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We investigate spectral properties of a fermion coupled with a massive gauge boson with a mass m at
finite temperature (7') in the perturbation theory. The massive gauge boson is introduced as a U(1) gauge
boson in the Stueckelberg formalism with a gauge parameter «. We find that the fermion spectral function
has a three-peak structure for 7 ~ m irrespective of the choice of the gauge parameter, while it tends to
have one faint peak at the origin and two peaks corresponding to the normal fermion and antiplasmino
excitations familiar in QED in the hard thermal loop approximation for 7 >> m. We show that our
formalism successfully describe the fermion spectral function in the whole T region with the correct
high-T limit except for the faint peak at the origin, although some care is needed for choice of the gauge
parameter for 7 >> m. We clarify that for T ~ m, the fermion pole is almost independent of the gauge
parameter in the one-loop order, while for T >> m, the one-loop analysis is valid only for « < 1/g where
g is the fermion-boson coupling constant, implying that the one-loop analysis cannot be valid for large

gauge parameters as in the unitary gauge.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.83.045017

I. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that for extremely high temperature (7'
where the hard thermal loop (HTL) approximation in QED
and QCD [1-4] is valid, a fermion (quark) coupled with
thermally excited gauge fields (gluons) make collective
excitations, i.e., the normal fermion (particle) and the anti-
plasmino excitation with distinct peaks in the fermion
spectral function [4]; this feature obtained in the HTL
approximation is also known to be gauge invariant in the
sense that the fermion self-energy at one-loop order does
not depend on gauge fixing [2]. As for the lower T region, a
possible change in the spectral properties of the quark in
association with the chiral transition in QCD was inves-
tigated [5], using the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model [6], and it
is shown that the coupling with the chiral soft modes [7]
makes the quark spectral function have distinct three peaks
near but above the critical temperature of chiral transition.
The appearance of such a novel spectral function at 7 ~ m
was later confirmed [8] for a massless fermion coupled with
an elementary massive boson with a mass m, irrespective of
the type of the massive boson. The mechanism for realizing
the three-peak structure in the spectral function was also
elucidated [8] in terms of the Landau damping owing to the
collisions of the fermion with thermally excited bosons.'

Then one may naturally ask a question if the fermion
spectral function at 7 ~ m would smoothly connect with
that at extremely high 7', i.e., the HTL result in QED/QCD:
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"This feature where the three-peak structure arises at 7 ~ m is
not altered even for a massive fermion with a mass m as long as
my is not too large compared with m [9].
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If this is not the case, it means that we do not have a unified
understanding of the fermion spectral properties in the
whole T region. Partly to answer this question, we inves-
tigate the spectral properties of a fermion coupled with a
massive vector boson introduced as a U(1) gauge boson in
the (generalized) Stueckelberg formalism with a gauge
parameter « [10,11], and carefully examine their possible
gauge dependence at T # 0, at the one-loop order as in [8].
Here the spectral properties include the number of the
fermion poles, the pole position in the complex energy
plane, and the spectral function in the momentum-energy
plane. We are also interested in how the quasiparticle
nature of the fermion is realized or destroyed by the
coupling with a massive boson at finite 7.

We find that the present formalism gives a valid descrip-
tion of the fermion coupled with a massive vector boson for
the whole temperature (7)) region at one-loop order in a
unified way; thereby we reveal the characteristics of the
fermion spectral properties depending on the distinct T
regions, i.e., (I) T <K m, (I) T ~ m, and (II) T > m. In
particular, we shall show that the fermion spectral function
certainly tends to have a three-peak structure for 7 ~ m in
the small momentum region with supports in the positive,
zero, and negative energy regions.

The investigation of the possible gauge dependence
turns out to be involved due to the appearance of a novel
mass scale \/am, inherent in the present formalism, as well
as the boson mass m and temperature 7. One should re-
mark here that the Proca formalism adopted in [8] is not
adequate for this purpose, because this formalism corre-
sponds to a specific gauge-fixing with a — oo (unitary
gauge), and does not lead to the proper high-7 limit, or
m/T — 0, which should be the HTL approximation in
QED at the one-loop level [4]. This is the reason why we
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have adopted the Stueckelberg formalism to describe the
massive vector boson. We remark that although the pole
position is gauge independent in the exact calculation [12],
a gauge dependence of the fermion pole may appear in the
perturbation theory at finite 7 in general. Since the Proca
formalism corresponding to the limit @ — oo leads to a
wrong high-7" limit, an adequate gauge-parameter region
should exist in which the results in the perturbation theory
hardly show gauge dependence: Indeed, we show that this
is the case in the present work.

There are some physical situations to which the present
analysis can have relevance since massive vector bosons
exist or appear at finite 7 in various physical systems. In
QCD, vector bosons or vector-bosonic modes, for example,
may become a soft mode associated to the restoration of
chiral symmetry at finite 7 [13]. Moreover vector-bosonic
modes might exist even in the deconfined and chiral sym-
metric phase in the vicinity of the critical temperature 7.
In the electroweak theory, neutrinos may modify their
dispersion relations in a drastic way at high 7 through
scatterings with the weak bosons whose masses would
change with T [14]. We shall present the physical impli-
cation of the present results to various physical systems,
including the above examples in the concluding remarks.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we for-
mulate the U(1) gauge theory in which the gauge boson
acquires finite mass. We perform a calculation of a fermion
self-energy at finite temperature. In Sec. III, the numerical
results of the fermion spectral properties are shown. In
Sec. IV, we discuss the gauge dependence of the fermion
pole appearing when 7" >> m in an analytic way. Section V
is devoted to a summary and concluding remarks. In
Appendix A, we briefly describe how the Abelian-Higgs
model is reduced to the massive gauge theory in the
Stueckelberg formalism. In Appendix B, we present de-
tailed calculational procedures for the fermion self-energy
in our model. Appendix C is devoted to making an order
estimate of some terms appearing in the text.

II. U(1) GAUGE THEORY WITH
MASSIVE GAUGE BOSON

In this section, we formulate the U(1) gauge theory with
a massive gauge boson, and introduce a propagator and a
spectral function at finite temperature in the imaginary
time formalism [15,16]. We perform a calculation of the
self-energy of a fermion coupled with a massive vector
boson at one-loop order.

A. General formalism

First, we introduce a U(1) gauge theory with a massive
gauge boson. The gauge boson acquires a mass by the
Higgs mechanism, keeping the gauge symmetry. The
gauge theory is one way to construct a renormalizable
quantum field theory with a massive vector boson. We
employ the Stueckelberg formalism [10,11] proposed
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long ago, which is equivalent to the Abelian-Higgs model
with a constant absolute value of the Higgs field [11,17].
This correspondence is reviewed in Appendix A. Then our
Lagrangian reads

1 1 a,B 9“B
L=——F, F* + - 2<A e )(AM——)
4 2"\ T Ty m

+ @ (i(9, —igA)y") b + Lap,

where A w B, and ¢ are a massive vector, a scalar, and a
fermion field, respectively. The scalar field B is called the
Stueckelberg field, which corresponds to the phase of the
Higgs field in the Abelian-Higgs model. F,, = 9,A, —
d,A, is a field strength, g the coupling constant, m the
vector boson mass, and « is a gauge parameter. L is the
gauge fixing term defined by

(2.1)

Logr=— 1 (0,A* + amB)>. (2.2)
2a

We work with the Minkowski metric, g,, =

diag(1, —1, —1, —1). We shall deal with a massless fermion

assuming that the mass is neglected, which should be valid

at high temperatures. Our Lagrangian is invariant under the

gauge transformation except for the gauge fixing term, Lgg:

P (x) = ey (), (2.3)
Ay (x) = A, x) + 9,AX), (2.4)
B(x) — B(x) + mA(x). (2.5)

There is no interaction between the Stueckelberg field and
the fermion field, and we chose the gauge fixing term so that
the interaction term between the vector field and the
Stueckelberg field vanishes. We can drop the Stueckelberg
field as far as a correlation function is concerned, while it
cannot be when the thermodynamic potential is considered,
where it is important to take into account the correct degrees
of freedom.

The propagator of the free massive vector boson is now
given by

1 PuPy
D,,(p) = m(é’w - pz_ﬂm(l - a)). (2.6)

In the @ — oo limit, the propagator tends to

-1 p,u.pv
D#V(P)_’m(gw_ P ),

(2.7)

which is the massive vector-boson propagator in the Proca
formalism.?

Here we note that the propagator in the Proca formalism does
not vanish but rather approaches a constant value in the p — oo
limit, in contrast to that in the Stueckelberg formalism. This
causes the nonrenormalizability and leads to bad behavior at
high temperature [8,18,19].
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The fermion propagator G(p) in the imaginary time
formalism [15,16] is expressed with the self-energy

2(p) as

G(p) = (2.8)

1
p = 2(p)
where p° = iw,, = i(2m+ 1)aT is the Matsubara
frequency for the fermion. Note that G(p) and X(p) are
4 X 4 matrices with the spinor indices. The retarded fer-
mion propagator is given by an analytic continuation,
iw, — o +tie

1
GR(p, w) = G(p, w + i€) = ,
w0y’ —p-y - 3R(p, o)
2.9)
where the retarded self-energy is given by
3R(p, w) = 2(p, 0 + ie). (2.10)

Introducing the projection operator on the (anti-)particle
sector A (k) = (1 = 9%y - k)/2, we can decompose the
retarded propagator and self-energy into the respective
sector as follows:

GR(p, w) =G (p, @) A, (p)y’ +G_(p, w)A_(p)y°,
2.11)

3R(p, w) = 2. (p, 0)AL(p)Y°’ + Z_(p, @) A_(p)y°,

(2.12)

with 2. (p, ) = Tr(2X(p, w)A - (p)y°)/2.
In the particle sector, the pole w, = w(p) satisfies the
following equation:

Gil(p’ wp) = Wp — |P| - E+(P; wp) =0.

From the analyticity of the retarded propagator, the pole is
located on the real axis or the lower half plane of complex
w. If the imaginary part of the pole is small, the pole is well
described in terms of a quasiparticle picture, where the real
part of the pole corresponds to the energy, while the
imaginary part to the decay width of the quasiparticle. If
the imaginary part is large, then it would be meaningless to
consider excitations in terms of any particle picture. It is
known that the self-energy at zero momentum has the
following symmetry:

(2.13)

Re3. (0, —w) = —Re3, (0, »), (2.14)

M3, (0, —w) = Im3, (0, »), (2.15)

which implies that if there exists a fermion pole at z =
o — iI" at zero momentum, there is also a pole at —w — il’
at zero momentum.

Once the self-energy .. (p, ®) is obtained, the spectral
function of the (anti-)particle sector is expressed as

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 045017 (2011)
p+(p, ®)

1
= - ImGi(p) a))

o

__l ImEi(pr)
T el -ReS.(p )Pt (pa) O

When the peak is narrow enough, the position of the peak is
given by w, = |p| + ReX_(p, ), and the width of the
peak is given by —ImX , (p, w,)/(2wp).

B. Calculation at one-loop order

Now let us evaluate the self-energy (p) at one-loop
order; the corresponding diagram is shown in Fig. 1. 2(p)
is expressed as

. d’k .
E(I)’ lwm) = _ngZ/W ’}/MGO(kr lwll)yVDMV

X (p — Kk, iwm—iw)
1
= 2T “
¢ Z/(z PR
L,
X (g;u/ - (1 - a) 2 _/Lm2a); 2.17)
where G, is the propagator of the free fermion, /[ = p — k,

and k° = iw, = i(2n + 1)T. Some manipulations lead to

3(piw,)=—2¢>y"B,(p,iw,;m)

2
12 (Bp.iw,ivam) = B(p,iw,:m))

—m*(aB(p,iw,;am)— B(p, iw,;m)))
—p*y*(B,(p.iw,;vJam) = B, (p,iw,;m))]
(2.18)

The retarded self-energy 2R(p, w) in the one-loop
approximation is given by the analytic continuation iw,, —
w + ie from 2(p,iw,). Here, we have introduced the
following loop functions:

4’k 1
B(p, iw,;m) = TZ[( = p)2 3
(2.19)
p-k
p X P

FIG. 1. The diagram which contributes to the fermion self-
energy at one-loop order. The solid line represents the fermion
and the wavy line represents the massive vector boson.
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1
B b i) = Zf (2m)? (k= p)Z—m2k2
(2.20)

We see that there are two kinds of mass in Eq. (2.18), m and
Jam, the latter of which is unphysical because it depends
on the gauge parameter. However, the existence of such an
unphysical mass causes two different high temperature
limits as will be shown in Sec. IV. We will also show that
3.(p) approaches the fermion self-energy in QED if we

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 045017 (2011)

take the massless limit m — 0, which is not the case in the
Proca formalism. It should be noted here that Eq. (2.18)
shows that there is a special value of a: when a = 1, the
terms containing the unphysical mass are all cancelled out
and only the first term remains, i.e., 2(p, iw,) = =
—2g%y, B*(p, iw,; m).

The self-energy in the (anti-)particle sector in the
one-loop approximation is given by 2.(p, )=
Tr(SR(p, w)A+(p)y°)/2. Then, as is derived in
Appendix B, we have for the imaginary part of 3, (p, w),

Im2, (p, w) = ﬁ;lzz dEf(f(Ef)-i-n(Ef @)[(— p? + m*a)(Ipl — ©)? + 2p*E(w — Ip])]
+ ﬁﬂ(—pz)[pz(w —p)7*T?* + (o — Ip)(—0p* — (0 — [p)(—p* + m*a))]
+W f AE,(f(E)) + n(E; — o))(~p* + m)((Ip] — @) — 2m2) + 2(p? — 2m2)E (w0 — Ip])]
B ﬁ;pmza(_lﬂ)[(lﬂ —2m’)(w = [p) 7 T* + w[2m* = p*(Ipl(w — [p]) + m*)]], .21)

where p? = w? — |p|%, E{— = (0? — |pl> —m?)/Q2(w =
lpD)) and E7* = (0 — [pI* — am?)/(2(w = |pl)).

The real part ReX , (p, @) may be obtained using the
dispersion relation from the imaginary part. Especially, the
finite temperature part of the real part of the self-energy,

2P @)rs0 = 24(p, @) — Z,(p, w)7—, is expressed as
1 o0 I :
Rez”f(p"")heo:——Pf dw /M
7 Jow o—o

(2.22)

Here P denotes the principal value. The zero temperature
part of ReX, | (p, w) is not determined by Eq. (2.22) because
it has ultraviolet divergence. We make renormalization
using twice-subtracted dispersion relation, which reads

Re2; (p, @)r=o = ¢ + ci(w — |pl)
n (0 — |P|)2Pf°° dz Im2+(l;, 2r=0 .
T —w (2= Ip)*(z — w)
We impose the on-shell renormalization condition,
2.(p,w=|pl)=0and 02, (p, w)/dw|,—p = 0, to de-

termine ¢, and c¢;. The vacuum part of ImX , (p, ®) is
obtained by taking the 7 — 0 limit of Eq. (2.21);

(2.23)

2
@ sen(w),
o @ = IpD

X [9(1)2 — am?)(p®> — am?)?

(p* +2m*)(p* — m2)2]

Im2, (p, w)r— =

_ 0(p2 _ mZ) ik
p

(2.24)

[
Thus, we arrive at

2,2

g’p 2m* m?
ReS, (p, )r—o =Lt —(w— |p])| - — 2+ a)
e (b w)rg 32772,"2(‘" b - @+ )
2 2 2 _ 2
+1n p +am—2(—2+m2a>ln|a(2p m)
P’ p p p-—mra
Lm m* m?
( 2a+(3+a2)——2 )ln - ]
P P p-—m

(2.25)

As mentioned before, our theory based on the
Stueckelberg formalism approaches QED at high enough
temperature where the masses are negligible in comparison
with 7. Let us see this. For T > gT > m, Jam, the
imaginary and real part of the self-energy are reduced to

g2

Im2+(p, w)T—»oo = WH(_PZ)[PQ(W - |p|)7TZT2
— (p* = 2m*)(w — |p|)7*T?]
2 2
8 9(_17 ) 2
=2 — ‘7T — , 2.26
oo @ I @20
T2 w + |pl
RX.(p. o)y = +(2Ipl-+ Ipl - o) | Sx)
(2.27)

respectively. Here, we have retained only the terms that are
proportional to 72 in Eq. (2.21). These equations, (2.26)
and (2.27), coincide exactly with the well-known results in
the HTL approximation in QED [1—4]. There is a caveat in
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the above manipulation, which has been taken for granted
in the usual derivation of the HTL approximation in the
gauge theory: The ignored terms may become comparable
to terms that are proportional to 72 in some gauges and
hence the above naive power counting turns out to be
invalid. We will analyze this possibility in Sec. IV.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we show the numerical results of the
fermion spectral function and the fermion poles at various
temperatures. In the following, the coupling constant is
fixed to a small value, g = 0.5, so that the analysis based
on the one-loop calculation can be valid: Except when the
coupling constant dependence of the pole is analyzed, the
coupling constant will be fixed to g = 0.5. On the other

pym

FIG. 2 (color online). The fermion spectral function in the
particle sector p, as a function of energy @ and momentum p
for T =0.4m, g = 0.5, a = 1.

T/m=1.0

T/m=2.0

p/m

FIG. 3 (color online).
a =1 at various temperatures.
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hand, the gauge parameter, «, will be varied freely in order
to see the gauge dependence of the spectral properties of
the fermion calculated at the one-loop level.

A. Low temperature (T << m)

In this subsection, we show numerical results at a tem-
perature so low that the T dependence of the results is
hardly seen, which may check the validity of our analytical
and numerical calculations.

Figure 2 shows the fermion spectral function in the
particle sector (with a positive particle number) at 7T =
0.4m for @ = 1. A very narrow peak appears near o = |p|,
which is very reminiscent of the zero temperature case.
This is natural for 7 << m, because the thermal effect is
exponentially suppressed by the Boltzmann factor
~ exp(—m/T), and hence the breaking of Lorentz symme-
try is small. This small breaking of Lorentz symmetry
implies that the particle pole is almost an on-shell value
atT = 0,i.e., w = |pl, and hence the gauge dependence of
the pole hardly appears.

B. Intermediate temperature (7' ~ m)

We plot the spectral function of the particle sector at
T/m = 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5 for « = 1 in Fig. 3. We can see
that the spectral function at these temperatures have struc-
tures qualitatively different from that at low temperature:
Even at T/m = 1.0, we see a split of a peak around the
origin, seen in Fig. 2 into two peaks with a small bump in
the negative energy region, which is reminiscent of the
antiplasmino peak known in QED/QCD at high T'. These

T/m=1.5
p,m
10
5
0
0.2
p/m 1
T/m=2.5
1

The fermion spectral function in the particle sector p ;. as a function of energy w and momentum p at g = 0.5,
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pm

FIG. 4 (color online). The spectral fermion function in the
particle sector p. as a function of energy w and momentum p
at T =2.0m, g = 0.5.

features are enhanced as T is raised, and we see a clear
three-peak structure around |p| = 0 at 7/m = 2.0 with a
prominent peak and a clear bump in the positive and
negative energy region, respectively. We also see that
the peak near the origin is attenuated as 7 is further raised
up to 2.5m.

Since it is known that the details of the shape of the
spectral function may be gauge dependent in general, let us
see how the three-peak structure depends on the gauge
parameter. Figure 4 shows the gauge-parameter depen-
dence of the fermion spectral function in the particle sector
at T = 2.0m; the gauge parameter is varied as & = 0.1, 1,
10, and 100. One might find only a single curve of the
spectral function in the figure, although this figure actually
shows four curves of it with different «; thus, it clearly tells
us that the shape of the spectral function at 7 = 2m with a
three-peak structure is virtually independent of the gauge
parameter.

The virtual gauge independence of the shape of the
spectral function implies that the pole of the propagator
is also the case. We show the gauge (in)dependence of the
pole in the positive energy region at |p| = 0 with a particle
number in the left panel of Fig. 5, which shows that the
pole position is almost independent of the choice of
the gauge parameter, as anticipated: Note that the gauge
parameter is varied in a wider range than in Fig. 4, i.e.,
«a = 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10, 100, 1000. A remark is in order here:
The pole in the negative energy region at |p| = 0 has the
same properties as that in the positive energy region, as is
assured by Egs. (2.14) and (2.15).

Such a gauge independence of the poles necessarily
reflects in that of the spectral function. The right panel of
Fig. 5 shows the fermion spectral function at zero momen-
tum for the wide range of « up to 1000, together with that
obtained in the Proca formalism.> From this figure, we
confirm that the spectral function at zero momentum is
virtually gauge independent for the wide range of «.

*The rapid decrease of the spectral function in || = 0.1 is
caused by the exponential damping of Im2,, (0, ) in that region.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 045017 (2011)

We also note that the position and the width of the peaks
coincide with the real and imaginary part of the poles,
respectively, which is due to the fact that the imaginary
part of the poles is small in comparison with the real part,
as seen in the left panel of Fig. 5. Thus, the shape of the
spectral function with a three-peak structure necessarily
gets to have almost no gauge dependence.

We show the coupling constant dependence of the fer-
mion pole at zero momentum in Fig. 6 for T/m = 2.0. The
real part is almost proportional to g, like that in QED in the
HTL approximation. The coupling constant dependence of
the imaginary part is not large.

What is the mechanism for realizing the three-peak
structure of the fermion spectral function? Figure 7 shows
the real and imaginary part of the self-energy for T/m =
2.0 and a = 1.0 at |p| = 0, together with the correspond-
ing spectral function. A detailed analysis of the imaginary
part tells us that the peaks of the imaginary part corre-
spond to a Landau damping of the fermion by a scattering
with thermally excited bosons. Since these features of the
fermion self-energy are very similar to those shown in [8],
the mechanism for realizing the three-peak structure
found in our formalism is understood to be the same as
discussed in [8].

C. High temperature (7' > m)

In this subsection, we show numerical results in the high
temperature (7 >> m) region, where the mass of the vector
boson (and the fermion) can be neglected in comparison
with T, i.e., m/T — 0; this means that T itself may not be
infinitely large.

We show the fermion pole in the positive energy region
in the left panel of Fig. 8 at T = 40.0m and for « = 0.1, 1,
10 and 100. The pole in the Proca formalism and that in the
HTL approximation in QED are also shown. We see that
the gauge dependence of the fermion pole is no longer
negligible. Since the exact pole position in the complex
energy plane should be gauge independent [12], the above
result suggests that the one-loop analysis is no longer valid
in this high-7 region in contrast to the 7 < m and T ~ m
regions, at least in some gauge fixing. We will present a
detailed discussion on how the gauge dependence arises at
the high T region in Sec. IV.

One should notice that the pole for & = 0.1 is located in
the upper energy plane, which could be problematic be-
cause it implies a loss of the analyticity of the retarded
propagator and also the negativeness of the spectral func-
tion, as seen from Eq. (2.16).

For a ~ 1, there appear clear two peaks in the spectral
function in a robust way, as shown in Fig. 9; the two peaks
are found to tend to the normal fermion(particle) and the
antiplasmino of QED in the HTL approximation [1-4],
respectively; see Sec. I'V.

The other peak persists at the origin in the energy-
momentum space. One can confirm that its residue is of
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0=0.01 X
0 0=0.1 “
o=1.0 v
0=100 ¢
) 0=100.0  +
3 0=1000.0  ©
=~ .0.05} Proca o
£ B
-0.1 : :
0 0.2 0.4

Re (®/m)

FIG. 5 (color online).
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a=0.01
o=0.1
o=1.0 -
a=10.0
2 =100.0
a=1000.0 -
£ Proca
t
a 1t
0

The left panel shows the gauge dependence of the fermion pole with a positive particle number in the positive

energy region for 7 = 2.0m, g = 0.5 at zero momentum: the horizontal and vertical axes denote the real and imaginary part of the
energy, respectively. The right panel shows the fermion spectral function in the particle sector p as a function of energy w for the

same 7, g as in the left panel.
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FIG. 6 (color online).

0.5

0.4

03}

0.2}

Re (w/m)

0.1}

0 L L L L L
0 01 02 03 04 05 0.6

g

The left panel shows the coupling constant dependence of the fermion pole with a particle number in the

positive energy region for 7/m = 2.0 and a = 1.0, at zero momentum: the horizontal and the vertical axis denote the real and
imaginary part of the energy, respectively. The dots from left to right correspond to g = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, respectively. The right
panel shows the coupling constant dependence of the real part of the fermion(particle) pole in the positive energy region at zero
momentum for the same T/m and «. The solid line is the fitted linear function.

the order of m*/(g>T*), which is very small if we consider
the gT > m case, by making power counting. Such a peak
at the origin was also obtained in [8], though in the Proca
formalism. One should also remark that such a peak at the
zero energy is not obtained in QED in the HTL approxi-
mation, in which the vector boson mass is set to zero from
the beginning, in contrast to the present case.* It should be
intriguing to explore whether this peak at the origin ex-
tends to a finite-|p| region, and hence the three-peak
structure of the fermion spectral function persists even in
such a high-T region, i.e., for T > m. In fact, this is a
challenging problem in quantum field theory at finite tem-
perature, because a sensible analysis of such an infrared
region requires a systematic method to remove the so-
called pinch singularities [20]. This task is beyond the

“The absence of a peak at the vanishing energy in QED with
the HTL approximation is easily understood as follows: In the
HTL approximation of QED, Re2, (0, w) behaves as 1/w in the
® — 0 limit. Thus, at @ = 0, the pole condition Eq. (2.13) will
not be satisfied and hence a pole at the origin cannot exist.

scope of the present work, and we leave such an analysis
to a future work [21].

Our numerical calculation has shown that one can have
virtually gauge-independent results even in the one-loop
analysis if the gauge parameter is in the region o ~ 1. We
shall argue in Sec. IV that the perturbative expansion
should be valid for @ < 1/g. It means that the spectral
function of a fermion coupled with a massive vector boson
as calculated in the Stueckelberg formalism nicely ap-
proaches that in QED in the HTL approximation at high
T irrespective of the choice of the gauge parameter «, if
the order of « is confined to o << 1/g. This is actually
already suggested by the asymptotic form Eq. (2.27) for
T > m, \Jam.

IV. ANALYSIS OF GAUGE DEPENDENCE OF
THE POLE AT HIGH TEMPERATURE (T > m)

The pole position of the fermion propagator is virtually
independent of the gauge parameter « for the cases of
T < m and T ~ m: The former case is simply because
the thermal contribution due to a boson with a mass m is
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4

FIG. 7 (color online). The upper figure shows the fermion
spectral function in the particle sector p ;. as a function of energy
o for g = 0.5, T = 2.0m, and a = 1. The lower figure shows
the real part and the imaginary part of the fermion self-energy as
functions of energy w for the same g, 7, and «. The dotted line
denotes . The intersection points between this line and
ReY (0, w) are the solutions of the dispersion relation.

greatly suppressed by a Boltzmann factor exp(—m/T) <
1 when T < m. By contrast, for T > m, the numerical
results in Sec. IIIC show that the pole of the fermion
propagator has a large gauge dependence for large «. In
this section, we discuss the gauge dependence of the pole
of the fermion propagator at weak coupling at high tem-
perature. In particular, we focus on the region g7 > m. In
this region, one expects that the mass of the vector boson
can be neglected, and thus the self-energy approach that in
the HTL approximation of QED [1-4], in which the

0.1 o=0.1 a
o=1.0 v
+ a=10.0 .
0.05 ¢ 1 a=1000 +
= HTL =
on
E 0 . f Proca o
E
-0.05
*
-0.1
0 0.5
Re (w/gT)

FIG. 8 (color online).
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fermion has the pole of order g7. Therefore, we analyze
the pole of the fermion propagator by assuming w ~ g7.
Here we introduce a small dimensionless parameter,

2
A= (ﬂ) <1
gT

Thus, we have two small dimensionless parameters, g and
A, which are treated as independent parameters, so that the
self-energy is expanded by combined powers of g and A. If
the power of g and A are both positive, the high tempera-
ture limit will be well defined and smoothly connected to
that of QED. However, as will be shown below, an inverse
power of A appears at the one-loop level when the gauge
parameter is large, and hence the high temperature limit
becomes inevitably different from that of QED.

In the following analysis, we put |p| = 0 for simplicity.
The pole position obtained in the perturbation theory gen-
erally depends on the gauge parameter as well as g, A, and
T due to the truncation of the perturbative expansion. We
parametrize the pole @, of the fermion propagator as

4.1)

wpole = gTF(gr A: a)y (42)

where F(g, A, @) is a function of order one, and depends on
the gauge parameter «. If the limit,

Fy, = lilr(l)F(g, A @) (4.3)
g—

is independent of «, then the pole is independent of the
gauge parameter at the order g7. Thus, one sees that the
gauge-dependent part may be defined by

6wpole(g: /\; a) = wpole(gr /\’ a') - wgole(/\)’ (44)

where wgole()l) = gTFy(A). As a reference, we recall that
Fo(A = 0) = 1/(24/2) in the case of QED [4]. When the
inequality

wgole(/\) > Swpole(g: Ar a) (45)

is satisfied, the gauge dependence can be neglected. In
reality with a finite g, the region of the gauge parameter

20

10

-0.5 0 0.5
o/gT

The left panel shows the gauge dependence of the fermion pole at p = 0 in the positive energy region at

T = 40.0m for g = 0.5: The horizontal and the vertical axis denote the real and imaginary part of energy. The right panel shows the
fermion spectral function in the particle sector p . as a function of energy w for the same 7 and g.
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p.eT

FIG. 9 (color online). The fermion spectral function in the
particle sector p, as a function of energy w and momentum p
at T = 40.0m with g = 0.5 and a = 1.

satisfying Eq. (4.5) will be limited. We shall call the region
that the gauge parameter satisfies Eq. (4.5) an adequate
gauge-parameter region. The purpose of this section is to
find the adequate gauge-parameter region.

Let us first show a numerical result of the real and the
imaginary part of the pole at 7 = 40.0m as functions of «
in Fig. 10: For a large « (1 < @), the « dependence of the
real part of the pole is large, and especially for very large
a, say a ~ 3 X 10*, the magnitude of it is no longer of
O(gT), but is of a smaller order, O(m), as will be shown
later. The imaginary part of the pole for & << 1 is positive
and apparently problematic because it means that the
analyticity of the retarded propagator is lost and the fer-
mion spectral function will become negative. As we shall
show later, however, the absolute value of the imaginary
part is of O(g>T) and should be considered together with
higher order contributions. So the negative imaginary part
with a small absolute value can be ignored in this order of
the coupling.

Now we shall show that such an order estimate of the
pole can be done analytically. We start with an analysis of
the self-energy, under the condition that w ~ g7, by
decomposing the self-energy (2.18) to seven parts,

7
2,0 0)=wClw)=w Z C,(w),

n=1

(4.6)

where we have introduced the following dimensionless
functions:

2
Ci(w)=— Z%EO(O, w;m), 4.7
QLw? -
Cr(w) =+ i B(0, w; \Jam), (4.8)
2. .2
Cs(@) = — £ B(0, ; m), 4.9)
m
Cy(w) = —g%aB(0, w; Jam), (4.10)
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FIG. 10 (color online). The upper panel shows the gauge
dependence of the real part of the pole in the positive energy
region at zero momentum at 7 = 40.0m, for g = 0.5. The
horizontal and the vertical axes denote the gauge parameter «
and the real part of the pole, respectively. The data whose « is
smaller than the upper limit of adequate gauge parameter, 1/g =
2.0, are denoted by the solid line and the data whose « is larger
than 1/g by the dotted line. The data which satisfy a >
1/(g%A) = 1600, which are expected to approach the value in
the Proca formalism, are plotted with another dotted line. The
upper and lower dashed lines show the thermal mass in the HTL
approximation g7/(2+/2) and that in the Proca formalism
Vom /T + 48X = 2.31m, respectively. The lower panel shows
the gauge dependence of the imaginary part of the pole for the
same 7" and g as in the upper panel.

Cs(w) = +g%B(0, w; m), 4.11)
2
Co(w) = —%Eo(o, w: Jam), 4.12)
g2w 50
Ci(w) = +?B (0, w;m). (4.13)

Here B(0, w; m) and B°(0, w; m) are obtained by perform-
ing the analytic continuation (iw, — @ +i€) to
B(0, iw,,;m) and B°(0, iw,,; m). From Eq. (2.13), one
sees that the poles satisfy the condition
Clwpote) = 1. (4.14)
We first note that if the following equation has a root,

limC(¢TF) = 1, (4.15)
o
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there is a pole wp, = gTF of order gT. Furthermore, if
the F happens to be independent of «, the pole is gauge
independent. Therefore, let us take the following function
as a measure of the gauge dependence, instead of Eq. (4.4):

8C(g, A a) = C(a,) — 1. (4.16)

wpole

Then a criterion for the adequate gauge-parameter region
may be given by

8C(g, A a) < 1. 4.17)

We now make an order estimate of the seven terms
defined in Egs. (4.7), (4.8), (4.9), (4.10), (4.11), (4.12), and
(4.13). One finds that this task is reduced to that of
B(0, w;m) and B°(0, w;m). The following relations are
shown in Appendix C:

(i) When T > w > M,

T BY(0, w; M) T

BO, w; M) ~—, ————~—. (418)
w w w

(i1)) When T > M > w,

. L for M* < 0T
B0, w; M) ~ R ,
% for M? > wT
B0, M) |5 for M < T o)
w L—i for M2 > oT .
(iii) When M > T > o,
< 72 B0, w;M) T*
BO.w:M)~5, —————~15 (420)

Here, M denotes m or \/am, and the vacuum parts have
been dropped. Using these relations, we will find the
adequate gauge-parameter region in the following subsec-
tions, and the result is summarized in Fig. 11, which shows
that the adequate gauge parameter is @ << 1/g.

Ci(w), C3(w), Cs5(w), and C7(w), which do not depend
on the gauge parameter, are estimated to be

Cs()~ o(5)

2

T
Ci(w) = gzm ~1,

Crlw) = (5)

We remark that C,(w) coincides with the fermion self-
energy in the HTL approximation in QED, as it should.
We note that C3(w) and C;(w) are of the order of an
inverse power of A, which would make it impossible to
take the massless limit. These ‘“‘dangerous™ terms are
found to be nicely canceled out with other C;(w)’s when
« 1s not so large, whereas for large «, the cancellation does

4.21)
Cs(w) ~ g,

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 045017 (2011)
(a) 8>\

0 1/ 1A 1/(g%N) oo
o
(b) &<\
1 2
0 N g 1/(g%%) oo

o

FIG. 11. The classification of the gauge-parameter regions
depending on the relative magnitude of A = m?/(gT)? to g at
high temperature, i.e., for g7 > m or A < 1. Each number in
the figures corresponds to the case with same number in the text.
The light gray regions are the adequate gauge-parameter regions
for which Eq. (4.5) is satisfied, whereas the dark gray region
are not.

not happen, and the condition §C < 1 cannot be satisfied,
as will be shown below.

A.1> aA (case 1)

When 1 > a A, the mass scale m and \/Em are negli-
gible in comparison with g7, and then the self-energy
coincides with that in the HTL approximation in QED in
this approximation, because the nonleading terms can be
neglected as we have seen in Sec. II.

Due to the order estimate in Eq. (4.18), we obtain

Cz(w)~g<%)’ Cy(w) ~ga, cé(w)~(§). 4.22)

The leading terms of C,(w) and Cg(w) cancel out’ with
C;(w) and C;(w), respectively, and the terms of the order
ga and g remain.® Thus, one sees that the gauge-dependent
part is of the order of g, which means that the pole is gauge
independent in practice, which also can be confirmed from
Fig. 10, provided that the inequality & << 1/g is satisfied; in
this case, the adequate gauge-parameter region is the region
of @ which satisfies the above inequality.

Let us see that the imaginary part of the self-energy is of
order g?T in the Landau gauge (@ = 0). For o = 0, the
imaginary part of the self-energy is evaluated to be

>As seen from Egs. (C14) and (C19), B(p;m) and B°(p;m)
yield terms that are proportional to m, so C(w), C3(w), Ce(w),
and C;(w) seem to yield terms that are proportional to m !, and
the massless limit (m/T — 0) cannot be taken. Actually, from
Egs. (C14) and (C19), we see that the terms discussed above
cancel out. Therefore, we can take the massless limit, and the
fermion self-energy approaches the one in QED. ~

“These terms come from the imaginary part of B(0, w;m),
B0, w;m), B(0, w;Jam), and B°(0, w;/am), which can be
confirmed by retaining the next-to-leading term in Eqgs. (C7) and
(C15). The contribution from the real parts are much smaller
than these terms.
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Im2+ (0, (L)) =

g [ (t " 4 coth ‘"2)
n P —
PP Mre T
B (w? + 2m?)(w?* — m?)?
3

w
2 4 o2 2 _ .2
X (cothu + tanhu)]
4T w 4T w
1
2T, 4.23
= Ton% (4.23)

where the first line is obtained by substituting p = 0 and
a = 0 in Eq. (B2). In the second line the inequality 7 >
o > m was used. Although this is positive and apparently
breaks the analyticity, this order of the coupling should not
be determined in the one-loop order, because the two-loop
diagrams contain contributions of order g>T. In fact, the
analyticity problem can be cured by taking into account the
two-loop diagrams.

B.1/g% > aA > 1 (case 2)
1. a < 1/(gA) (case 2-a)

Due to the order estimate for C,(w), C4(w), and Cg(w)
given in Eq. (4.19), we obtain

Clw~g(}) Clo~ga Clo~(5) @20

which is the same as Eq. (4.22). The leading term of Cy(w)
cancels out with that of C;(w), and the remaining terms are
of the order of ga,” while C,(w) and C5(w) do not. In the
present case, however, Cs(w) is larger than C,(w) and
C;(w), and hence C4(w) dominates the gauge-dependent
terms, which should be made small. This smallness is
guaranteed when a < 1/g, which defines the adequate
gauge-parameter region; this coincides with that in case 1.
Notice that the inequality g < A must be assumed in this
case, otherwise the inequality @ < 1/g cannot be satisfied.

2. a > 1/(gA) (case 2-b)

Again, due to the order estimate in Eq. (4.19), C,(w),
C4(w), and C4(w) are estimated to be

A0 ()

Though C4(w) and C7(w) have the same order of magni-
tude, they do not cancel out, which can be confirmed from
Egs. (C20) and (C26). Therefore the largest contribution is
Ci(w) ~1/X > 1; the present region for the gauge pa-
rameter (a >> 1/(gA)) is not an adequate gauge-parameter
region.

Cy(w) Colw) ~

2 2A3'

(4.25)

"This term comes from ImB°(0, w; \/am), which can be con-
firmed from Eq. (C30). The real parts are negligible compared
with this term.
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C. @A > 1/g? (case 3)

Here we treat the case where the gauge parameter is far
larger than 1/Ag?; this case includes the unitary gauge
(a0 — 00). Due to the order estimate in Eq. (4.20) for this
case, Ch(w), C4(w), and Cy¢(w) are estimated to be

Nl(l)z
a\A)’

Again, although C,(w) and C5(w) have the same order of
magnitude, they do not actually cancel out due to the
difference in the coefficients, which can be seen from
Egs. (C20) and (C42). In this case, the largest contribution
is C4(w) ~ 1/A > 1; therefore, this region is not an ade-
quate gauge-parameter region. This also suggests that the
order of the pole in the unitary gauge is not g7.

So let us now discuss the pole in the unitary gauge. First
we assume the pole is of order m instead of g7. Using
Egs. (4.20), (C50), and (C54), we have the following order
estimates:

Colw) Cilw) ~ G) Colw) ~ %

C@~5 G~ G-t

1 ~ 8 o)~ (Y
Gw~5 G~k W~ (o)
Cr(w) ~ —%. (4.27)

For o — o, C,(w) and Cg(w) vanish. Furthermore,
C;(w) and Cs(w) can be also neglected, because gv/A =
m/T < 1. The remaining parts C;(w), C4(w) and C7(w)
are estimated more precisely with the use of Egs. (C20)
and (C42), as follows:

1 m? 1
Clo) ==, Cylw) = o
‘I’ (4.28)
C ~ -
7(0)) 16
Collecting these terms, we reach at
1 (6m>
~—|——1) 4.2
Clw) = g (o~ 1) (4.29)

This is precisely the same as the result obtained in the
Proca formalism in the high temperature limit [8]; the
thermal mass in this case reads

_ oem
NETT

which can be seen from Fig. 10 also. We have confirmed
numerically that the spectral function also approaches that
in the Proca formalism as o — 0.

= Jom, (4.30)
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D. Brief summary

Let us summarize and discuss the results obtained so far
in the preceding subsections for the gauge-parameter de-
pendence of the fermion propagator at high temperature.
The results are summarized in Fig. 11. We have found an
adequate gauge-parameter region as a << 1/g in which
possible gauge dependence is of higher order of the cou-
plings and hence can be neglected. We remark that this
parameter restriction should also apply to QED.

In fact, the electron self-energy in the HTL approxima-
tion in QED at the next-to-leading level in the one-loop
order reads [22,23]

2T2 2 T
SR(p=0,w) =90+ e—zyo(w In— — i7TT)
8 w

8w
2 T 37T
+(1— a)—s 2)/0(—culn—+ ik )
8 w

4.31)

If w ~ eT and a ~ 1/e, the third term would be the same
order as the leading term, which implies that the gauge
independence is badly broken. Conversely,, if a is much
smaller than 1/e, then the gauge-dependent part becomes
of order ¢? and can be neglected; this gives an adequate
gauge-parameter region for QED.

There is a difference between QED and the massive
vector theory in the Stueckelberg formalism: The limit
a — oo cannot be taken in the former case because the
third term in Eq. (4.31) diverges, while it can in the latter
case. In this limit, the pole of the fermion propagator in the
latter case becomes of order m < gT.

On the other hand, small « also yields the problem; the
imaginary part of the fermion self-energy becomes positive
for & < 1, which breaks the analyticity of the self-energy.

The « dependence of the self-energy can be understood
intuitively as follows: In the Stueckelberg formalism, there
are two masses: the physical mass m and the unphysical
mass /am. For gT > m, \/Jam, the self-energy naturally
approaches that of QED because both masses can be
neglected. By contrast, if the unphysical mass /am is
not smaller than g7, \/am cannot be neglected, although
the temperature is high enough compared with the physical
mass m. In this case, the self-energy at the one-loop level
does not approach that of QED.

We also note here that in the g << A case, the boson mass
m cannot be taken to zero from the outset, but the self-
energy is approximately equal to that in the HTL approxi-
mation in QED as long as a < 1/g. This implies that the
value, Tg%/2, is the upper limit of the boson mass that we
can neglect.

Summarizing the situation, we see that there are three
regions of the gauge parameter: In the first region, the
theory approaches QED, and is in an adequate gauge-
parameter region. In the second region, the theory ap-
proaches QED, but is out of an adequate gauge-parameter
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region. In the third region, the theory does not approach
QED, and is out of an adequate gauge-parameter region.
We conclude that the gauge parameter should be chosen
to be 1 < a < 1/g in numerical calculations in this
formalism.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have investigated the spectral properties of a fermion
coupled with a massive vector boson in the whole tem-
perature (7') region at one-loop order. The vector boson
with a mass () is introduced as a U(1) gauge boson in the
Stueckelberg formalism so that the high 7 limit, or equiv-
alently the massless limit in the sense that m/T — 0, can
be taken®: We have successfully analyzed and clarified the
characteristics of the spectral properties of the fermion in
the distinct three regions of 7, i.e., (1) T < m, (II) T ~ m,
and (IIT) 7 > m regions, in a unified way. We have also
carefully examined the possible gauge dependence of the
spectral properties of the fermion in the respective three T
regions, separately.

In region (I), the fermion spectral properties hardly
change from those in the vacuum, which are gauge inde-
pendent. In region (II), the fermion spectral function gets to
have a three-peak structure in the small momentum region
with supports in the positive, zero, and negative energy
regions; the three-peak structure becomes prominent when
T =2m for g = 0.5. We have confirmed numerically that
the fermion poles and hence the fermion spectral function
shows virtually no dependence on the gauge parameter («)
for T ~ m. It is thus natural that the similar three-peak
structure of the fermion spectral function was obtained in
the Proca formalism for the massive vector field for 7 ~ m
[8], since the Proca formalism exactly corresponds to the
unitary gauge o — 0. Conversely, the three-peak structure
found in [8] is not an artifact by a special choice of the
gauge and is physical.

It is interesting that the spectral function of a fermion
coupled with a scalar massive boson also shows a similar
three-peak structure for 7' ~ m at the one-loop level [8,9].
The present analysis has established that a fermion coupled
with a massive boson with a mass m has a three-peak
structure for small momenta with supports in the positive,
vanishing, and negative energy regions at temperatures
comparable with the boson mass, irrespective of the type
of the boson, at the one-loop order.

For T > m [region (III)], the fermion spectral function
tends to have distinct two peaks precisely corresponding to
those seen in QED in the HTL approximation [1-4]. It
means that our formalism nicely describes the spectral
function of the fermion coupled with a massive vector
boson even in the high T region. There is, however, a tricky
point related to a possible gauge dependence. We have

8As is mentioned in Introduction, the Proca formalism does
not yield sensible results for 7 > m [8,18,19].
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found that there exists an adequate region of the gauge
parameter « in the high-T region for the perturbation
theory at finite 7: If « is of the order 1, the analysis at
the one-loop order does not create a problem and is reli-
able, keeping the positivity of the spectral function and so
on; otherwise, however, these fundamental properties may
be lost. This is because two mass parameters exist, i.e., the
vector-boson mass m and the ghost mass /am which is
inherently in the Stueckelberg formalism. Thus, the precise
high-T region should be defined by the two conditions,
T > m and T > \Jam. Our extensive analytic study has
proven this observation and shown that when o < 1/g
(g is the coupling constant), the one-loop analysis is reli-
able even in the region (III). Accordingly, if the unitary
gauge (a — o) is adopted for the massive vector boson,
the one-loop analysis cannot be valid for 7 > m, as is
shown in a different context [18,19].

Our numerical calculation has shown that there still
remains a peak at the origin in the w-|p| plane, though
with a faint strength even in region (III); this is in contrast
to QED in the HTL approximation where such a peak is
absent. Although it is an interesting possibility that the
three-peak structure persists at the high-7 region and even
in QED, a sensible analysis of the spectral properties
around such a low-energy region requires a resummed
perturbation theory to deal with possible pinch singular-
ities [20]. Thus, we leave an analysis of the spectral prop-
erties in the very low-energy region to a future work and
hope to report it elsewhere [21].

As was mentioned in the Introduction, we can think of
some physical situations where the present analysis can be
relevant, since massive vector bosons appear at finite 7 in
various physical systems. In QCD, vector bosons or vector-
bosonic modes may decrease their masses in association
with the restoration of chiral symmetry at finite 7 [13]. It
would be not surprising if vector-bosonic modes exist even
in the deconfined and chiral symmetric phase in the vicin-
ity of the critical temperature T, since the existence of
other hadronic modes [7,24,25] and bound states [26] are
suggested in that temperature region. A vector-type glue
ball may also exist in such a system. Then the present
analysis would suggest that the quark spectra can be
largely affected in such a system where the boson mass
is comparable to 7 in the order of magnitude. In the
electroweak theory, the dispersion relation of neutrinos at
high 7 may possibly be affected by the weak bosons the
masses of which change with T [14]. One of the findings of
the present analysis tells us that the one-loop analysis in the
unitary gauge cannot be applicable when m/T < 1, which
includes the vicinity of the critical point.
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APPENDIX A: THE CORRESPONDENCE
BETWEEN THE STUECKELBERG FORMALISM
AND THE ABELIAN-HIGGS MODEL

In this Appendix, we briefly show that the Abelian-
Higgs model is reduced to the U(1) gauge theory with a
massive gauge boson in the Stueckelberg formalism
[11,17].

The Lagrangian of the Abelian-Higgs model reads

£Higgs = _iFwa + |(3M - ieAM)CI)|2, (AD

with F,, =d,A, —d,A,. Here A, and P denote the
vector and the Higgs field, respectively.

We fix the absolute value of the Higgs field ® and use
the following polar representation:

b = % exp(ie’i(x))

with |®| = m/(er/2). We remark that the scalar field B,
which will turn to be identified with the Stueckelberg field,

is introduced as the phase of ®. Then, the Lagrangian
becomes

(A2)

1 v m? u 1 u
LHiggs__ZF F,LLV+7A _aa B
which exactly gives the free Lagrangian of the massive
vector field in the Stueckelberg formalism and its interac-
tion term with the Stueckelberg field B given in Eq. (2.1) in
the text. This is what we wanted to show.

2
. (A3)

APPENDIX B: CALCULATION OF
THE FERMION SELF-ENERGY

Here we derive Eq. (2.21) in the text. We first recall that
the retarded self-energy 2R (p, w) in the one-loop approxi-
mation is given from Eq. (2.18) by the analytic continu-
ation, iw, — w + ie = p°; see Eq. (2.10). Then its
imaginary part reads

Im2R(p, w) = —2g?y* ImB ,(p, w; m)

+ £ [P B, w: VEm) — ImB(p, wim)
— m*(almB(p, w; am) — ImB(p, w; m)))
— PPy*(ImB,(p, : Jam) — ImB,,(p, w:m))]), (BI)

where p> = w? — |p|?. By applying the projection opera-
tor for the particle sector, we have
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Im3., (p, @) — % T{Im3R(p, w)A; (p)y°]

= —2¢*(ImB°(p, w; m) — p,ImB;(p, w; m))

w;Jam) —

— m*(aImB(p,

Here we have used the relation Tr[pA . (p)y°]/2 = w —
Ipl and Ti[B*(p, w;m)y, A, (p)y"] = B(p, w;m) —

p:B;(p, w;m). Notice that ImB(p, w;m) and
ImB*(p, w;m) contain S(sE; — tE, — w) with s, 1=
*1, E;=Ikl, and E,=+m?+ (p—k)?, while

ImB(p, ®; \/am) and ImB*(p, w; \/am) contain 8(sE —

tE} — @) with Ej =+am? + (p — k)*>. Collecting the

terms which contain 6(sE; — tE, — w), we have

(6(sE; — tE, — w)term)

4’k St
S(sE;—tE, —
[277)3 > AE,E, (sEy = 1E, = )

s,t==*1

X (F(SE;) + n(sE, — w))(—2(sEf —p-K)

o= P ) - pE k) (B3)

(8(sE; — 1E, — w)term) = g2 f > o
f=b

s,t==*1

Q)3

><<p _
2|plm?
'S /

~ R2am’lpl? e

X (f(sEf) + n(sE; — a)))j

with e, = \/(lpl * E¢)* + m*. Here the momentum inte-
gral is converted to that for the particle energies through
the formula

2 R ey
dek = m‘[o dEfEf ‘/;7 dEbEb'

We now evaluate the integral separately for the timelike
and the spacelike region. For the timelike region (Jw| >
Ip]), we have

(B8)

ImB(p, ;m))) — p>(ImB°(p,
— p:ImB,(p, w; Vam) + p,ImB;(p, ; m))].

S(SEf

dEba(SEf tEb - w),

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 045017 (2011)

2
+ 25 1@ = Iph(p2(mB(p, w: yam) — ImB(p, w:m)

w; Jam) — ImB°(p, w; m)

(B2)
|
Here we have used the following formulae;
ImB(p, w;m) = f > il S(sEy — tE, — w)
27T)3 si=+1 4EfEb
st
ImB°(p, w; m) = f S(sE; — tE, — w)
a2 JEAEE, T
X (f(sEy) + n(sE; — w))sEy, (B5)

N
(27T)%st +14EfEb

X (f(sEf) + n(sE; — w)).

Using the constraint p -k = Efcosf = (m* — p? +
2wsE;)/2|p| posed by the delta function, we have

ImB(p, w;m) = k'6(sE; —tE, — o)

(B6)

tE, — w)(f(SEs) + n(sEf — w))

2m 2

((w — Ip)* — 2m?) + SEfz—

o (w—IpI))

dE; Y sil(p* — m)(@ — Ip)? — 2m?) + 25E4(w — |pl)2m? — p?)]

(B7)

2 -
_ 8 E;

+n(Ep — o)[(=p* + m*)((Ip| — ©)* — 2m?)

+2(p? = 2m2)E (@ — |pl)] (B9)

with E; = (p* = m?)/(2(w = |pl)). For the spacelike re-
gion (Jw| < |pl), we have
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2

+n(Ep — o)[(=p* + m2)((|p| - w)2 —2m?)
+2(p* — 2m*)Es(w — |pl)] — W

X [(p? = 2m*)(w — Ip)7°T?

+ w[2m* = p*(Ipl(@ — |pl) + m*)]L. (B10)

Here we have used the integral formulae

f:’; dE,(f(E) + n(E; — ) = —w,  (B1I)

2
8

s,t=*1

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 83, 045017 (2011)

ZTZ 2
T = (B12)

Combining Egs. (B9) and (BIO), we have

(6(sE; — tE, — w)term) =

SSrtare J; astre

+n(E; — w))[(=p* + m*)((Ipl — @)* — 2m?)
2

+2(p? —2m*E (o — |pl)] — me(_pz)
X [(p* = 2m*)(w — |p|)7*T?
+ w[2m* — p*(Ipl(w — |pl) + m?)]]. (B13)

Next, we collect the terms that contain &(sE; —
tE), — w);

dEf Y si{o = IpD[—(@ — Iph(p? — am?) + 2p*sEy)]

X (F(SE;) + n(sE; — ) f * dE,S(sE, ~ 1E) — )

g2

—-_ & dE,(f(Ef)—i-n(Ef

~ 327lplPm?

g2

+
327|p|Pm?

where ¢, =4/(Ip| £ Ef)? + am® and Ef = (p* —
am?)/(2(w * |pl)). Comblmng Egs. (B13) and (B14),
we arrive at Eq. (2.21).

APPENDIX C: POWER COUNTING OF
THE FERMION SELF-ENERGY

In this Appendix, we make an order estimate of
B(p, w;m) and B°(p, w;m) used in the analysis done in
Sec. IV. The estimate will be made separately for the
following four limiting cases: T > w > m, T > m >
w,m>T> w,and T > w ~ m. For simplicity, we set
Ipl = 0.

We start with B(0, iw,,;m) and B°(0, iw,;m) in the
imaginary time formalism:

d’k
Q2m)?

X (f(sEf) + n(tEy)),

. st 1
B0, iw,,; = j
R [ s

s,t==*1
(Cl)

w))[(=p* + m*a)(Ipl — w)* + 2p*Ef(w — |p])]

6(=pH)[p*(w — Ip)7T? + w(w — [p)(—wp? — (0 — [pD(=p? + m*a))],

(B14)
BY0, iw,,;;m) = f @’k Z
’ " 27T)3 t—+14EbEf
SEp —tE), — iw,,

Performing the analytic continuation and dropping 7 = 0
part, we get the corresponding retarded functions, the real
parts of which read

ReB(0, w;m)rg

4’k st 1
=P E;)+ntE
(277)3S,I=Z_H4E,,Ef- sEf—tEh—w(f(s 7)*nEy))
- RCE(O, w;m)T:()
1 0 w? —m?
=——P dE\ E f(E
22 jo f( ff( f)(wz—m2)2—4E%w2
E2 2 4 02
f m w
—n(E)—L , C3
n b)Eb(wz—m2)2—4EJ2fa)2) €3
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ReB%(0, w;m)r4g
d’k st SEff(sE;) + (tE, + w)n(tE,)
(2'7T)3 4EbEf SEf - tEb ]

- Rego(ﬁ, w, m)T:()
1

w (o]
=_—P | dE/2Ef(E,
2772 _/(.) f( ff( f) (w? — m?)? — 4E%a)2
B2 2B+ m?— o
E, (0> — m?)? — 4E]2cw2)'

=P

s,t==*1

n(Ey) L (C4)

Here we have defined 7 # 0 parts as B(0, w;m);.o=
B(0, w;m) — B(0, w;m)r—, and B0, w;m)ps =
B0, w; m) — B%(0, w;m);—. In the evaluation of these
integrals, we have to carefully separate and deal with the
contributions from the soft region (E; < T) and the hard
region (E; ~ T) unlike the calculation of the leading order
of the HTL approximation, because the contribution from
the soft region can be much larger than that from the hard
region in some limits.

From Egs. (B4) and (B5), the finite temperature parts of
ImB(0, w; m) and ImB°(0, w; m) are calculated to be

ImB(0, w; m)74g

1 [ E.
B 8_77 j;) dEfE_Z[_(f(Ef) + n(Eb))S(Ef —E, + w)

— (f(Ey) — n(E))8(Ef + E;, — )]
2_ 2 2_ 2
= omor (o = ("5, )

2 + 2
+ n<7m 2w“’ )) (C5)
and

ImB°(0, w; m)r g

T8 f dE; + f[ (f(Ep) + n(Ep)S(E; — Ep + o)
+ (f(Ep) — n(Eb))S(Ef +E, — 0)]
2 02)2 )
= M(sgn(m2 - w2)f< |u )

27w’ 2w
n <m2 + w2>>
"\ 2w ’

respectively. In the first lines, the positiveness of @ has
been taken into account.

(Co)

1.T>owo>m
a. B(0, w; m)

We first estimate the imaginary part. From Eq. (C5), we
have
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) o2)- e
(C7)

Here we have utilized the inequality w > m. Using the
approximate formula

Im B(0, w;m)p4q =

nx)=T/x forx<T, (C8)
we get
1 T
Im B(O , m)T;&O =— (Cg)
87T w’

The real part is given by Eq. (C3). To evaluate it, it is
found convenient to introduce an intermediate scale T
which satisfies the relation T >> T* > w so that T* sepa-

rates the hard region from the soft region. The contribution
E;>T

from E; > T*, which is denoted by ReB(0, w;m);, , is
evaluated to be

E;>T

ReB(0, w:m)ZL, P [:’ dEfEif(f(Ef) — n(E,)).

(C10)

Here we have used the inequalities @ > m and E; >
T* > w in the hard region. We get the following expres-
sion by integrating by part:

E>T" 1

ReB(0, w; m)"0, @(—U(Ef) — n(ENE

o0 1 d
+P dE;— ——E(f(E;) — n(E;)) ). Cl1
[ aE g g B0E) - nE). e
By inserting Eq. (C8) and f(x) = 1/2 for x < 1, we see
that the first term is of the order of 7/T*. It is easily
confirmed that the second term is of the order of
In(T*/T) by performing partial integration again, so the
second term can be neglected;
= E;>T* 1 T
Re B(O, w, m)TQ&O = @ F
On the other hand, we have for the contribution from
E; < T*, which is denoted by ReB(0, »; m)T;&o

T*d TE2
,[ fE2+m

>< -
® —4Ej%w2

(C12)

Re B(0, w; m)?gT*

(C13)

Here again, Eq. (C8) has been inserted and the inequality
o >> m has been taken into account. The term which has
f(E;) has been neglected since it is much smaller than
n(E,). Performing partial fraction decomposition and uti-
lizing the inequality w > m, we get

E;<T* _ T Tm

Re B(0, 3 m)r 8T * drw? (€14

045017-16



SPECTRAL FUNCTION OF A FERMION COUPLED WITH A ...

We see that the imaginary part, Eq. (C9), is much larger
than any term of the real part, Egs. (C12) and (C14).

A remark is in order here: In the present analysis, we
have considered only the leading term in the high tempera-
ture expansion as in [16,19], where the simple approximate
formula n(x) = T/x is adopted. In fact, all the analyses
given in this Appendix will be based on this formula. Of
course, one could include the next-to-leading term by using
the formula n(x) = T/x — 1/2, which would lead to the
logarithmic terms derived in [22,23]. The inclusion of such
terms is beyond the scope of this work.

b. BY0, w; m)
The imaginary part of B%(0, w;m)r. is given by
Eq. (C6), which is estimated to be
T
167

The derivation of this expression is the same as that of Eq.
(C9).

The real part is given by Eq. (C4). We introduce T*
which satisfies 7 >> T* > w, as before. The contribution
from the E;> T* region, which is written as

ReB(0, w;m)?;oT*, is evaluated as follows by inserting
E, = E; and Ef > o > m again:

Im B%(0, w; m)7.o = (C15)

Ef>T"

- w [ -1

Y ([FaE, - [T aE
B 4772(1)(/0 f fo f)

Inserting Eq. (C8), we obtain
2 .
~0 g T 1 T
ReB (0, w, m)T;O = 167(1) + m 0 dEfT
T? T*T
=+ — C17
16w 47w ( )

The contribution from E, < T™ region, represented by

ReB(0, w; m)?fOT*, is estimated as follows by using
Eq. (C8) and the inequality w > m:

~ E<T*
ReB%(0, w;m) .,
w T* E% 2E§- - w?
~—P dE,T : . CI18
27 j;) f Ej% + m? w* — 4Ejzca)2 (€18)
Utilizing the inequalities T>T > w,

5 E,<T" . .
ReB(0, a);m)TfO is evaluated as follows by utilizing
partial fraction decomposition:

~ E,<T* TT* T 2
Re B0, w;m)rlg = = 170 Arw (_ﬂ-m * ﬁ)

(C19)
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Since the largest term is —72/(16w), we have
T2
16w’
which is much larger than the imaginary part. A few re-
marks are in order here: the last formula leads to the well-
known result of the HTL approximation in QED. Itis easy to
understand if we remember that we can neglect m and apply
the HTL approximation in this situation, 7 > @ > m.

From Egs. (4.12) and (4.13), it seems that Tm/(47w) in
Eq. (C19) yields terms which are of the order of g’Tw/m
and g’Tw./a/min 2, (0, ®), which implies that the mass-
less limit (m/T — 0) cannot be taken. However, from
Eq. (C14), we see that these terms are canceled by terms
which come from Egs. (4.8) and (4.9).

The results of this section, Egs. (C12), (C14), (C17), and
(C19), reproduce leading term of asymptotic form of some
integrals used in [23] since the QED limit, m/T, m/w — 0,
is included in the limit considered in this section, T >
o >> m. Results in other sections are not related to them
because their situations are far from QED.

Re BY(0, ;m)ro = — (C20)

2T>m>w
a. B(0, w;m)

The imaginary part of B(0, w;m);., is given by
Eq. (CS5), which is estimated as follows:

_ —m2 m2 m2
ImB(0, w; m)p.o = 716770)2 (f(%) + ”(Z))
“ 5ol (%)
8T w? xp 2wT " w

ﬁ exp(— %) (m? > T case)

- L (m* < T case).

87w
(C21)

In the first line the inequality m >> w has been taken into
account, while in the second line, either m? > wT or
m? < T has been used.
Next, we estimate the real part by separating the cases
m? > T and T > m?.
(i) m?>> wT case
We begin with Eq. (C3). We again introduce an
intermediate scale 7™ satisfying 7 > T* > m. The
contribution from E, > T™ is evaluated as follows:

ReB(0, w; m)?;T)T

1 (e
=T oPm? fT dEGE;(f(Es) + n(Ey), (C22)

where the relation Ej, ~ E; > m > o has been uti-
lized and the contribution from £, = m?/w has been
neglected because it is suppressed by the Boltzmann
factor ~ exp(—m?/(wT)). Dividing the interval of

045017-17



DAISUKE SATOW, YOSHIMASA HIDAKA, AND TEIJI KUNIHIRO

the integral as in Eq. (C16), the following expression
is obtained:
ReB(0, w; m)gf;)T*

_ﬁgj dE; foT dEf)Ef(f(Ef) +n(Ey))

T’ T
- C23
8m?  2m*m? (€23)
In the last line, we have inserted Eq. (C8). On the
other hand, using Eq. (C8) and m > w, the contri-
bution from E; < T" is estimated to be

Pf e~
0 ’ Ef+m

1
X—
m* — 4Ej2.»a)2

ReB(0, w;m)ry =

(C24)

Utilizing the inequalities T* < m?/w and m > w,
we obtain

E,<T" TT* T
Re B(0, w;m);, Ry + yp—

which is obtained by partial fraction decomposition.
Taking only the largest term, we have

T2
8m?’
which dominates the imaginary part.

(i) m*> < T case
We introduce 7%, which is an intermediate scale
satisfying T > T* > m?/w. From Eq. (C3), we
have for the contribution from E; > T*

(C25)

Re B(0, @; m)yp0 =~ — (C26)

ReB(0, w; m)T;&o

mZ

8wl

. omT

T 8t
In the first line, we have used the inequalities m >
w and E, = E; > T* > m?/w, while in the second
line an approximation similar to that after Eq. (C11)
has been utilized.

Substituting Eq. (C8), the contribution from E; <
T* is estimated to be

dEf—(f(Ef) + n(Ey))

(C27)

- E,<T*
ReB(0, w;m);L,
2T 1 E3 1
~ -7 5] P[ dE;— ! 23 S
27 0 Ef + m= m* — 4Efw
m?T T
87T dmm (C28)

In the second line the inequality T* > m?/w was
used. Now we see that every term in the real part is
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much smaller than the imaginary part. Combining
these results, we have

2
(%) (m? > T case)

0=

B0, w;m)r.o = '
&=L (m? < oT case).

w

e

(C29)

b. B0, w; m)

. First, let us estimate the
B0, w; m);~, given by Eq. (C6):

ImBY(0, w; m) 7

imaginary part of

4

m_ exp(— %) (m?* > wT case)

167w’

(C30)

2
T (m? < wT case).

We have arrived at this expression in the same way as in
Eq. (C21).
(i) m? > wT case
In this case, the real part of B(p, w; m)y-o which is
given by Eq. (C4) is evaluated as follows. Using an
intermediate scale 7™ satisfying 7 > T* > m, we
have for the contribution from E, > T*

ReB%(0, w; m)T#O

-~ 4f dE;ENf(E)) + n(E),  (C31)

where the contribution from E; = m?/w has been
neglected since it is suppressed by the Boltzmann
factor ~exp(—m?/(wT)). Also the inequality
m >> o has been taken into account. Dividing the
interval of the integral as in Eq. (C16), we obtain

ReB°(0, w:m)s

w 0 T

~ dE; — dE; EX(f(E;) + n(E

([ [ ar B )
~ 7 Tt oTT*
8 mt 3wt
In the last line, we have substituted Eq. (C8).
Next, we estimate the contribution from E, <T".
Since the leading terms cancel out, we retain w? in
Eq. (C4). If we define Q% = w? = m?, the contri-
bution from E, < T* is estimated as follows:

(C32)

T E}zp
dE ;——"—
[ fE2 + m?
2B - 2
X -
07 — 4B

ReBO(0, w;m)i ) =

(C33)
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where we have used Eq. (C8). Performing partial
fraction decomposition, we have

ReB%(0, w; m)f;f)T

_ T P[T*dE<l— 20
47’0 Jo f E]2c+m2 (051

[l

Qs 1
40203 E2-0F /(4w2))
r (— W—wz + 71 2—w2

m 0%

N 4 WT*
30202

I

e . (C34
47w ) 34
In the second line the inequality 7 >> m has been
utilized. Notice that because of canceling out of the
leading terms, we have to retain the next-to-leading
term in the expansion of In(1 + 2wT*/Q2%). The
largest term is the first term of Eq. (C32), so
™ oT*

Re B0, w;m)rs0 = — —, (C35)
8 m
which is found to be much larger than the imaginary
part.
(ii) m* < T case
The real part is given by Eq. (C4). As is before, we
introduce an intermediate scale T* satisfying T >
T* > m?/w > m. Then
- . T? T"'T
Re BO(0, w; m)yly = ——+ . (C36
e B0, wim)rg 16w 47w (€36)
This expression has been obtained in the same
procedure as in Eqgs. (C16) and (C17).
The contribution from E; < T™ is estimated as follows.
Using Eq. (C8) and the inequality m > w, we have

. T* E2.
Re B0(0, w; m)". " =in dE,T——1
e B°(0, w;m);L, 272 Jo f E]% T+ m2
ZE% + m?
m* — 4E§w2
TT* m*T
=T 47w 167203 T (€37

In the last line we have utilized the inequality 7° >
m?/w > m. Since T* > m*/(w>T), the largest term is
found to be —72/(16w), so we have

T2

Re BY(0, w3 m)ysg = ———

. C38
16w ( )

This is much larger than the imaginary part.
Combining these results, we have

%2 o (m2 > wT case)
" (C39)

— = (m* < T case).

EO(O’ w; m)T¢0 =
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Im>T>w
a. B(0, w;m)

_ We start with an estimate of the imaginary part of
B(0, w; m)r+o given by Eq. (C5). For m > T > w, we

have
m? m?
Py exp( — 0T T)' (C40)

The derivation of this expression is almost the same as that
of Eq. (C21) in the m? > T case. The real part of
B(0, w; m)r+o given by Eq. (C3) is estimated as follows:

Im B(0, w; m) 7.0~ —

2

= 1 oo —m
¢

(C41)

Here we have used the inequality m > w and n(E,) has
been neglected because of the suppression factor by
exp(—m/T). Notice that the contribution from E; =
m?/w > T is negligible owing to the suppression factor
by f(E;). Then, we see that the denominator of the inte-
grand can be approximated as m* — 4E;w* = m*. Thus,
we have '

- -1 0

TZ
= 24 (2

which is found to dominate the imaginary part.

b. B0, w; m)
We estimate the imaginary part of B°(0, w;m)ro,

which is given by Eq. (C6). Utilizing the same procedure
as in Eq. (C40), we have

2

- ﬁ) (C43)

. m*
Im B°(0, w; m)y = Toma? exp(

The real part, which is given by Eq. (C4), is estimated as
follows:

~ w 0 1
Re BY(0, w3 m)74o = —P jo dE/E}f(Ey) w4
(C44)

Here we have utilized the inequality m >>  and neglected
n(E,) since its contribution is suppressed by the factor
exp(—m/T). Following the procedure used in obtaining
Eq. (C42), we have

~ w (o]
Re B%(0, w; z—[ dEE3f(E
(0, @;m)74g e f ff( f)

T wT?

T 120 mt

One sees that this term dominates ImB°(0, w; m)7(.

(C45)
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4.T7T> w ~m
a. B(0, w; m)

_ We start with an estimate of the imaginary part of

B(0, w; m)r+o, which is given by Eq. (C5). Utilizing the

inequality 7 > w ~ m and substituting Eq. (C8), we have
T o*—m*> T

Im B0, wim)ypg =g —5——m~—.
w

C46
87w w? + m? (C46)

In the evaluation of the real part, we introduce 7™ satisfy-
ing T > T* > w. From Eq. (C3), we arrive at the follow-
ing expression by using the inequalities £, ~ Er > w, m:

ReB(0, w; m)?fOT*

1 0 1
== P [T A - (OLf(E) ~ Q4nEy)

0 T

- r c47
87mtw? T* (C47)

with Q% = w? = m?. Inthe last line we have performed the
partial integration and the order estimate as we did for
Eq. (C11).

Inserting Eq. (C8), the contribution from E; <T" is
estimated to be

E<T* _

Re B(0, w;m),, _8772a)2 j( dEsz + o

1
X . C48
E— O /(da) (49)
Using the inequality 7 > T* > o ~ m and carrying out
partial fraction decomposition, the following estimation is
obtained:

E,<T* T 0+ m T T
Re B0, w:m)r'  8mw? Q2 T* Qz 47w
(C49)

We see that both of the real part and the imaginary part are
of the order of T/ w;
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T

B(0, w;m)yzo ~ (C50)

b. BY0, w; m)
~ We make an order estimate of the imaginary part of
B°(0, w;m)7 given by Eq. (C6). Repeating the same
derivation leading to Eq. (C46), we have
T (m?— wd)?
167mw? m? + w?

Im B0, w; m)y4o = ~T. (C51)
From Eq. (C4), we estimate the contribution from the
E; > T* region to its real part as follows:

- T2 T°'T
Re B0, w;m)y,y = ———+ -
e B0, w;m r#0 160 47w

Here we have introduced 7* which satisfies T > T* > m,
and used the same approximations as that adopted in
Egs. (C16) and (C17).

On the other hand, the contribution from E, < T" is
estimated as follows by using Eq. (C8):

(C52)

ReBY(0, w; m)?:oT*

® Ej% 2E} - 02
=_—P dE;T — 204 S
21 0 E + m- Q — 4Efa)
T o T Oz 02 1
2 2 \2w? Vs

47w

02 —2w? T 1
+m?Q? —————m-+
mO o7 +4m2w2<m2 T))

with Q2 = w? — m?. In the last line, the inequality 7* >
o ~ m has been utilized and partial fraction decomposi-
tion has been performed. Since the largest term is
—T?/(16w) in Eq. (C52), we have

(C53)
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