question is whether it is possible or not to continue
Green’s functions analytically as functions of a. When it
is possible to continue them from «; to as, we say that
a1 and as are connected. Then, mutually connected values
of a form a set called an equivalence class of gauges, and
we may ask how many equivalence classes of gauges there
are in QCD and also in QED. The answer is that there
are three in QCD and there is one in QED, respectively.
QED is simple, but QCD is complicated, and we may ask
what the multiplicity of equivalence classes would mean.
We shall discuss the physical significance of these results in
connection with the gluon mass.

In Sect. 5 this quest is further pursued by extending the
gauge parameter « into the complex plane.

2 BRS invariance

Local gauge transformations in classical gauge theory
are replaced by global BRS transformations and we shall
briefly recapitulate their properties.
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2.1 BRS transformations

The standard Lagrangian density of a gauge theory, say
QCD, is given by

L= Liny + Lgs+ Lrp , (1)

where Li,, denotes the classical gauge-invariant part, Lgr
the gauge-fixing terms and Lrp the Faddeev—Popov (FP)
ghost term characteristic of non-Abelian gauge theories:

1 _
['inv = _ZF[,LVFMV - ’QZJ('YMDM +m)¢,
1
Lot =0,BA, + ;aBB,
Lpp = i0,ED,c, (2)

in the customary notation. The gauge parameter is de-
noted by a and D, represents the covariant derivative
whose explicit forms are given by

D;ﬂp = (au - igTAu)w ,
D,c=0,c+gA,xc. (3)
The BRS transformations of the gauge field A, and
the quark field 1 are defined by replacing the infinitesimal

gauge function by the FP ghost field c or ¢ in their respec-
tive infinitesimal gauge transformations:

o =ig(cT)y,
oy =ig(eT)y. (4)

For the auxiliary fields B, ¢ and ¢ we require

0A,=Dyc,
§A,=D,ec,

SL=0L=0; (5)
then we find
SB=0, 6c=iB, 5c:—%g(c><c),
§B=0, dc=iB, SE:—EQ(EXE), (6)

where B is defined by
B+ B—ig(cxe)=0. (7)

In general the BRS transforms of a field ¢ are given in
terms of the BRS charges Qg and @ p by

5¢:i[QB7¢]:F7 5¢:i[QBv¢]:F7 (8)
Q% =0%=QpQr+QpQp=0. 9)

We choose the — (+) sign in (8) when ¢ is even (odd) in the
ghost fields ¢ and ¢, which are anticommuting hermitian
scalar fields.

The sum of the gauge-fixing and the FP ghost terms can
be expressed as

Lot + Lrp =0 <—i@uEAu - %@B) (10)

K. Nishijima, A. Tureanu: Gauge dependence of Green’s functions in QCD and QED

and evidently we have

0Liny =0. (11)
Namely, Liny is closed and L+ Lrp is exact, and
0L=0. (12)

2.2 BRS cohomology

For this section we in particular refer to [5]. The quantiza-
tion of the gauge field and the introduction of the auxiliary
fields B, ¢ and ¢ introduce an indefinite metric into the
state vector space V.

A physical state |f) is defined by the following sub-
sidiary condition:

Qslf)=0, |f)eV. (13)

In particular, the vacuum state |0) is physical,
Qgl0)=0. (14)

The physical subspace Vphys is then defined by
Vorys = {I/)|@BIf) =0, [f)eV}. (15)

It is essentially a collection of closed states with respect to
the nilpotent operator Q5. We also introduce a subspace
V4 defined by

Va=A{Qslf)| |f)€V}.

This is a collection of exact states with respect to Qg and
the Hilbert space H is defined as the BRS cohomology by

(16)

HZVphys/Vd. (17)

Then let us consider a set of closed operators A, B,s
satisfying
0A=0B=---=0; (18)
then
(0|6M -AB---|0) = (0|6(MAB---)|0)=0, (19)

since the vacuum state is physical.
Let £1 and L1 be two BRS invariant Lagrangian densi-
ties, namely
0Ly =6L1=0. (20)
Furthermore, let us assume their difference to be exact:
AL=0Lyy—0L1=6M. (21)

For instance, Lagrangian densities corresponding to two
distinct values of v in (2) satisfy these two conditions, since
we find

M= —%iAa(EB) . (22)
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Then we introduce time-ordered Green’s functions in the
two gauges given above.
In the gauge I we have the following path integrals:

(AB--)1= NLI /D(path)AB ---exp(iSt), (23)

Ni— / D(path) exp(iS}) (24)

D(path) denotes the path integral over all the field vari-
ables, and we have similar expressions in the gauge II, and
the difference between the two actions is given by

AS:SII—Slz/d4xA£:/d4x5M. (25)

Green’s functions in the gauge II can be expressed as

(AB - --exp(iAS))1

(AB -+ = (exp(1AS))1

(26)

Now we expand the denominator on the r.h.s. of (26) in
powers of AS and use (21) and (19) to obtain

(exp(iAS))1=1. (27)

Thus (26) reduces to

<AB N '>H = <AB R exp(iAS))I . (28)
The r.h.s. can be expanded in powers of Aa = aj; — aj.
When this expansion converges, this is an analytic contin-
uation of Green’s functions as functions of a. When this is
the case we may say that the two values of o, a3 and as,
are connected, and the set of & mutually connected will be
called an equivalence class of gauges. The question of how
many classes there are in a given gauge theory will be dis-
cussed in a subsequent section.
When all the operators are closed, satisfying (18), we
obtain with the help of (19) the equality
(AB--)yu=(AB-- 1. (29)
This shows that Green’s functions constructed in terms
of closed operators alone are gauge independent. The S-
matrix elements for observable hadronic processes are ob-
tained by applying the LSZ reduction formula [7] to the
Green functions defined in terms of BRS invariant opera-
tors, so that they are independent of the choice of the gauge
parameter . Of course, this statement does not apply to
Green’s functions constructed in terms of BRS variant op-
erators, such as the gauge field propagator that we shall
investigate in a subsequent section.

3 Renormalization group

In the past Shirkov emphasized the gauge dependence of
the RG treatment in perturbative QCD [4], since the re-
sults are sensitive to the renormalization scheme. He even
presented an example in which asymptotic freedom is valid
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only for positive values of a but not for negative ones. This
is apparently due to the o dependence of the beta-function.
Therefore, we shall first briefly review a renormalization
scheme that makes the beta-function independent of the
gauge parameter [6].

First we shall refer to (28), which has been derived
in the unrenormalized version. The field operators Ay
and B and the gauge parameter o are multiplicatively
renormalized:

AV = 2,2 (a) A,

a® = Zs(a)a,

BO = z:'%(a)B,
(30)

where the superscript (0) is attached to the unrenormal-
ized expressions.

As a special case of (28) we shall choose ar = a and
a1 = 0; then we have

(AB- ), — <AB . exp <% / d4xB(a:)B(x)> >0
(31)

in the unrenormalized version. The renormalized version
of (31) takes exactly the same form, because of the identity

a@BO.BO) _ ,B.B. (32)
Then we introduce RG equations in the Landau gauge,

«a = 0. For the renormalized version of Green’s functions we
have an equation of the following form:

(Po+76){AB---)o =0, (33)

where g is the anomalous dimension of Green’s function
(AB - )¢ in the Landau gauge and

0 0
Do =p— —.
0= o +B(g) a9
The anomalous dimension of the gauge field in the Landau
gauge, which is obviously a-independent, is denoted by ~yy .
Then the Lh.s. of (31), renormalized in the Landau
gauge, satisfies

(Po+7a)(AB - )a

=2y <AB - exp (% / d4acB(ac)B(x)> >a .

(35)

(34)

On the other hand, we also have

a%(AB e = <AB - -exp (% / d4acB(ac)B(x)> >a .

(36)
Combining these two equations we find
(P+7c)(AB--)a =0, (37)
where
D=Dy— 201')/‘/i (38)

Oa’
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Next we introduce the gauge field propagator

—1i

(45(2), 40 0) = Gy / A4kt =D, (k)
(39)

which is the vacuum expectation value of the time-ordered
product of two color gauge field operators, and

_ _ k/\ku 2 k/\ku

Dy, (k)= (5/\M —kQ—ie) D(k ,a)+a7(k2_i€)2 ,

(40)
2
D 2 — 2 p(m ) . 41
(k% ) /dm k2 +m? —ie (41)
Then let us introduce

R(k* a) =k*D(k* a). (42)

Since the gauge field has been renormalized in the Landau
gauge, we have

R(42,0) = 1. (43)
In other gauges we have to employ the renormalization
factor Zs(a) instead of Z3(0), and this amounts to a fur-
ther renormalization for R. The properly renormalized R
function and the gauge parameter are denoted by R and

@, respectively, and they are given, in a manner consistent
with (30), by

R(K%, )

(67

R(u?, 0)R(K*, &),
R(p?, a)a.

The function R(k% a) renormalized in the Landau
gauge satisfies

(D+2y)R(k* a)=0. (46)
Then the function R(k?, &) normalized by
R(p? a)=1 (47)
satisfies
(D+23v)R(K*,a)=0, (48)
where the new anomalous dimension %y is given by
Y =9v+ %Dln R(y*, ). (49)

Next we switch the set of parameters from (u, g, @) to
(14, g, @). The anomalous dimension 7y will be expressed as
a function of g and &, and it will be denoted by v (g, @)
from now on. Then

0 0 .0
D= (DM)@ + (Dg)8_g+ (Da)a_d
0 0 o .0
= M@ +/3(9)8—g _20"YV(9704)£ .
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In this way we have established a renormalization prescrip-
tion leading to an a-independent beta-function. For the
quark field we can derive its anomalous dimension %, in
a manner similar to the above derivation of 4y . Since the
beta-function is independent of «, the concept of asymp-
totic freedom is gauge independent. From now on we shall
skip the bars introduced above.

4 Asymptotic limits of running parameters

The RG equations for QCD have been studied in detail and
we shall reinstate their essence in what follows [5, 6].
4.1 Renormalization constants
An element of RG may be expressed as

R(p) = exp(pD),

where p denotes the parameter of RG and the composition
law of this group is given by

R(p)R(p) = R(p+¢).

Let @ be a function of g, and u, and let us define the
running @ to be

Q(p) = exp(pD)Q(g, o, ) = Q(G(p), a(p), i(p)) »

(51)

(52)

with the initial condition
Q0)=Q.

Let the anomalous dimension of the Green function
G(pi; g, @, p) be ¥(g, @); then we have

(54)

[D+~(g, )]G (pi; g, 1) = 0. (55)
Its running version is defined by
G(p) = exp(pD)G(pi; g, v, 1) (56)
and it satisfies
9 - o
a—pG(p) =-3(p)G(p) - (57)

The formal solution is given by

P
Glosgcn) =eww | [ a936)] Gloialoato).n(o).
(58)
Then we assume, in the presence of a cut-off A, that the

running coupling constant g(p) tends to the unrenormal-
ized or the bare one gg in the limit p — oo, namely,

lim g(p) =g?, (59)

p—r00
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and similarly

lim a(p) =o', (60)
p—>00

lim fi(p)=p lim e’ =oc0. (61)
p—>00 p—>00

In this limit (58) reduces to

G(pi; g, , p) = exp U dp”‘r(ﬂ’)] GO (pi; 99, a9, 00),
0

(62)

where G(©) denotes the unrenormalized version of Green’s

function G. Then the renormalization constant of G de-
noted by Z is given by

Z = exp [— /0 N dp’ﬁ(p’)] : (63)
The solution of (48) reads
R(K*;g,a, )
—exp |2 [ ap/a ()| RO g(0),a(0). (o).
(64)

Now apply the Lehmann representation (41) to the Lh.s.
and take the limit p — oo after putting k% = ji?(p); then
with the help of (63) we obtain

2 = [ amtotmt) =exp |2 [~ )] - (09

In the cut-off theory we first take the limit p — oo and then
A — oo, but in what follows we invert the order of limiting
procedures by taking the limit A — oo first. Thus some of
the initial conditions introduced in the cut-off theory are
not necessarily satisfied. As an example we shall see later
that the limiting values (59) and (60) cannot be arbitrary
despite our expectation that the unrenormalized ¢(®) and
a(® should be chosen arbitrarily.

4.2 Asymptotic limits of running parameters

Next we shall study the RG equations for the running pa-
rameters g(p), @(p) and fi(p) that follow from (53),

$90) =00). (66)
dip@(p) =—2a(p)yv (p),
d%ﬁ(p) =hlp) or [p)=pe’.

First we shall define their asymptotic limits by

g(0) =g, @(00)=0aco, [(c0)=00. (67)
In the absence of a cut-off they do not necessarily reduce to

their unrenormalized counterparts in (59) and (60).
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In perturbation theory, 3(g) and vy (g, ) are given in
the form of a power series,

Blg)=g* (Bo+Big>+...) , (68)
w(g,@) =g (p(@+mn(@g*+...),  (69)
where
Yo(a) =00 + 01,
mi(a) =m0 +y1a+71207, - - (70)
The lowest order coefficients are given by
1 4
=———(22—=-N,
bo=—552 ( 3 ) ’
1 4
=———(13—=N,
Yoo 392 ( 3 3 f) ;
3
Yor= 55— > 0. (71)

3272

When §y is negative, namely, when Ny < 16, asymptotic
freedom is realized and we shall assume this in what
follows.

Asymptotic freedom [8, 9] is characterized by

Jgoo =0, (72)
and for large values of p we obtain approximately
_ 1
7(p) = o (b=-260>0). (73)

By integrating the second equation in (66) we find a sum
rule [5, 6]:

%= =2 [ dpivio), (74)
«a 0
or
1 I a
Zy =exp |2 | dpyv(p)| = —. (75)
0 o]

The essence of our argument is based on this sum rule.

Our main problem is the determination of the asymp-
totic limit oo, but this problem has been discussed in
detail before, so we shall only quote the results in what fol-
lows. We shall come back to it, however, in the next section
for a different purpose.

For a =0 we have a(p) =0, and hence ay, =0. It is
clear that &(p) and « are always of the same signature. We
find three possibilities for a..:

Qoo = —00,0, ap , (76)
where oy is defined by
Yo(@o) =700 +7Y01%0 =0 or apg=—00/701. (77)

For og > 0 or Ny < 10, we find

g, a>0,
Qoo =1 0, a=0, (78)
—o0, a<0,
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and in this case the sum rule can be expressed as

/mMMm%=%M®, (79)
where
wo-{5 220 5

The r.h.s. of (79) is a continuous function of «, but its
derivative with respect to a develops a discontinuity at
a = 0. Thus, the set of real a, denoted by D, is divided into
three connected subsets:

D = D(—o0) | D(0)| ] D(a0), (81)
where we confine ourselves to positive op or Ny < 10:
D ={ala € R},
D(—o0) ={a|a <0},
D(O) Z{Oé|Oé=0},
D(a) = {a|a>0}. (82)

Thus, for gauge-dependent Green’s functions such as the
gluon propagator we find three equivalence classes of
gauges.

In one of the papers by one of the present authors [10]
the residue of the massless pole in the two-point function

(A% (), F),(y))

has been studied, and it has been concluded that the
residue vanishes in the two classes D(—o0) and D(0), sug-
gesting that the gluon in these gauges would likely be mas-
sive, whereas it is non-vanishing in the class D(ayp), imply-
ing a zero mass for the gluon. This means that the gluon
mass would be gauge dependent. The interpretation of this
result is delicate. In that paper we tacitly assumed that the
gluon mass is a physical quantity and that the above re-
sult indicates gauge dependence of QCD, or more precisely
the class dependence of the gluon mass, namely, it is zero in
the equivalence class of gauges D(ayg), but it is non-zero in
the classes D(—o0) |J D(0). The gluon mass denoted by M
must be RG invariant

(83)

DM =0 (84)
within a class.

We found that this interpretation is misleading since
the physically observable quantities must be gauge-inde-
pendent as illustrated by (29).

The S-matrix elements for hadronic processes are gauge
independent as is clear from (29), and the condition for
color confinement [5,6,11-13]

Z3'=0 (85)
is satisfied in the classes D(—o0)|JD(0). Therefore, in
these classes color confinement is realized and the unitarity
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condition of the S-matrix between the two hadronic states
|a) and |b) reads

> (0]8Tn)(n|S|a) = (bla)

n

(86)

where the sum over the intermediate states is saturated by
hadronic states alone without introduction of the confined
quarks and gluons. Since the S-matrix is gauge indepen-
dent this statement is also valid for the class D(ayp). Thus,
confinement is a gauge-independent or class-independent
concept. This conclusion does not contradict the gauge
dependence of the gluon mass since the mass of the con-
fined gluons is never observed and turns out to be an un-
physical quantity. A similar observation has been made by
Fujikawa, Lee and Sanda [14]: that particles with gauge-
dependent masses are unphysical and not subject to obser-
vation in connection with the R; gauge. The situation is
completely different in QED, as we shall show in the next
section.

5 Introduction of the complex gauge
parameter

From (69) and (70) we can readily deduce that vy can be
expanded into a double power series in g2 and ag?. For suf-
ficiently large p, we can assume that §%(p) < 1, and if a(p)
is bounded below a certain constant, we may use perturba-
tion theory in powers of g2. In the lowest order we have

dg _ _3 b_s
- = ~ =—— 87
=)~ fog’" = 57", (37
and its solution is given by
2
=2 g
= ——. 88
70 = T35 (58)

When & is bounded we employ the following approximate
equation:

da

ap —2a7v ~ f(p)a(ao — @), (89)

where

f(p) =2v013%(p) > 0.

When the integral (74) is convergent, ao, must be finite.
The expansion of yy in powers of g2 starts from g2 and for
large values of p the behavior of g2(p) is given by (73), so
that the integral of the first term in the expansion of 7y
diverges like

(90)

o0 1
/'dm%m~5mw. (91)
0

In order for the integral of the power series to converge

term by term in (74), the condition

Yo(aee) =0 (92)
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must be satisfied. With reference to (77) we find

Qoo = Q. (93)
When the integral (74) is divergent, In(a/as) should
diverge, so that we find

0o =0 or =oo. (94)
Now, when & goes off a, starting from its neighborhood
for increasing p, a is called a repulsive asymptotic limit.
Otherwise, when & approaches a, again starting from its

neighborhood, it is called an attractive asymptotic limit.

5.1 Case of positive ag (INy < 10)
Integration of (89) in the neighborhood of ag yields

. P
a0 —a(p) ~ exp {—Ozo/ dP/f(P/)} —0, for p—oo.
g — 0
(95)

Thus «y is found to be attractive. In the neighborhood of 0,
on the other hand, we find

- p
M%exp {ao/ dp’f(p’)}—)oo, for p—oo.
a

’ (96)

Thus as, = 0 is found to be repulsive.

The flow of a(p) on the real a axis for increasing p is
given in Fig. 1.

From Fig. 1 we conclude that —oo is also attractive.

5.2 Case of negative ag (10 < Ny < 16)

In this case 0 and —oo are attractive and «y is repulsive; see
Fig. 2.

In what follows we shall confine ourselves to the case
of positive o and shall study what would take place when
a turns out to be complex while keeping g2 real. For this
purpose we assume that ¢2 is already sufficiently small and
that |a(p)| is bounded to guarantee the following treat-
ment of the RG equations.

The solution of (89) as combined with (88) is given by

-1

a(p) =ao [(Z2—1) A+bg?p) " +1] . (97)
- ; T e

Fig. 1. Flow of a(p) along the real o axis for increasing p
(o > 0)

—00 o 0

A
Y
A

+00

Fig. 2. Flow of a(p) along the real o axis for increasing p
(a0 <0)
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where
4 4
n=n"p0/0= <13 — ng> / (22 — ng> . (98)
For aig > 0, we have n > 0.
(1) a>0.
In this case we can easily check for p > 0 that
(%—1) (1+bg%p) " +1>0, (99)
and, as expected, we have
lim a(p) = ao . (100)

p—r00

(2) a=0.
In this case, a =0 is a fixed point, so that we have
a(p) =0, and consequently

lim a(p)=0. (101)

p—r00
(3) a<O.
The asymptotic limit of &(p), when we start from
a negative «, should be equal to either 0 or —oo. Since
Qoo = 0 is repulsive, a, = —o0 is the only choice. In
this case we cannot use the series expansion in powers
of a, since |@| increases indefinitely for increasing p.
(4) Complex .
Given an imaginary part ie to be added to «,
o — a+ie, (102)

then

Qo 2 \—n
—1)(1+b 140, 103
(aHE )(+gp) +1# (103)
so that (97) gives

lim a(p) =ap (e#0), (104)

p—>00
for an arbitrary choice of the real part «, provided that
the imaginary part is non-zero. As mentioned in (1)
this result is also valid even for € =0 for a > 0. The

only exceptions are the cases a =0 and o < 0 as men-
tioned in (2) and (3).

In Sect. 4 we have divided the set of real « into three sub-
sets or three classes on the real axis, but we can extend this
division to the set of complex a as follows:

D = D®(~o0) D (0) | J DP(a0).  (105)
where
D@ = {ala e C},
DY (~c0) = {ala <0},
D(0) = {ala = 0},
D@ (ap)={ala e C,a <0 excluded}. (106)
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A

D)
Y
A

+00o

Fig. 3. Lines of RG flow in the complex « plane for increasing
p (a0 >0)

The superscripts (2), (1) and (0) denote the dimensionality
of these sets or classes, respectively.

Next we shall generalize Fig. 1 to the complex plane.
The lines of RG flow show their behavior qualitatively or
topologically, but not quantitatively.

It is interesting to recognize that the lines of RG flow
in Fig. 3 resemble the lines of force generated by a dipole.
All flow lines tend to «, except for the one along the nega-
tive real axis that cannot go up or down in the complex
plane. It might be better to introduce the third g2 axis per-
pendicular to the complex « plane. Then the RG flow lines
are given by three-dimensional curves and the plot in Fig. 3
represents the projection of these curves onto the complex
alpha plane.

In (79) we found that o = 0 is a discontinuity for the in-
tegral of the spectral function of the gluon propagator. We
can extend this observation to the complex « plane, and for
this purpose we shall write down the sum rule for negative
a and also for a4+ ie:

/ dm?p(m?, g% 0, 1) =0 (a<0), (107)

(<0).
(108)

This shows that there is a discontinuity in the integral of
the spectral function when « approaches the negative real
axis.

5.3 QED

The situation is completely different in QED. First of all,
a gauge-invariant two-point function

{(Fxo (%), Flu (y))

can be expressed in terms of the transverse part of the pho-
ton propagator, so that the photon mass that appears as
the pole of this expression is physical. QED is characterized
by Ward’s identity

(109)

Zy=17y, (110)
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Fig. 4. Lines of RG flow in the complex « plane for increasing
p (QED)

which is expressed in terms of anomalous dimensions by

B(e) =evyy(e), (111)
from which we can derive
d, o, B
d—p[e (p)a(p)] =0. (112)

As mentioned before, the spectral function p(m?) does not
depend on «; nevertheless, we have the sum rule

Z;1 = / dm?p(m?) = —— > 1. (113)

oo

The only consistent choice of a., that makes Z5 indepen-
dent of o is o, = 0, and €2, = oo follows from (112).

In this case, a is the only asymptotic limit that is at-
tractive, and there is only one equivalence class of gauges in
QED. Furthermore, e, = co signifies that vy (e) is positive
definite, and the expression

~ P
W ey -2 [apae)]
Q 0
is real and decreases with increasing p. The lines of the RG
flow in QED are shown in Fig. 4.

Here the lines of the RG flow resemble the lines of force
generated by a monopole.

In QED we have only one equivalence class of gauges
and the massless photon is physical and observable. In this
case we have

Zit =00, (115)

and charge confinement is not realized.

6 Conclusions

We may summarize what we have done in this paper in con-
nection with the results obtained in a series of papers on
this subject [5,6,11,12].
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1. Color SU(8) symmetry.
For color confinement we need an exact non-Abelian
gauge symmetry. If this symmetry is broken, a color
singlet state is forced to mix with colored states and
consequently color cannot be confined. Mathematically,
the original form of the condition for color confine-
ment was given by the absence of the massless spin
zero component in the current §6A§, but breaking of
color symmetry would induce the unwanted massless
spin zero component in that current in the form of
the Nambu—Goldstone boson. In Abelian gauge theo-
ries such as QED the massless spin zero component is
always present, thereby preventing the charges from be-
ing confined.

2. Condition for color confinement.
With the help of the renormalization group we can show
that a sufficient condition for color confinement can be
cast in the form of (85), which formed the basis of our
discussion in the present paper.

3. FEwvaluation of Zs.
Furthermore, with the help of the renormalization
group we can derive the identity (75) and can show with
the help of asymptotic freedom that for negative choices
of a, eventually below a certain negative constant, c
turns out to be —oo, satisfying the condition (85) for
confinement.

4. S-matriz in confined QCD.
By using gauge-independent Green’s functions we can
express the S-matrix elements for hadronic reactions by
applying the reduction formula [7]. The unitarity con-
dition for the S-matrix between two hadronic states is
expressed by (86), and confinement is characterized by
the statement that the sum over the intermediate states
is saturated by keeping only hadronic states, excluding
colored particles such as quarks and gluons.

If confinement is realized in one gauge in the above
sense, it is clearly realized also in all other gauges, since
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the S-matrix is gauge independent. In this sense the
concept of gauge independence is a key factor in un-
derstanding confinement. The importance of gauge in-
dependence or invariance has been stressed by many
authors [14-16].
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