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Introduction

At the beginning of the past century, two basic blocks of the modern physics were established:
Quantum Theory and the Theory of Relativity. In the following years, Quantum Field
Theory was developed in order to made both theories compatible (or, to be more precise,
Quantum Mechanics and the Special Theory of Relativity, as the complete connection with
General Relativity is still an open problem). One of the surprising points of this theory
is that some of the calculations involved divergent quantities. At first this was thought to
be a problem, but soon it was found that it was inherent to any Quantum Field Theory
calculation, reflecting only the infinite degrees of freedom of these processes. Finally, the
standard way of treating these divergences was established to be a two-step work:

e First of all, we have to regularize the divergence. The idea is to introduce an extra
parameter (the regulator) in terms of which we can rewrite the divergent expression as
a finite function, being the infinite result a certain limit of this parameter.

e Once we have parametrized the divergence in terms of this regulator, the next step
is to drop off the divergent part of each diagram, retaining only the finite part. This
is what we call renormalization. The easiest way of performing this is to modify
the coefficients of the terms of the action, making them regulator-dependent, so that
we have new terms in the calculation (counter-terms) that can be adjusted to can-
cel the divergent parts. The mass scale at which this procedure is applied is called
renormalization scale.

Renormalizable theories are those theories where the previous procedure can be applied
and only the values of a few parameters are affected. The origin of the harmlessness of the
quantum fluctuations in these theories can be easily understood with a method developed by
Wilson [I]. Here, using a functional approach, we begin by considering a theory which has
an ultraviolet cutoff scale A. Then, integrating over a momentum shell, we define the theory
e have a new (infinitesimally) lower cutoff scale A’. Although at first this redefinition implies
that an infinite set of new different terms can appear in the lagrangian, it can be shown that in
a renormalizable theory only a finite subset of them tend to grow if we iterate this procedure,
whereas the rest vanishes. The differential equations that govern the flow of the coefficients
of the lagrangian are called renormalization group equations. Another approach to the
renormalization group is the Callan-Symanzik equation [2, [3], which is obtained from the
arbitrariness in the election of the scale that we use to impose the renormalization conditions
when obtaining the parameters of a renormalized field theory. So, with the Callan-Symanzik
equation, the renormalization group flows are obtained by looking at how the parameters
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of the theory depend on the renormalization scale. The shifts of the coupling constants are
reflected in one special parameter of the equation, which is called the beta function. Hence,
by studying this parameter, we can obtain relevant physical information, as the validity of
perturbative approach to obtain the short- or large-distance behaviour of the theory.

Central to the physics is the idea of symmetry, which is the invariance of a physical
system under some kind of transformation. When Quantum Field Theory was developed,
two different types of symmetries were found: the space-time symmetries, generated by the
Poincare group, and on the other hand internal symmetries. It was shown that both types
of symmetries can not be non-trivially mixed [5], unless we consider fermionic symmetry
generators [0](ie., operators that interchange fermions with bosons and vice versa). These
generators allow us to obtain an extended Poincare algebra, which is called supersymmetry
algebra. Since its discovery, and although it has not yet been experimentally verified, su-
persymmetry has become one of the basic elements of modern theoretical physics. Among
the different reasons for that, we can stand out that is a key ingredient of the theoretical
efforts for the unification of gravity and the other forces of nature (e.g., supergravity and
superstring theories), and it provides models that are simpler to study and quantize, as the
symmetry between fermions and bosons implies that some “miraculous” cancellations occur
in the calculations.

As a renormalized quantum theory should have (if possible) the same symmetries as the
classical one, among the relevant features that we have to maintain in a renormalization
procedure, we have the invariance with respect to local symmetry transformations, which
is called gauge invariance. However, the quantization procedures force us to loose gauge
invariance in the intermediate results (for example, we have to pick up only one represen-
tative gauge field of each gauge orbit in a functional quantization approach). To maintain
explicit gauge invariance in every step of the calculations, the background field method [4]
was developed. Here, the gauge field is split into two parts: quantum and background. We
quantize the first one, which implies that we have to break the gauge invariance on it. At
the same time, the second field is treated as a classical one, and therefore gauge invariance
is retained in terms of it. This has relevant consequences: for example, it imposes a relation
between the gauge coupling and background field renormalizations and allows us to obtain
the beta function from a calculation of only the background field two-point function.

When quantizing a gauge theory, it was found that only some renormalization procedures
can preserve explicitly the symmetries, except for some exceptional cases called anomalies,
being the most successful one dimensional renormalization. The key point of this method is
to rewrite the original divergent integrals in four dimensions as integrals in D dimensions,
being the regulator the ¢ parameter of this continuous dimension D = 4 — 2¢. As we have
stated before, it preserves explicitly gauge invariance, making also the calculations easy
to perform (even in the higher-loop cases). However, this procedure has some drawbacks.
In concrete, due to the fact of changing the space-time dimension, some incongruities are
expected to appear when applying this method to a dimension-dependent theory as can be
a supersymmetric one.

To solve this problem, and offer an alternative renormalization procedure that works only
in four dimensions, differential renormalization (DiffR) was developed [7]. The basics of
the method are to work in coordinate space rather in momentum space, rewriting expres-



vii

sions that are too singular to have a well defined Fourier transform in terms of derivatives
of less singular ones. With this prescription, it can be shown that the coefficients of the
renormalization group equations that are satisfied by the correlators of the theory are easily
obtained. At the same time, we stay all the time in four dimensions, making this a suit-
able renormalization procedure when dealing with supersymmetric theories. However, one
important practical difficult arises. Although gauge invariance is not broken, to recover the
explicit form of this invariance in the final results we have to fix the ambiguities generated
by the method. So, we have to impose a posteriori the Ward identities.

This important point was solved (at one loop) by the introduction of Constrained
Differential Renormalization (CDR) [2I]. The basic idea here is to give a minimal set of
rules to manipulate singular expressions, so that all the ambiguities of the calculations are
fixed a priori. At the same time, all of these manipulations are required to be compatible
with the symmetries that have to be maintained. With this prescription, it can be seen that
the renormalized expressions directly fulfil the Ward identities without any adjustment.

The objective of this work is to show that differential renormalization can be easily and
applied to the renormalization of gauge theories at the two-loop level. In concrete, we will
show that with this method we can obtain with little effort the two-loop coefficient of the
expansion of the beta function of these theories. We have to point out that, although it is
only fully developed for the one-loop case, to perform some of these calculations we will use
CDR prescriptions. This is due to the fact that when imposing CDR at the one-loop level,
the coefficients of the logarithms of the mass-scales of the two-loop renormalized expression
get fixed a priori. No Ward identities are needed to be used. Also, we will show that
differential renormalization clearly distinguishes between ultraviolet and infrared divergences
as both are renormalized with different and independent mass-scales. This is not the case
for dimensional regularization, where both types of divergences get mixed in the results, as
they are renormalized with the same dimensional parameter . Hence, this feature allows
us to revisit one controversial point: the origin (ultraviolet of infrared) of the higher-order
perturbative contributions to the beta function in supersymmetric gauge theories. Originally,
Novikov, Shifman, Vainshtein and Zakharov obtained the so-called “exact beta function” of
N =1 SYM (Bnsvz) by means of instanton analysis [§], where the origin of the higher-
order contributions was clearly infrared. However, this was questioned by Arkani-Hamed
and Murayama [9, [10], as they were able to obtain Sygsy 7 in a purely wilsonian framework,
which only depends on the ultraviolet properties of the theory. With our approach, we will
obtain perturbatively the two-loop coefficient of SBysyvz with the advantage of having the
UV and IR divergences clearly separated.

The structure of the work is as follows: In the first chapter, we made a brief presentation
of DiffR and CDR, showing also how the results of the latter can be used in two-loop calcu-
lations. In the second chapter, we give a complete treatment of the calculation of the beta
function of two of the most relevant abelian gauge theories: QED and SuperQED. Although
these two theories were yet renormalized in the literature with standard DiffR, we will re-
obtain their two-loop beta functions without imposing Ward identities. The third chapter is
devoted to the renormalization of non-abelian gauge theories, studying the concrete models
of Yang-Mills and SuperYang-Mills. Finally, we present our conclusions. In appendices [Al
and [Bl we made a brief presentation of our supersymmetic conventions and the background
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field method respectively. In appendix [C] in order to obtain the function that takes into
account the running of the gauge parameter in the RG equations, we evaluate the one-loop
RG equations for the quantum gauge field two-point functions of each theory that we treat.
Finally, in appendix [Dl we list some identities and calculations that are used in this work.



Chapter 1

Differential Renormalization and
CDR

1.1 Differential Renormalization

Differential Renormalization (DiffR) [7] is a renormalization method in real space that con-
sists in replacing coordinate-space expressions that are too singular by derivatives of less
singular ones. This method does not need cutoff nor explicit counterterms, although they
are implicitly used when performing formal integration by parts. The basic idea is that
divergent expressions are well defined for non-coincident points, but at short distances the
amplitude is too singular and does not have a Fourier transform. Hence, to renormalize
we are instructed by the method to replace the divergent expression with the derivative of
a less singular one that has the same values as the original outside the origin, but with a
well defined Fourier transform (if formal integration by parts is used with the derivatives).
This method is especially well suited for dimensional dependent theories (such as supersym-
metric theories), because all the time we stay in four dimensions, which is not the case for
dimensional regularization or dimensional reduction.

As an example consider the one-loop contribution of A\¢* theory. The bare expression is

)\2

D(xy, e, 23, 24) = 5 [5(4)(9:1 — x2)5(4) (23 — 24)[A(21 — 24)])* + (2 perms)} ,
(1.1.1)
where A(z — y) is the massless propagator
1 1
Az —y) = Ayy (1.1.2)

(47%) (z —y)*

At short distance % does not have a well defined Fourier transform, and DiffR proposes to

replace it for the solution of

— =0G(a?) x40, (1.1.3)
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which is

4

202
! [1} _ gk M (1.1.4)
R 4 x?

Both expressions coincide for x # 0, but the new one has a well defined Fourier transform if we
neglect the divergent surface terms that appears upon integrating by parts the d’alembertian.
It is in these surface terms where the counterterms hide, and by applying formal integration
by parts [7] we are implicitly taking them into account, as we will detail later. Thus, with
the renormalized expression we obtain

2772 2 2172
/d4:c oip [ 1 } _ _l/d%eip,mmlnx M _ p_/dzleip,mln:c M
R

T x4

z 4 2 4 2

A 115

A constant with mass dimension M has been introduced for dimensional reasons. It parametrizes
the local ambiguity
Inz?M?  _ Ina?M? M
DT:DT—FQInM d(z) . (1.1.6)
A crucial observation is that this shift A/ — M’ can be absorbed in a rescaling of the coupling
constant A [7]. This is a hint that renormalized amplitudes satisfy renormalization group
equations, with M playing the role of the renormalization group scale.

Let us take a closer look to the implicit counterterms that we are using in all of this
procedure (this is discussed in [7] and with more detail in [12]). As we have stated previously,
along with the substitution of the divergent expression with the solution of the differential
equation, we also have to use the following formal integration by parts prescription

1 1 In 22 M? 1 In 22 M?
Ay — =__ [ d*n (D—— =__ [d'2—" DO
/dxx4T(x) 4/dx( >—)1(z) 4/dm 5 T(x),

(1.1.7)

i.e., we have neglected divergent surface terms. If we made this calculation again, but
excluding a ball B. of radius £ around the origin and keeping surface terms we have

In 22 M? In 22 M?
/ d*x T(:)s)ljnxi2 = / do, T(x)@,inxi2
RY/B. i A i
In 22 M?
—/ d*e 9,T ()0 ——— . (1.1.8)
R4/BE xXr
The contribution of the surface integral can be found to be
In 22 M?
/ do, T(x)au% = 472T(0)(1 — In2M?) + O(e) . (1.1.9)

This is divergent as ¢ — 0. However, this singular contribution in the 4-point function
can be cancelled if we add to the action a local counterterm proportional to [ d*z ¢*(z)(1 —
Ine2M?). Hence, as we have seen, the formal integration by parts rule is valid because we
are implicitly using these counterterms. At the same time, we have to remark that the
regularization method does not require us to make explicit use of them in any calculation.
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1.1.1 Higher Loops

Differential renormalization can be applied not only to one-loop diagrams, but to multi-loop
expressions. In general, new scales appear corresponding to the renormalization of the dif-
ferent subdiagrams that form the total expression. From the various types of subdivergences
that can occur in a typical higher-loop diagram, we will take a closer look to one of them,
where independent scales are neatly seen to appear at each stage: nested divergences. As an
example we consider the following amplitude which, in principle, could form part of a bigger
one: A(x —y)I'(z — y), where I'(x) is

"o —y) = /d4quuA§u . (1.1.10)

It corresponds to a diagram that looks as follows

Figure 1.1: Two-loop diagram with nested divergences.

As can be seen, divergences occur whenever 2 points come together. We can renormalize
them starting from the most inner one, and proceeding recursively

2o [ tudtsile] = | 7 /f“ T T
- [4(4;%3 ln(fx_—@)y 1 } e
1 In*(z — y)2M? + 21n(z — y)2 M2

= ~ay" T (1.1.11)

where, in going to the second line, we have integrated by parts the d’alembertian and made
use of Dﬁ = d(z — u). We observe the appearance of an independent scale associate
with each renormalization step.

A systematic implementation of differential renormalization to all orders in perturbation
theory was presented in [I3]. The basics of the method are the separation of the divergences
in two groups: one corresponds to divergences derived from two points collapsing, and the
other to three or more points simultaneously closing up. For the first one the singularity
is replaced with the renormalized form (once the derivatives are pulled in front), whereas
the other one can be shown to be recursively written as two-point function problems of the
first type. This procedure follows the BPHZ renormalization program and guarantees that
differential renormalization maintains unitarity and it can be applied consistently (fulfilling
locality and Lorentz invariance) to all orders [13].
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1.1.2 Massive theories

Differential renormalization of massive theories has been studied in [7], [11]. The appearance
of a bare mass does not interfere with the method, since DiffR is related to short-distance
singularities and masses only change the long-distance behaviour of the correlators. Although
in this work we will only deal with massless theories, we will give briefly as an example how
this procedure works with massive A¢*. The propagator of a particle of mass m is

An(z) = r;\/gm(\/m%z) (1.1.12)

where K is a modified Bessel function. Let us now consider again the 4-point function
contribution; in this case is clear that the expression we have to renormalize is

[ ”;2K1(\/ x2)] . (1.1.13)

We have to solve the massive generalization of the differential equation (LT3]), which has
a solution of the form of

[ﬁ_jmm)] — 10—ty KoV R (V)

R

+? lnﬁd( x), (1.1.14)

where M = 2M /v and v is the Euler constant. The general solution has a contact term
which depends on a new mass parameter M. This guarantees that in the limit where m — 0

the renormalized expressions for (L1.4)) and (LII4) coincide.

1.1.3 IR divergences

DiffR can be also applied to expression with IR divergences [15], i.e. expressions that exhibit
a divergence for p* — 0. The idea is to apply a dual version of Differential Renormalization
to such quantities
1 1 Inp?/ M7y,
{p‘*}g = 4Dp e + arro(p) . (1.1.15)
We have defined for convenience M;r = 2M;x /vE, where g is Euler’s constant, and dis-
tinguished the IR scale from the UV one. As DiffR is an implementation of Bogoliubov’s
R operation (an operation that yields directly renormalized correlation functions satisfying
renormalization group equations), in momentum space this is an explicit realization of the
so-called R operation that subtracts IR divergences. Again, diagrams with IR subdivergences
are treated according to a recursion formula [16], [17] analogous to the UV one.
Now, when going to higher loops a new effect will show up, namely the coexistence of
UV and IR scales. Let us start by examining a prototypical diagram where such divergences
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Figure 1.2: Two-loop diagram with UV and IR divergences.

arise in a A@> type theory (figure [[2)). The associated amplitude that we have in this case
is of the form G(z —y) = A(z — y)I°(z — y), where I° is

’(r—y) = /d4ud4v JANANIVA (1.1.16)

We begin by renormalizing the inner UV divergence as

1 In(u — v)2M?>
I%(l’ - y) = —74(471_2)2 /d4Ud4’U D—(u — U)2 A;cuAvy
B 1 . In(u —y)2M?
- /d e (1.1.17)

In order to renormalize the IR divergence we have to pass to momentum space

1 1 —ip(u—y) ,—ig(z—u
Ip(r—y) = _4(47T2)5/d4ud4pd4q ?e p(u—y) ,—ig(z—u)

1 Inp?/M?* _,
- _ dip 21T eminle—y) 1.1.18
gEs: / P (1.1.18)

In p? / M?
2

We explicitly observe that the IR singularity at p — 0 involves an UV scale M.

Since UV and IR overall divergences are local in coordinate and momentum space, re-
spectively, the R and R operations commute, and one can define an operation R* = RR to
renormalize both UV and IR divergences [16] [I7]. The fact that the UV and IR renormal-
izations decouple means that the UV and IR renormalization scales should be independent.
This is a non-trivial point that in DiffR can be achieved by a careful adjustment of the local
terms involving both scaled].

As we have to guarantee that the IR renormalization commute with a rescaling of M, we
have to fulfill the relation

J {mp?/M?]~ _ [MLM]

7 | T (1.1.19)

R

R DiffR was investigated in [I8] where it was concluded that the combination of UV and IR DiffR was
inconsistent, as the results depended on the order in which integrations were performed. According to [19],
however, this corresponds to the natural arbitrariness of the IR renormalization, and this author has actually
proposed in [20] a consistent version of DiffR that deals with both UV and IR divergences. Our approach
here will be closer to the original version of DiffR
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If we consider the usual expression for the renormalization of (Inp?/M?)/p*

Inp?/ M? 1 In®p?/ M2+ 2Inp?/ Mz
[L’pﬁ ] =<0, v/ ;2 up’/Min (1.1.20)
R
we find that the left hand side of (LTI9) is
o § [Inp?/M? 1 Inp?/ M}, +In M? /M3y, (1.1.21)
oM p? s 27 P2 ’ o
whereas the right and side has the form of
2/ V72
p S ot/ MEL L
5M p4 B p4 R
1_ Inp?/M?
_ §Dp7npp/2 IR (1.1.22)

So, the second expression differs from the first one in a local term in momentum space, that

will be a non local one in position space. Hence, in order to fulfill (LTI9), we propose the
following minimal solution that does the job [15]

In p?/ M? 1 —1In®p?/ M2, + 21Inp?/ M2y, (14 Inp?/M?) M?,

74 - __Dp P _'_ (CL[R ln 2

P B 8 P M

+ brr)o(p)

(1.1.23)
This expression differs from the usual one by scale-dependent local terms proportional to
In? M? /M3, (apart from the explicit local terms with coefficients a;z and byg). It should
be used whenever the “new” scale is to be treated as independent from the “old” one, for
consistency of the loop expansion. It has to be noted that when we consider a purely UV
expression as in (LIIT), we do not have to take care of all of this, because the extra term is
cancelled in the RG equation when we derive wrt. the UV scales. With this, the result for
I° (not taking care of the local terms arr and brg) is

O R P M+ 200 M (4 M) it
_ (a—y)? /d4p —In® p? /My + 2Inp* /Mg (1 + Inp?/M?) i,
32(4x2)3 p? ’
(1.1.24)
That in position space is
INz) = m [In® 2° M7, + 2In 2 M7p(1 — Ina?M?)] . (1.1.25)

Observe that the UV scale M only appears in (ILT.23]), and hence in the above expression for
I° in single logarithms. This is fine, for double logarithms of M are expected to appear only
when the bare expression contains both a UV subdivergence and a UV overall divergence.
Finally, once we have obtained I°, we can straightforwardly evaluate G to be

1 In?2?MZ, + 2Ina® M7 (1 — In 22 M?)

Gle) = 32(4m?)3 x?

. (1.1.26)
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1.1.4 Symmetries with DiffR

One of the important properties that is required to every sensible renormalization procedure
is not to break gauge symmetry when it is applied to a gauge theory. For DiffR it is found
that gauge symmetry is preserved as long as Ward identities can be always satisfied with
the renormalized amplitudes (except anomalies). However, at the same time we find that
we have to make always explicit use of these identities to fix all the ambiguities that have
appeared in the calculations; in particular with Ward identities we relate the different scales
that we have to use when renormalizing different amplitudes related by a symmetry(i.e. we
fix a renormalization scheme).

As an example of this, consider the case of the one-loop renormalization of the photon
self-energy in QED [14]. The bare expression is

() hare = 46 [200,5() (D, A(2)) — 0,0 (BsA@) (@A) . (1.1.27)

and renormalizing, this becomes

I, ()] ¢ [aa 85,
v R v 6
H 127t b,
e? Inz2ME 1 In 22 M3 2
= __1%4[ 1RO O3 + 0 D0 ———= — 80,,1%5(x)

(1.1.28)

In this expression we have renormalized with an independent scale the logarithmic diver-
gence (M) and the quadratic one (M;). At the same time, related to the latter, we have
added a possible local term with a parameter of mass dimensions (u). The Ward identity
satisfied by this expression imposes that this has to be transverse, so that we have to fix
Ml = M2 and ,u2 = 0.

When going to higher loop computations, the Ward identities play a non-trivial role, as
they influence part of the divergences that are obtained in the next step. The reason is that
these identities relate all the relevant mass scales found. So, they allow us to write the one-
loop renormalized subdiagrams that made up the two-loop expressions in terms of the same
scale, say M, and fixed local terms, which then are promoted to logarithms of the scale. Going
back to the example at two loops that was solved in (L.IIIl), suppose that after imposing
the Ward identities we have the inner divergence written as —301na?M?/2? + ad(x), with
a a fixed coefficient. Thus, in the two-loop expression we find

{Aw / d4uAm[A§u]RL _ [4( 1 In(y—u)*M*+a

Am)t - (z—y)t g
1 |:|1n2 22 M? + 2In 2> M§? + 2aln 2> MY?
32(4m2)3 x? ’
(1.1.29)

where M and MY are two-loop scales. Hence, as we have anticipated, the one-loop Ward
identities have fixed the coefficients of the logarithms of the scales in the two-loop final
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expression. Concerning the new two-loop scales M} and MY, it is clear that both can be
set also equal to M modulo a local ambiguity that will depend on quotients M}/M and
MY /M (like in (LI6)). Again, use of the Ward identities would set these quotients to
certain computable values. In other words, after use has been made of the symmetry, in
the two-loop expression the only scale that remains can be chosen to be M and sits only
inside the terms with logarithms whose coefficients were determined from the one-loop Ward
identities. This observation is at the heart of the present work an permeates implicitly all
the calculations contained in it. So we repeat it here for full clarity: if one is interested in
computing a physical amplitude at two loops, a concrete value of the local terms is essential
and use Ward identities at two loops is unavoidable. If however, as is the case of the present
work, one is looking for the RG equations, then all the relevant information on the scale M
resides in the terms with logarithms, whose coefficients only need one-loop Ward identities
to be fixed.

1.2 Constrained Differential Renormalization

Constrained Differential Renormalization (CDR) was developed in [21], 22 23| 27] to avoid the
necessity of imposing Ward identities in each calculation to fix the renormalization scheme,
as we have seen in the previous section. The idea is to give a procedure that allows us to
fix the scheme a priory. Central to the fulfilment of the Ward identities (and the action
principle, from which they can be derived) is that the application of the kinetic differential
operator to some propagator line inside a Feynman graph is equivalent to the contraction of
the line to a point [21]. This statement is guaranteed to hold if we apply the following set
of rules

1. Differential reduction

e Functions with singular behaviour worse than logarithmic are reduced to deriva-
tives of (at most) logarithmically divergent functions without introducing extra
dimensionful constants.

e Logarithmically divergent expressions are written as derivatives of regular func-
tions, introducing one single constant M, which has dimensions of mass and plays
the role of the renormalization group scale.

2. Formal integration by parts. We do not take care of the divergent surface terms that
appear when we integrate by parts. Related to this, differentiation and renormalization
must be two commutative operations: let F' an arbitrary function, then [0F | = O[F|g.

3. Renormalization rule of the delta function:
[F(z,21,...,2,)0(x —y)|r = [F(x,21,...,2,)|r0(x — y) (1.2.30)
4. Validity of the propagator equation
[F(x,21,...,2,)(0 —mH)An(2)|r = —[F(x,21,...,7,)0(2)]r (1.2.31)

where A,, is the propagator of a particle of mass m and F' an arbitrary function.
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The upshot is a basic set of renormalized expressions (basic functions) with different
numbers of propagators and various differential operators acting only on one of them, in-
volving a single scale M. Therefore the CDR program amounts to the following two step
operation:

e Express the Feynman diagram in terms of these basic functions performing all the
index contractions (this is an important point, because CDR does not commute with
index contraction) and, by means of the Leibniz rule, moving all the derivatives to
make them act on one of the propagators.

e Replace the basic functions with their renormalized version.

Let us now obtain as an example some of these functions. Consider the one-point basic
function A(z)d(x) (this corresponds to the one-loop correction to the two-point function in
A®* theory). Power counting and the locality of the expression implies that the most general
renormalized value that we have for this is

[A(2)6(2)]g = (cO + p*)d(x) , (1.2.32)

where g is a mass-dimension constant and ¢ an adimensional constant. However, rule 1
implies that @ = 0. Now, considering [A(z)d(z)]gd(y) and using rule 3 we find

[A(x)d(@)]rd(y) = [A(2)6(2)d(z +y)]r = [A(z)d(2)]rd(z +y)
(1.2.33)

and integrating over x we arrive to

5(@/)/61496 [A(x)d(2)]r = [AY)I(Y)]r - (1.2.34)

Finally, with this result rule 2 implies that ¢ = 0. Proceeding in a similar way we find that
all the massless one-point functions in CDR vanish.

As two-point function examples, we will consider A9, A and ATOA. In the first case we
have to apply the Leibniz rule to find

[A(@)0A@)r = Ou[A@)A@)]r = [(0.A(2)A(@)]R

1 ) 1 In 22 M?
_ - - _ O 2.
50ulA(2)]r 8(4ﬁ2)28“ > (1.2.35)

where we have used the result of (LI4). If we study now AOA, we have only to use rule 4
to arrive at

[A(2)DA(z)]g = —[A)d(x)]zg=0. (1.2.36)

Here we present as a summary the most relevant CDR identities that are used in this work.
We only list the massless examples, although a complete list including massive propagators
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can be found in [23] 27]

2 2
[Aﬂ}z(x) = _4(4;2)251]&9;2]\/[
20,80, 0) = gm0t
00,0,A], () = —m(auay—iawm)mm: M,
+@(a@ — 5, 0)5(x)
[ADA], (z) = 0. (1.2.37)

CDR can be applied to more than two propagators. In particular, when dealing with
three propagators, defining T'[0O] = AAOA, we can find the following relation to hold when
making a decomposition into trace and traceless parts [21], 23]

1 1 1
R _ TR R
T [auau] =T [8u81/ - Zéuum] + i(s,uuT [D] - Wéuud(x>5(y) : (1238>
When using other gauges different from Feynman gauge, some bare expressions are writ-
ten in terms of a quantity we define as A(z) = m In 22s%, where s is an irrelevant constant

with mass dimension. For this structure, CDR prescribes [21]

_ 1 In 2 M?
[ADA}R(I) = _4(47T2)2D 12

1 1 In 22 M? 1 1 )

[20,0,A] (@) = (—%4 GE 25 30n0v— (1.2.39)

CDR has been checked in abelian and non-abelian gauge theories |21, 24] and in super-
symmetric calculations [25, 26]. As an example of its use, we will re-obtain the one-loop
renormalization of the photon self-energy of QED that we have renormalized with DiffR in
the previous section. From the bare expression (LI.27) we apply rule number 2 to write it
in terms of the CDR basic functions as

IL,(2)|r = —4€*[20,(A0,A) — 2A8,0,A — 6,,05(AIgA) + 6, (ADA)], .
(1.2.40)

Now, we have to replace each basic expression with its renormalized value, and straight-
forwardly we arrive to

e? In 2 M? e?

Hw(x”R = (8u8v_5wm) 3(47T2)2D 72 +367T2

5(z)| . (1.2.41)

As we have remarked, CDR has fixed all the ambiguities a priori, obtaining a direct final
result that is transverse, as it has to be to fulfill the Ward identity.

Finally, it is worth to mention that this method is equivalent to a momentum-space
regularization method defined also in four dimensions: Constrained Implicit Regularization
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(CIR). Implicit Regularization [28| 29] is a regularization method based in the assumption
of a regulating function as part of the integrand of divergent amplitudes, and the extension
of the properties of regular integrals to regularized ones. As in differential renormalization,
this procedure generates arbitrary parameters that with CIR are fixed a priori [30].

1.3 Two-loop uses of one-loop CDR results

As we have seen, one of the drawbacks of DiffR is the plethora of scales that pop up at each
step of the calculation. In symmetric theories, at fixed order in the perturbative expansion,
these scales should reduce to a single one upon use of the Ward identities. In the previous
section we have explained how CDR paves the way to this reduction of scales at the one-loop
level. So far, CDR has not been fully developed at loop-order higher than one, and therefore
it is not useful for computing, say, scattering amplitudes. However, as is mentioned at the
end of section [[L.1.4] as long as we are interested in the RG equations, all that we need are the
terms with logarithms, and to obtain them the knowledge of the local terms at one loop-level
is enough. Hence, we will discuss both the way the logarithms are generated from one loop
to the next, and the implementation of the CDR rules in such diagrams [31].

1.3.1 Nested divergences

This case is particularly simple because CDR can be applied in a systematic way. Starting
from the “inner” divergence, its regularization according to CDR gives an expression with
logarithms of a single scale (In z2M?) and fixed local terms. The one-loop Ward identities are
fulfilled. In the next step, when tackling the outer part of the diagram, a simple logarithm
like the one shown above is promoted to an expression of the form In? z2M? + C'lnz2M"?,
with C a calculable coefficient and M’ a two-loop scale; at the same time, the local terms
that multiply outer divergences will produce additional logarithms of new scales. CDR does
not yet prescribe what the different two-loop scales should be; hence, we may take all of
them the same, and equal to M, at the price of leaving undetermined local terms which are
irrelevant when obtaining the RG equation.

This simple scheme has some subtleties when considering diagrams with indices because,
even at one-loop, index contraction does not commute with CDR. Therefore, the correct or-
der is to first insert into the outer diagram the non-renormalized expression for the “inner”
one-loop diagram, perform all the index contractions, and then renormalize. This crucial
observations looks as the first one in a list of rules that eventually would setup the imple-
mentation of CDR at higher loops.

Let us consider now the two-loop example discussed in sections [[LI1.1l and [[.1.4l If we
had imposed CDR in the first step, M; = M is the only scale generated upon renormalizing
the most internal divergence, and the local one-loop ambiguity will be fixed to zero, as can
be seen from (L2.3T). We express this by stating that the renormalization of I'(x — y) =
J d*ulAg A2, according to CDR rules is given by

1 Inz?M?
10y —
Ie(®) = gy —

(1.3.42)



12 CHAPTER 1. DIFFERENTIAL RENORMALIZATION AND CDR

Once we have this, to renormalize the complete two-loop expression AI', we have to apply
usual differential renormalization and set, modulo local terms, the two-loop mass-scale M} =
M. So, we arrive to an expression of the form of

1 In? 22 M? + 21n 22 M?
O +

[All]R(x):_32(47T2)3 2 cee

(1.3.43)
where . .. stand for the two-loop local terms that we are not taking into account. Notice that
in the rest of the work (unless explicitly stated otherwise) ... in a two-loop renormalized
expression like the one shown above will have the same meaning: local terms not considered.
With this procedure we have renormalized all the different structures made of I' that we have
encountered in our calculations. Apart from the previous one, we have found the following
relevant expressions

1 In? 22M? + In 22 M?
(A0 ]z (2) = —5; (4W2)38u|:1 p + (1.3.44)
1 In? 22 M? + 21n 2> M?
[A@M&,Il}R (l’) = —m [auaylj 123
1 In? 22 M? + XL In 2’ M?
— Zé,wmm x23 +... (1.3.45)
L 1 In 2% M?
Ao, (z) = 32(4W2>2DD i (1.3.46)

To obtain each of these results, we only have to consider the CDR renormalization of I*,
and apply afterwards usual DiffR, setting all the two-loop mass scales equal to M. Let us
illustrate the simplicity of the procedure with Ad,I*. Given the renormalized form of I' we
find

x x
DiffR 1 {8 1—21nx2M2]
B 16(4m2)3 | * 4 R
1 In? 22 M? + In 22 M?

pu— _— D « . e 1. .4
64(47?2)38” x2 + (1.3.47)

CDR 1 1 Inz?M?
0040 2 i [,

a

1.3.2 Overlapping divergences

Diagrams with overlapping divergences are more complex as it is sometimes difficult to
recognize the one-loop subdivergences that need to be treated with CDR to start with. Our
approach will be to obtain through different methods (that we will explain later in detail), a
list of renormalized two-loop integrals with overlapping divergences, where in each calculation
one-loop CDR rules have been maintained in every step. Although this list is restricted to
integrals with at most four derivatives acting on the propagators and two free indices, it is
found to be very useful, as serves as a basis that we can use to express the renormalized
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overlapping contributions to two-point functions in theories with derivative couplings at two
loops. As we detail in appendix [Bl, these two-point functions are what we need to obtain the
beta function if we use the background field method. This list will be applied in our work to
renormalize and obtain the two-loop beta function of (Super)QED and (Super)Yang-Mills.
We use the conventions of z = —y and 9, = J;;. We also define H(r —y) = H(z) as

H[O:, 05 ; O3,04] = / dud™ (O A ) (O AL (O4A,)(OUAL) Ay, (1.3.48)

with O; a differential operator.

HR[1,1; 1,1]
H9,,1; 1,1]
HR[laa)\; 178)\]

ONH"[1,0,; 1,0,]
ONHE[1,1; 0)0,,1]
HE[1,05 5 00O, 1]
H" 0,04, 0y 5 1,1]

8)\HR[1, a“ 3 8,/8)\, 1]

HR[1,0,; 1,0,]

8)\HR[1, a)\ 3 8H8,,, 1]

ONHE[1,0); 1,0,0,)]

676(3) \ _ .
) A =aA

3£(3) _a
To(imy d) = 50

1 22 M? N
16(472)3 22
I o2t
32(4m?) 2
3

z

1
32(47?) 22

1 5 Déln222M2—§lnz2M2
32(4m2)37* 22

1 —11In*22M? — In 2 M?

3 M
0,0

v

0,0
32(4m2)3 7" 22

1

iln2 22 M? +%1n22]\/[2
_l_

+ ...

%IHQ 22M? + %1n22M2

[auaym

22

32(4m2)3

+6,,00——
1 —1n 22 M2

8, 0—2

32(4m2)3 i
1

32(472)3

—i lnzzMT
ot g

52
—% In 22 M?
2

{@Laym

z

%an 22M? + % In 22 M?
22

5 In 22 M?

»2

+6,, 00

1

P IELDE {M/D

8
+0,,00 >

1?2202 + 3 In z2M2]
+

+ ...

(1.3.49)
(1.3.50)
(1.3.51)
(1.3.52)
(1.3.53)
(1.3.54)

(1.3.55)

(1.3.56)

(1.3.57)

(1.3.58)

(1.3.59)
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1 1n? 22 M2 + 31n 22 M?
HR 1,15 0,0,,1] = 32(47T2)35WD4 — 4 (1.3.60)
1 11p2 202 4 3 1n 22 M2
OHEL1; 0,0,,0,] = g 00 il - L (1.3.61)
1 11n? 222 + 3 1n 22 M2
ONHE[1,15 0,0,,0\] = m8”8VD8 > 8 + (1.3.62)
1 11?22 M2 — 5 In 22 M2
R ) _
H [1,8u8)\ 3 81,8)\, 1] = m [a“aylz] 6 22 36
122002 — 290y 22 02
+s,00 240 % PRl +... (1.3.63)
122 22
1 11?22 M2 + £ 1n 22 M2
HR[I,au@\ ) 1,(9,,(9)\] = m [aua,/m 6 22 36
—Ln?22M? — Uin 22 M2
24 72
+6,,00 —
(1.3.64)

These integrals are obtained basically applying two properties:

e Integral relations presented in appendix These exact relations allow us to put some
of the integrals in terms of others that have an explicit d’alembertian acting on one of
the propagators. Once we have done that, using DA = —§ we can put these integrals in
terms of the previously defined I'. Then, we can straightforwardly apply the procedure
for nested divergences that we have just presented in the previous section

e The decomposition into trace part, traceless part and fixed local term imposed by CDR

to 7'0,0,] as (LZ39).
As in the previous section, let us illustrate the procedure with an explicit example.
Considering integral (I.3.53)), this can be evaluated with both methods. First, we will make

use of integral relation (D.1.2)) and put this integral as sum of different integrals that have
the divergences nested

o / dudv Ay (10YA ) Ay Ay =
1 4 4
= 50 [ dludbo A AL (EAL)AA,,

‘l‘ / d4Ud4'U Aquxv(DAyu)(agAyv)Auv

—%agag / dud*s Ay (0VA,) Ay Ay |

(1.3.65)

2Also this is the reason why we have not listed here the cases where the differential operator is a
d’alembertian. For example, it is obvious that H[O,1; 1,1] = —ATI.
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Now, we have to apply as usual OA = —¢ and rewrite these integrals in terms of I*.
Note that the third integral can be easily shown to be finite, and its value is obtained in
4
appendix [D.1] to be a/40,(0A) with a = Z58)) |

(4m2)t

o / d*ud v ApyAgu (YY) Ay Ay =
1 N na
= —iﬁy(AI )+ §(A8VI )+ Z@(DA) :
(1.3.66)

Applying the results found in section [L3.1] for the I' expression, the renormalized value
of this is

o / dud'v  AguDay (010YA ) Ay Ay =

1 1102 2202 + 3 1n 22 M2
= 0,04 L +
32(4m2)3 22

(1.3.67)

where . .. stands for the finite terms that we are not taking into account and z = x — y.
We can also obtain this integral making use of the CDR relation ([.2.38)) and perform a
trace-traceless decomposition of (950YA,.)Ayy Ay, as

ot / dudv AguDay (V0YA ) Ay Ay =
= %8;’5 / dud"s AguDyu(OA ) Ay Ay

Lo / dud's AA,, [(8@3 _ %(A,,D)Ayu ApoDos

]' T 4 4
~ T3 V/d ud*v AgyApy0(y — u)d(y — v)
1 1
= —20,(AIYp — ——0,A? I 1.3.
1A R = 150508k + Ol & (1.3.68)
1 11n? 22 M2 + 31n 22 M2
= 04 4 I 1.3.
32(4%2)301/ s +WhIwr, ( 3 69)

where 0,1, g is the traceless part, that is finite. As we can see, both results agree. Although
in this example we can perform the calculation with both methods with the same effort, with
other integrals the situation is different, and we shall have to study each case in order to
choose the best one. The explicit evaluation of all the integrals is presented in section [D.1]
of appendix [DI .
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Chapter 2

Abelian QFT applications

In this chapter we apply the ideas and methods we have just presented to two of the most
relevant examples of abelian gauge theories: QED and its supersymmetric extension, Su-
perQED. Although both theories have already been treated in [14], 37] using DiffR, we will
show that our procedure simplifies the calculations, avoiding the use of Ward identities.

2.1 QED

QED is one of the simplest examples of a gauge theory, as the gauge symmetry group is an
abelian one, U(1). Hence, is a good theory to start with, as we can clearly see all the key
points of our renormalization procedure.

2.1.1 The model
We use the same conventions as [14]. The d = 4 massless QED lagrangian is

1 _
L= SF" B+ 07" (0 +ieA)0 (2.1.1)

where 1) is the fermion field, A, is the U(1) gauge field and F),, is the field strength made
up with A, as F,,(z) = 0,A,(x) — 0,A,(x). The v matrices satisfy the Clifford algebra

{'V/M 71/} = 25/W'
With w an infinitesimal parameter, the QED action is invariant under the following U (1)

transformations

1
AN — AM — gauw

UV =Y+ ipw
P = —iw . (2.1.2)
Hence, when quantizing QED we have to take care of this invariance. We have an infinite
number of different gauge field configurations (those obtained through gauge transformations

from a given one) that correspond to the same physical state. In a path integral approach,
we want to integrate only over the relevant gauge field configurations; hence, we have to pick

17
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up only one field from each gauge orbit. To accomplish this there is a well-known procedure
[32, [47] which implies that we have to add to the action a gauge fixing term that depends
on a new parameter « and possible auxiliary fields (Faddeev-Popov ghosts fields, that in the
concrete case of QED and SuperQED are not relevant). Different values for a correspond to
different gauge choices. In particular, in our calculation we will use @ = 1 (Feynman gauge).
The complete lagrangian is then

1 1 _
L= JF"Fu+ %(@Auf + Yy (D, +ieA, )Y . (2.1.3)

With this action the gauge field and fermion propagators (in a generic gauge) are

1
Ap(r—y) = o= (0,0 + (v — 1)0,,0,) In(x — y)?s?
Sx—y) = —VhAlx—1y), (2.1.4)

where s stands for an irrelevant constant with mass dimension. Also, considering the ex-
pansion of the effective action, we write the terms corresponding to the vacuum polarization
I1,, and fermion self-energy > as

Lys = 5 [ ey 4,0 |((1- 1) 90~ 000) 6960 = 5) = Tt = )| Auly

T / dhudty D) (10,50 (z — y) — Sz — y)b(y) + ... (2.1.5)

Background field method

Fixing the gauge is necessary in order to quantize the theory, but has the drawback to make
us lose explicit gauge invariance in the intermediate results. In order to avoid this, the
background field method was developed [4]. As the method is detailed in appendix [Bl we
only briefly outline it here. The key point is the splitting of the gauge field in two parts: the
quantum and the background fields (A, and B, respectively)

A, — A, +B,. (2.1.6)

We can use A, as the integration variable of the partition function, which implies that the
gauge has to be fixed only for this field. As a result, we retain explicit gauge invariance in B,,.
Along with this, as is shown in appendix [B], this procedure has other relevant consequences:
the coupling constant and the background field renormalizations are related, which implies
that the beta function can be obtained only from the two-point function contribution. Hence,
we have a background effective action of the form

L] = 5 [ diad'y Bu(o) (0,0, ~ 5,0) 08w = ) - NE2 (= )] Bg) + ..
(2.1.7)
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and our aim is to calculate the two-loop expansion of the two-point 1PI function HfVB . Notice
also that, as the infinitesimal gauge transformation of the unsplit theory does not depend on
the quantum gauge field, we can choose in the split theory the usual gauge fixing condition
G = 0"A,. So, we have a split lagrangian of the form of

1 1 1 _ _
L = ZF‘“’FW + ZBWBW + ﬁ(auAuﬁ + VY9, + ie A )Y + iepy B, (2.1.8)

with B, = 0,B, — 0,B,,. From this lagrangian, we have two relevant interaction vertices,
which are shown in figure 2.11

A, B,
/§\Z . /§\Z ;

Figure 2.1: QED interaction vertices. Thick wavy lines represent background external fields
and thin wavy lines correspond to quantum gauge field propagators. Solid lines represent
fermion fields.

2.1.2 One-loop level

o

Figure 2.2: One-loop QED diagrams.

We first consider the one-loop renormalization of the background photon and fermion
self-energies. The diagrams that correspond to these contributions are those of figure 2.2]
where thick lines represent B, fields, and thin ones correspond to A,. The correction to
the background self-energy is what we need to obtain the one-loop coefficient of the beta
function, although it will not be used in two-loop calculations. On the other hand, the
fermion self-energy will be not relevant for the one-loop beta function study, but it will be
used afterwards as a one-loop insertion in a two-loop diagram.
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Photon self-energy

We consider now the one-loop contribution to the photon self-energy II,,. The expression
for this diagram is

2Py —y) = —(ie)*Tr [, 05 Ay YA

= —*Tr [%7/\7,,7”} (Or(AO0,A) — ADNO,A) . (2.1.9)
To proceed with the CDR program, we first have to perform all the index contractions,

writing this diagram in terms of the basic CDR functions (L2.37)). To do that, we have to
apply in the following Clifford algebra result

Tr [7}17%%/70] = 4(5;0\51/0 - 5#1/5)\0 + 5;“751/)\) . (211())
which allows us to find the fully expanded expression as

M550 (1) = —4€*[20,(A0,A) — 280,80, — 6,,00(ADNA) — 6, ADA] . (2.1.11)

uv (1

Now, CDR renormalization of this expression entails only to replace these basic functions
with their renormalized values. The full one-loop renormalized background self-energy is
given by [14] 21]

e? - In 22 M? e?
1272(472) x? 3672

nyB(l)(SL’)}R = _(8u8u_5,uu|:]) 5(1’) . (2112)

As was guaranteed by the use of CDR, this result is transverse (as is required by the
Ward identities), and has the ambiguity (local term) fixed.

Fermion self-energy

We will also consider the renormalization of the fermion self-energy Y. In a general gauge,
the bare expression for this diagram is

Soy() = A (@) 0A(), - (2.1.13)

By making use of the expression for the photon propagator in a generic gauge (2.1.4)), we
can replace the basic functions by their CDR values and obtain the renormalized fermion
self-energy as [14] 21]

1 In z? M* 1 In 2% M? 1
O — ] .
4(47T2)2aA x? +la—1) (4(4%2)20/\ x? * 1672 8;15(1’))}
(2.1.14)

2(1)(93)‘1% - 627)\

2.1.3 Two-loop level

Now we proceed with the two-loop case. There are two relevant graphs with external back-
ground fields. Diagram (a) has the divergences nested, whereas diagram (b) has overlapping
divergences.
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(a) (b)
Figure 2.3: Two-loop QED diagrams.

Diagram (a)

The expression for this diagram is

Wy ylo—=y) =~ [ dud'v Tr [ O5AmIE D (0 = 0y (-0 A0 )07
X(—04A,,)] - (2.1.15)
where () is the one-loop fermion self-energy. In the following we will restrict ourselves to
Feynman gauge, as the term that takes care of the running of the gauge parameter in the
RG equation will be shown not to be relevant for the two-loop beta function [14]. We will

discuss this later in detail, when we apply the RG equation. So, in this gauge, the bare
fermion self-energy is

Soy(@) = =229 [AHA] (z) . (2.1.16)

As we stated in section [.2, CDR imposes a strict order to the operations of index
contraction and renormalization: first all the indices should be contracted, and only after
that we can renormalize. Inserting here the bare fermion self-energy we are keeping this
order.

Expanding the expression of Hff(z o We find

Hff(z a) (z—y) = _264TT[7u7A7p767V70](azAxy)aiag / d'ud'v A:cuAyv(AuvazAuv) :
(2.1.17)

In order to simplify the notation, we define an integral expression of the form
1z —y) = / dud's Auul (A Aus) (2.1.18)

Then, with standard Clifford algebra, we can write (2Z.1.17) as

5000 (@) = e [=32(8,4)0x0,13 + 160, (0,1) 020513 + 16(8,A)01) — 86,,(8,A)01)] .
(2.1.19)

The renormalization of I} is studied in section [D.2.2 of appendix It is found there
that this integral expression verifies O*I) p = —3Ij and OI)) , = —48,I. Thus, we need
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only the renormalized value that we have previously obtained for I*. We have finally

4 —In®22M? — 2 n a2 M?
HBI/B(2 a) (I) ‘ = ° aual/ 3
T R 24(472)?

+...

In? 22 M? + g In 22 M?

72

p + 0,00

(2.1.20)

Diagram (b)

This diagram, opposite to the previous one, has overlapping divergences. Following the
procedure presented in section [L3.2] we will express this in terms of the integrals listed in
that section. We begin by considering the bare contribution

M350y (@ —y) = —(ie)! / d*udv Tr [7, (Y05 Apu)V (7 0 Ay )Y
X (V0D ) %01 00 Bua) ]
(2.1.21)
or, written in terms of the expressions we defined as H in ([L3.48))
Mifen(@ =) = 26" Tr7a7 385779670 H[Oa: Do 5 03,0
(2.1.22)

If we use the identity for v matrices v*v,7,77, = —27:7,7 [47] and integrate by parts
the derivatives acting over A,, and A,,, we find that this diagram can be put as

HEI/B @ b)(x - y) = 264TT[7M7&7A7V7670] (_agaiH[la aa ) 057 1] - agH[l, aa ) aﬁa)\a 1]
FOLH[L, 00y 3 g 1]+ HIL 0uly 5 0300, 1)) (2.1.23)

Using the properties of the trace, the clifford algebra definition {v,, 7.} = 26,, and
usual vy matrices results as Ty, VY38 = 4(0,u30u8 — 6,05 + ,50,)), We can write the
right hand-side of the previous equation as

et [ =80, OH[1,0y; O\, 1] +160°H[1,0, ; O, 1] — 85,,05H[1,0, ; O,1]
=160, H[1,0x ; 0x0,, 1] + 1605 H[1,0x ; 0,0,,1] — 160y H[1,0,, ; 0x0,,1]
—160,H[1,0; 0,,1] +80,,0yH[1,0; 0,1] + 1605 H|[1,0,0, ; 0,,1]
—160YH([1,0,0, ; O, 1] + 160, H[1,0,0, ; Ox,1] —16H[1,0; 0,0,,1]
+80,,H[1,0; O,1] + 32H[1,0,0, ; 0,0,1] —16H][1,0,0, ; O, 1] ].
(2.1.24)
As we have discussed in section [I.3.2, contributions containing a O can be reduced by

means of the propagator equation OA = —¢§ and expressed in terms of I' as given in section
L3l The remaining contributions can be found in the list of renormalized expressions with
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overlapping divergences given in section [[.3.2] (or can be easily expressed in terms of integrals
of the list). Hence, we obtain the renormalized result as
(85 et ln2x2M2+%lnx2M2

- |9.0,0

In? 22 M2 + %111:172]\/[2
W(w)(x)‘R = W

12

— 5.,
2 a

+... (2.1.25)

Final expression

Adding the two previous results, the final two-loop renormalized expression is

Hﬁf(z)(x)}R = 2H5§(2a)($)‘R+Hff(2b)($)R
et In 22 M?

- % (9,0,—6, 0002 2.1.26

4(471'2)3( K H ) 1'2 ( )

up to local terms.

2.1.4 RG equation

When renormalizing the two-loop diagrams we have restricted ourselves to the Feynman
gauge. We are allowed to do that as the term in the RG equation that takes into account the
running of the gauge parameter (7,0/0«) will be shown not to be relevant when verifying
the two-loop RG equations. To prove this, in appendix [Cl we evaluate the one-loop RG
equation for quantum gauge fields. We find there the expansion of 7, to be

Yale) = e+ ... (2.1.27)

Along with this, notice that the tree level background effective action and the one-loop
correction do not depend on the gauge parameter (in this theory we have no quantum-
background coupling). Hence, as the first gauge corrections arise at the two-loop level, we
do not have to take them into account in order to verify the two-loop RG equations (y,0/0«
acting on them is two orders higher in €). So, we are allowed to perform our calculation in
the Feynman gauge.

We define the background field two-point function to be

[58(z —y) = (90, —0,,0) 0D (x —y) — BBz —y) . (2.1.28)

As is detailed in appendix [Bl in the background field method the charge and background
field renormalizations are related: Z./Zp = 1. Hence, we will redefine the background field
to be B, = %B:L as for this new field the anomalous dimension g/ canceldl. Hence, the
background two-point function up to two loops is found to be

1 1 1 In 22 M?
BBy 5oy | ey — L swip — o
o (2) (0,0, — 6,,0) 625 (7) 9(4%2)6 (7) 3(12)? o
e? In 22 M?
— O . 2.1.2
4(472?)3 x? ] T ( )

IWith our definition BLO =egBu = ZeN/ZpeB, = B;L and then yg, = %MaiM InZp =0
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that verifies the following RG equation

0 0
M—— — |58 =0 2.1.30
(0057 + a2 ) 722 =0, (2130
where, again, f(e) is the QED [-function and we have dropped out the term corresponding
to the running of the gauge parameter, as it is of higher order in e. Then, we obtain the
following two-loop expansion for (e)
L 1 5 7
e’ + e’ +0O(e') . (2.1.31)

Ble) = 3(472)° T 4(an?)?

These results agree with previous ones found in the literature [14], 33| 34, 35], B36].

2.1.5 Comparison with DiffR

To stress the key points of our calculation, let us compare this procedure with usual DiffR
[14]. With My and My the one-loop renormalization scales of the fermion self-energy and
the three point vertex V), respectively, the Ward identity

0

@Vu(x — 2,y —2z) = —ie [5(4)(2’ —z) —0W(z - )] Sz —y) (2.1.32)

imposes that these scales are related as

In—2 =_ (2.1.33)

When dealing with two-loop contributions, in each case one has to make use of the
corresponding one-loop scale (My or My). After a lengthy calculation we find the final

values for HfVB(Qa) and HfVB(%) to be

[ In? 22 M2 + 2 In 22 M> In 22 M2
BB - € >3
Huu (2a) ([L’)‘R - _m (auau - 6#1/‘:‘)‘:‘ < 72 — 6/WDD .
et [ In® 22 M2 + i In 22 M?
I o) ()] Ty ~(0,0, — 6,,0)00 < o
_2 2
+5WDDIHZM } , (2.1.34)

and to obtain the entire two-loop vacuum polarization, we have to use the mass relation
(21.33)) to put one of the scales in terms of the other

1
In* 2 M2 = In® 2> M + In 2> ME + i (2.1.35)
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2.2 SuperQED

In this section we will deal with the supersymmetric extension of QED, SuperQED. As the
gauge group is abelian, this is one of the simplest examples of supersymmetric gauge theory
we can consider. This theory was yet renormalized using standard DiffR in [37], where as
usual, explicit evaluation of Ward identities played a central role. We will re-obtain those
results applying our procedure.

2.2.1 Supersymmetry

Coleman and Mandula [5] showed that the commutators of the generators of any internal
bosonic symmetry group and the generators of the Poincare group vanish. Hence, space-time
and internal symmetry groups can not be mixed in a non-trivial way. However, this no-go
theorem can be avoided by allowing fermionic symmetry generators [6], and the algebra that
we obtain is the so-called supersymmetry algebra. Therefore, supersymmetric transforma-
tions are generated by traslationally invariant quantum operators which change fermionic
states into bosonic states and vice versa. Hence, for each particle we have another one with
the same mass and opposite statistic (of course, as this is not observed in nature we conclude
that if supersymmetry is a fundamental symmetry of nature it is necessarily broken). Other
relevant consequences of supersymmetry are the positivity of the energy [38, [69] [70, [71]
and, due to the relations imposed to the coupling constants and the equality of the bosonic
and fermionic degrees of freedom, some cancellations that occur between different Feynman
diagrams that make supersymmetric theories to be more convergent [38| [70, [71].

In order to work efficiently with supersymmetric theories, an extension of the usual
space-time with additional anticommuting coordinates was developed [72]. With this space
(called superspace) and the extended fields defined in it (superfields), we can perform all
the calculations with supersymmetry being manifest. In particular, perturbation theory can
be extended to superspace, which allow us to simplify the calculations as component graphs
related by supersymmetry are automatically cancelled out.

In appendix [Al we give a brief introduction to supersymmetry, superspace and the con-
ventions that we use. Also, we give there a list of references where the reader can find a
complete treatment of the subject.

2.2.2 The SuperQED model

A supersymmetric abelian gauge theory can be defined in terms of a field strength W, [38]
which is a chiral superfield (D;W,, = 0) that verifies

D°W, = —DWj . (2.2.36)

Hence, this field can be expressed in terms of an unconstrained real scalar superfield V =V
as

W, = iD?*D,V

Wy = —iD?D4V . (2.2.37)
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From the algebra of covariant derivatives (A.3.9) we can easily conclude that W, is invariant
under the transformations

V' = V4i(A-A), (2.2.38)

where A is a chiral parameter.
The relevant action that we find is

S = / d*zd*0 W? = % / d*zd*0 VD*D?D,V , (2.2.39)

which is the supersymmetric gauge invariant generalization of the action for a free vector
field, as can be seen if we write this expression in component fields [38]. As the matter part
of the action can be expressed in terms of a chiral field ® as [ d®z ®e¥® [38, [71], 6], the
supersymmetric extension of massless QED is an action of the form [71]

S = /d4xd29 w2 —l—/d4xd49 AR +/d4xd46’ D eV, (2.2.40)

Background field method

In section [B.2 of appendix [Bl we discuss in detail the application of the background field
method to supersymmetric gauge theories. It is found there that when dealing with an
abelian theory, we have a linear quantum-background splitting of the form

Vo V4B, (2.2.41)

where V' and B are the quantum and background gauge fields respectively. The background
effective action that we have is then of the form

I'B] = / d*zd*yd*0 B(z,0) [D*D*D,B(y,0)| T(z —y) + ... (2.2.42)

Notice that the background field method allows us to obtain the beta function 3(g) only
from the renormalization of the background field two-point function. Hence, we have to
obtain the the one- and two-loop coefficients of the expansion of I'(z), as with them we can
obtain #(g) up to two-loop order.

2.2.3 One-loop level

Although we can also consider a diagram which corresponds to a tadpole contribution of a
loop of @, fields, this diagram gives no contribution as CDR imposes AOA|z = 0. Hence,
the only relevant one-loop contribution from ®_ fields to the background vacuum self-energy
is the diagram shown in 2.4l We will obtain the contribution corresponding to a ®, loop,
which is denoted as F(j), as the other one IV is exactly the same. With the superspace
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Figure 2.4: One-loop SuperQED diagrams. Thick lines correspond to external background
fields and solid lines represent ®, or ®_ propagators.

Feynman rules defined in appendix [A] we find the expression of the diagram to be (notice
that the superspace propagator is P; = A(x; — ;)0 (6; — 0;) = Ag0,0i5)

92 < —
Iy = 5/d821d822 B(21)B(z2) {D%PH D22} {Dgplz D21:|
2 S— —
— % / d®z1dz B(21)B(z2) [D3D3Pio] [D3D3 Py . (2.2.43)

Applying D-algebra we remove all the derivatives from the first propagator and make them
act over the external fields and the other propagator. So

2 — —
) = % / d®21d*zy B(z) [D*D?B(2,)] Piy [D3D2Ps)
2 p— —
+% / d®z1d% 2 B(21)B(22) Pro [OD3 D3 Pry|

: 9
7 _ _
—% B0 d®z B(z) [DYDYB(2)] Py [2,D2D2P) ,  (2.2.44)
where we have used the results of the D-algebra D?D?D? = OD? and [Da , Dz} = —i_@adl_)‘j‘.
At this point, we can apply the identity (A.5.54]) for supercovariant derivatives 0,5 D?D?§15 =
012. This gives us one free #-space d-function that we can use to evaluate one of the # integrals.
With this, we have (using the identifications z; = = and o = ¥)

2

o = & / d'rd'yd' B(x,6) [D*D*B(y.0)] A2,

2

—I—%/d4xd4yd49 B(x,0)B(y,0)A,, (OA,,)
-2
- / d'xd'yd'0 B(r,0) [D°DB(y,0)] ApydluAy, . (2.2.45)

This is the bare expression that we have to renormalize applying CDR rules. It is clear
that the second term does not contribute as CDR imposes AOA|r = 0. The CDR renormal-
ization of the third term Ad,sAlr = %&di?{ allows us to integrate by parts the space-time
derivative and make it act over the external background fields. Hence, using the identity

_ ) _ . 1 _
D*D? + %amD“DO‘ = S D"D*D, (2.2.46)
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we find the final renormalized expression to be

2
M = & / d'zd'yd"9 B(z,6) [D*D*DaB(y.0)] [A%] , (x —y)

In(z — y)?M?
(z—y)?

2

g 4, .94, 74 a2
= —— d*xd*yd*0 B(x D*D*D. B O
16(1 2>2/ Yy 0 ( 79) [ a (yae)}

(2.2.47)

As we can see, this term is manifestly gauge invariant, as is guaranteed by the use of CDR.
The total one-loop effective action is the sum of both contributions corresponding to ¢, and
d_

Y = et
2 2 2
g 4 4 4 o In ( ) M
= —— B D*D*D,.B 224
Sy /d ad*yd*0 B(z,0) (y,0)] O NIy -(2.2.48)

2.2.4 Two-loop level
’\/\@V\/(:) AVAVAV ;5}’\/\/\1
i§: (©) E E

Figure 2.5: Two-loop SuperQED diagrams. Thick wavy lines correspond to external back-
ground gauge fields, thin wavy lines correspond to quantum gauge field propagators and
solid lines correspond to ®, or ®_ propagators.

As we can see from figure .5l two-loop calculations involve the quantum gauge field
propagator. Although this propagator depends on the gauge parameter, we can use it eval-
uated in Feynman gauge, as the term that takes care of the running of the gauge parameter
in the RG equation (7,(g)0/0«), starts its expansion in terms of the coupling constant at
order ¢g>. Hence, 7, acting over any two-loop diagram will be two orders higher in g, and
consequently, not relevant when verifying the RG equation. We will detail this later. Also
notice that, as in the one-loop case, we will obtain only contributions corresponding to
fields, as the diagrams with ®_ fields have the same expression.
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Before obtaining each diagram, let us discuss an useful identity we will use when we have
to apply D-algebra to a supergraph [37]. Let F; be a function of superspace coordinates
z; = (x4, 0;), and suppose that we have an expression where the only dependence in z; is of
the form

/ & oidSzd . F, [D2D2P,) [D2D2Py] ... (2.2.49)

Applying integration by parts rules in superspace (which can be found in section [A.3.2] of
appendix [A]) and D-algebra, we obtain

O - / Pudzyd s ... [D2F] [D2P,] [D2D2Py] ...
+ /dszidszjdszk L [D?Pij} [DDfpik} e
+ / Bud sl [DOF) [D2P,) [0, DDP] ... (2.2.50)

If we integrate by parts again to remove all the superspace derivatives from F;;, it is clear
that we will obtain some contributions that will vanish by the identities (A.5.54)), when we
use the f-space §-functions to set j = k. As an example, consider [D?F;] P;; [0D? Py, which
is obtained from the second term of (Z.2.50). As can be seen, this contribution will cancel
when we set j = k and apply d;;D?3;; = 0. So, the final relevant terms of the expansion of

(2249)) are
/ Bz d ... [D?D2F] Py [D2D2Py] ...
+ /dgzidgzjdgzk N EPM [DD?D?PZk] N
i / 2id2yd, ... [DEDSF] Py [0, D2D2 Py ...
+ (terms that vanish when j=k) . (2.2.51)
Diagram (a)
The bare expression of this diagram is
4 — —
Ffa) = —% /d8zld822d823d824 B(21>B(22)P43 [D§D§P43} [D;D;P42j|
X [D%D%Plg} [D;D§P21:|
4 — —
—% /d821d822d823d824 B(Zl)B(ZQ)P43 [DiDileg} [D;D;PQLJ

We will study the first contribution, as the second one, except for having D and D
interchanged, is the same. Using the identity Pi3D3D3Pj3 = A2,0,3, integrating by parts
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and applying D-algebra we find

4
Ff‘”) = —%/dszldssz8z3d824 B(z1)B(z2) (AZ3543) [D§D§P42] [D%D%PN»] [DSDSPH}

4 —_ —
— _% / d* 2 d®25d23d% 2y B(21) B(22) (Als0us) [D3D3P] (OPy3) [D3D3Pyy]

(2.2.53)
Making use of (2Z.2.51]) we can write this a
4 — —
Ffal) = —%/d821d822d823d824 B(Zl) [D2D2B(Zg)] (Aig(&g) [D§D§P42:| (DPlg) P21

4
—% /d821d822d823d82’4 B(Zl)B(ZQ) (A?13543) [DD%D%PZLQ} (Dplg) P21

) 4 — . —
+% d821d822d823d824 B(Zl) [DQDO{B(ZQ)} (A23543) [8idD§D§P42:| (Dplg) P21 .
(2.2.54)

After using identities (A.5.54) we can evaluate three of the 6 integrals with the free J-
functions. Then, with the identifications x1 = x, x5 = y, x3 = u and x4 = v, the contribution
becomes

4
T — —% / d'zd*yd'0 B(x,0) [D*D*B(y,0)] A,, / d*ud*v Ay (OAL,)A2,
4
< / dizd'yd'0 B(x,0)B(y, )y, / dhud'y (OA)(OA)A2

;44
+% d*zd*yd*0 B(x,0) [D*D*B(y,0)] A, / d*ud*v (0” Ay)(OAL) A2 .
(2.2.55)

Remembering OA = —¢ and the definition of integral expression I!, this can be put as

4
e = 2 / d'ad'yd9 B(x,0) [D*D*B(y.0)] [AI'] (z —y)

4

9
—i-?/d‘lxd‘lyd‘l@ B(z,0)B(y,0)Al,

c 4
‘l‘% /d41’d4yd49 B(l’,e) [DdDaB(y’H)] [Aazdll] (ZIZ' _ y) . (2256)

The second contribution of ([2.2.52)) only differs from the first one by the interchange of D
and D. Hence, using D-algebra identities (A.3.9), the total bare expression of diagram (a)
is found to be
Ffa) _ Ffal) + Ffall)
4

= 2 / d'zd'yd'0 B(x,0)B(y,0) [D(AT') = 2A° — 0°*(AdasI")] (= — y)

+%4 /d4xd4yd49 B(z,0) [DQD2DQB(y’ 9)} [A]l} (- ). (2.257)
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Diagram (b)
The bare expression of this contribution is

Ffb) = —g4/d821d822d823 B(Zl)B(ZQ)Pgl [Dngpgl] [D;Dgpgg} [D%D%Plg}

gt / B ord 22 B(21)B(2) Py [D2D2Py] [ D20 Py] [D2D2P] .
(2.2.58)

As in the previous diagram, the two terms that form (2258 differ only by the interchange
of D and D, so we will obtain the first one, that we name Ffbl). With identities (2.2.57])
and (A5.54) we find the relevant expansion of T'?*" to be

N / 1 d 2oz B(21)B(2) (A2, 601) [D2D2Pys) [D2D2Ps]
= —g4/d821d822d823 B(Zl) [D%DSB(ZQ)} (Aglégl) [Dngpgg] P12
—94/d821d822d823 B(Zl)B(ZQ) (A?J,lé?)l) [DD%D%PgQ} P12

+ig4/d821d822d823 B(Zl) [DaDdB(Zg)} (A%légl) [QidDSD%ng] P12 .
(2.2.59)

Using identities ([A.5.54]) we can get rid of the superspace derivatives and obtain free grass-
manian d-functions. After evaluating the grassmanian integrals, the identifications x; = =,
r9 =y and x3 = u allow us to obtain

re = g / d*zd*yd*0 B(x,0) [D2D?*B(y,0)] A,, / du Ay, A2,
—g4/d4xd4yd49 B(x,H)B(y,H)Amy/d‘lu (OA,,)A2,

Tu ?

(2.2.60)

+ig? / d*zd*yd*0 B(z,0) [D*D*B(y,0)] Ay, / d'u (02, Ay,) A2

or, in terms of the I! integral expression
r?*h = g / d'zd*yd'0 B(x,0) [D*D*B(y,0)] [AI'] (z - y)
+g* / d'zdyd"0 B(z,0)B(y, 0)A%,

—ig4/d4xd4yd49 B(z,0) [D*D*B(y,0)] [AdZI'] (x —y) . (2.2.61)
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Finally, adding up the other contribution and using D-algebra relations (A-3.9) we find the

total bare contribution to Ffb) to be

re? = g / d'wd'yd'0 B(z,6)B(y,0) [~O(AL") +2A% + 0°¢ (AdaaI") ] (x — y)

—g* / d*zd*yd*0 B(z,0) [D*D*D,B(y,0)] [AI'] (z —y) . (2.2.62)

Diagram (c)
This diagram is given by

4

ch) = —% /d821d82’2d823d824 B(Zl)B(ZQ)P34 [D%D%Plzl] [D%D%Plg}

Applying identity (Z2.51]) we can split this expression in three contributions as

ch) _ Ffe[)_'_rfcll)_'_rfclll)’ (2264)
with
2
FfCI) = —% /d821d822d823d824 B(Zl) [D2D2B(22)} P23P34 [D§D§P24] [D%Dfpld
X [D%D%Plg}
4
e —% / 21 d29d 23d® 2y B(21) B(22) Pas Py [OD3 D3 Poy] [Di DI P14 D3 DI P3)
4
FfCIII) = —% /d8Z1d822d823d824 B(Zl) [DQDQB(ZQ)} P23P34 [820-[D§D§P24}

1)

We will evaluate each contribution separately. Starting by ch we can apply again (2.2.51])

and write this as

4

FfCI) = —% /d821d822d823d824 [D2D2B(Zl)] [D2D2B(Z’2)] P34P23P24P14 [D%D%Plg}

4 -_— —
—% /d821d822d823d424 B(Zl) [D2D23(22)] P34P23P24P14 [DD%D%PKJ
s 4
7 — . _
‘l‘% d821d822d82’3d824 [DaDaB(Zl)] [D2D2B(2’2)] P34P23P24P14
X [8édD%DfP13} .
(2.2.66)

Integrating by parts and using the anticommutative nature of the superspace derivatives, we
find that an expression of the form [ dxdydf[D*A(z,0)][D*B(y, 0)] f (x —y) vanishes. Hence,
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the first and third expressions automatically cancel. Using the identifications z; = x, x5 = v,
x3 = u and x4 = v we have for this contribution

4
re — & [ iyt Bw.0) [D°D°B(0.0] Ay [0 8,02
4
_ % /d4xd4yd49 B(x,@) [D2D2B(y’8)} [A[l} (SL’ — y) . (2267)

We continue now evaluating I' fCH). As in this case we have the product of the superpropa-

gators Po3 P34, we can use one of the free grassmanian d-functions and evaluate the integral
over 63. With this, we can write this expression as

! — _
PfCII) — _%/d821d822d41'3d82,’43(2’1)B(ZQ)A23A34 (DA24) 624 [D%Dfpld [D%D%Alg(slﬂ
4
= %/d821d6Z2d4x3 B(Z1)B(22)A§3 [D%D%Pm} [D%D%Alsélz} . (2.2.68)
We have performed the integral over z; applying OA(zy — z4) = —d0(xe — z4) and the

grassmanian J-function d9y. Introducing again the grassmanian coordinate 63 with a o-

function and integrating by parts the superspace derivatives that act over Aj3d13(= Pi3) we
find

4
FfCH) = % /d821d822d823 B(21)B(z2) [D3D3A505] [D3D3Prs] Pry . (2.2.69)

At this point, applying (2Z2.51)), we can integrate by parts the superspace derivatives acting
over P and arrive to

4
Pfc]l) _ %/d821d822d823 B(Zl) [D2D2B(Z2)} [D§D§A§3523} P12P13

4
+% /d821d822d823 B(Zl)B(ZQ) [DDngAggégg} P12P13

1
_i% /dled8Z2d8Z3 B(z1) [D*D*B(2)] 024 D3D3A3302] PiaPis .

(2.2.70)

These expressions can be evaluated straightforwardly with the identities (A.5.54]). Using also
the coordinate identifications x; = z, x5 = vy, r3 = v and x4 = v, we have this contribution
written in terms of the integral expression I! as

4
ch]]) _ %/d4xd4yd49 B(:L’,@) [D2D2B(y,9)} [AIl} (l’ —y)

4

—% / d*zd'yd® B(x,0)B(y, 0)A%,
4

+¢% / d*zd*yd*0 B(x,0) [D*D*B(y,0)] [Ad%T'] (x —y) . (22.71)
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Finally, we take care of I fdn). With (Z2.5]), taking into account that the superspace
derivatives anticommute and making the usual identifications 1 = z, o = y, 3 = u and
x4 = v, we find

4
e = L / d'zd'yd*0 B(z,0) [D*D"B(y,0)]

« / dud's Ay Do (3 A ) Ao (OAL)
4 A — .
+% / dizdlyd' [DBDBB(;):,Q)} [D%D*B(y, 0)]
« / U Ay D) A (05 D) (2.2.72)

or which is the same, integrating by parts the superspace derivatives of the last integra]@ and
using the integral expression H defined in (L.3.48)
F 4
rern — +% / d*zd*yd*0 B(z,0) [D*D*B(y,0)] [Adusl'] (x —y)

4

+% / d'zd'yd"9 B(z,0) [D°D*D*B(y,0)] C**H[0,4,1:1,0u4] .
(2.2.73)

Adding up the three contributions, we find the final bare expression of ch) to be

4
re = % / d'wd'yd"9 B(z,0) [D*D*D.B(y,0)] [AI'] (x —y)

4

+% /d4zd4yd49 B(z,0)B(y,0) [O(AI") — A® — 0°Y(AdasI")] (z — y)

4 .
+% / d'zd*yd*0B(x,0) [D°D*D*B(y,0)] C**H[944,1 51, 0aa) ,

(2.2.74)
with €% given in section [A1] of appendix [Al
Diagram (d)
The bare contribution of this diagram is
4
9 — _% / d*z1d%2 B(21)B(22) [DiD; Pis] Pz [D3D3P1s) (2.2.75)

Applying the identity d;5D0%2D%§;5 = 81 it is clear that, with the identifications z; = z and
29 = y, the non-renormalized expression of this diagram is
4

re = _% / d'zd'yd"0 B(z,0)B(y,0)AL, . (2.2.76)

2[[D£DﬂB(zl)][D‘j‘DO‘B(ZQ)]fad)BIB(zl — ) =— fB(zl)[DﬂD'BDdDO‘B(zQ)]fad)BB(;l — 23). Also it has

to be noted that due to the anticommutative nature of the superspace derivatives D*D# = —D20es
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Renormalization

As our renormalization procedure verifies CDR at one loop, in order to obtain the final renor-
malized result we can replace each bare expression for its renormalized value and simply add
them. Even more, as with our procedure each expression always has the same renormal-
ized value, we can first add all the bare expressions, and then perform the renormalization.
This is forbidden when we use DiffR, as each expression has to be renormalized with its
corresponding scale. From the explicit form of the different contributions, it is clear that all
the terms cancel exactly, except the last part of diagram (c¢) (Z274). Hence, the two-loop
renormalized contribution to the vacuum self-energy is (multiplying by two as we consider
both contributions from the chiral matter superfields &, and ®_)

_ (2a) | 1(2) | p(2) | p(2d)
s = 2<F+ +T77 + 57 +T% )‘R

= g4/d4xd4yd49 B(x,0) [DBDQDO‘B(y,H)] C’B‘j‘HR[%B, 15 1,004

4 272
g 4, 4 714 a2 In(z —y)

= — B D*D*D.B O——— + ...

16(47r2)3/d xd'yd'0 B(z,0) | «B(y,0)] L ,

(2.2.77)

where, when obtaining the final result, we have directly applied the corresponding identity
from the list of integrals with overlapping divergences of section Let us remark again
that, as was guaranteed by fulfilling CDR rules at one loop, this expression is directly gauge
invariant.

Before dealing with the background RG equation, we have to justify the use of the
Feynman gauge in the calculations. As for the QED case, in appendix [C] by means of
the evaluation of the one-loop RG equation for the quantum gauge fields, we obtain the
expansion of the term that takes into account the running of the gauge parameter in the RG
equation (7,0/0«). This is of the form

>+ (2.2.78)

At this point, notice that the first gauge corrections to the background effective action arise
at the two-loop level. Hence, when verifying the two-loop RG equation, we may not take
into account v,0/0a acting on them, as this is two orders higher in g. This is the reason why
we are allowed to use the Feynman gauge in our calculations in both QED and SuperQED
models.

Let us now proceed to the evaluation of the RG equation for the background gauge
field self-energy. As in the QED case, if we make the redefinition B — éB, the anomalous
dimension term of the renormalization group equation cancels (remember that the coupling
constant and the background field renormalizations are related: Z,/Zp =1 ). So, with this
definition, the background field two-point function to two-loop order is
1 |:|111:L'2]\/[2 g2 In 22 M?

4
1 — — O + ... 2.
Cgr(x) 25 (x) e 5 (4m2)? 3 . (2.2.79)
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and it fulfills the following RG equation

0 0
Mo+ ﬁ(g)a—g Tr(z) =0, (2.2.80)

where we do not consider the term that takes care of the running of the gauge parameter.
By solving this equation order by order in ¢ it is clear that the beta function is of the form

Blg) = Big®+ B9° +O(g")
1
b= 1672
1
Ba = S{Ar7)E - (2.2.81)

However, as with our supersymmetry conventions the gauge coupling constant differs from
the usual one gsorp (9 = ﬂgSQED) [38], the expansion of the beta function to two-loop
order in terms of the usual coupling constant is

1

1
B(gsqep) = mgﬁé@m + mgng + O(gSomp) - (2.2.82)

This agrees with previous results found in the literature [39, [40] 4T].
(b)

(d)

(a)
(€)
Figure 2.6: One-loop SQED Ward identities.

Let us compare this procedure with the steps that we have to take when using usual DiffR.
We have to consider first the Ward identities, that can be shown to relate the 3-point 1PI
Green’s function < T" B®, ®, >;p; and the 2-point 1PI Green’s function < T' &, P, >p;
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) ) ) >1pr = —g < T ®_(21)_(23) >1pr D*(21)8" (21 — 22)
) )O_(23) >1pr = —g <T ®_(2)®_(21) >1pr D*(21)0%(21 — 23)
21) < T B(21)®, (22)Py(23) > = g<T &, (21)Py(23) >1p1 D*(21)6%(21 — 22)
) ) ) >t = g <T Py(2)Py(21) >1p1 D*(21)8° (21 — 23) -
(2.2.83)

With these identities, we can obtain the one-loop relation between the scales that renor-
malize the B — ® — & vertex functions (diagrams (a)-(c) of figure 2.6 with scales My, , My,
and My, respectively) and the ®® self-energy corrections (diagram (d) of figure 2.6 with
scale My, ). Performing the explicit renormalization and imposing identities (m, this
relation is found to be [37]

Mg, My = Mg M, (2.2.84)

Hence, when renormalizing each of the two-loop diagrams, we have to use the corre-
sponding one-loop scale, add up all the results and apply (2284). In [37] is shown that
this relation cancels contributions that came from different diagrams and are grouped in an
expression multiplied by In[(Mg My, )/ (Mg M7, )]. As can be seen from our procedure, these
cancellations take place automatically once we have renormalized the one-loop divergences
with the rules of CDR.
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Chapter 3

Non-abelian QFT applications

3.1 Yang-Mills

3.1.1 Conventions and definitions
Relevant group theory definitions

Let GG be a continuous symmetry group with generators 7. We can define an associated Lie
algebra through the commutation relation

(7%, T"] = if*°T°, (3.1.1)

where f%¢ are the structure constants of the Lie algebra, which obey the Jacobi identity
fade fbed y fbde fead | fede fabd — () We can have several representations of this Lie algebra
in terms of matrices t?: one of them is the adjoint representation, denoted by r = G,
where the representation matrices are given by the structure constants (t%)q. = if®. These
representation matrices are found to satisfy

trit*] = C(r)d™
D otir = Co(r)1, (3.1.2)
where C'(r) and Cy(r) are constants, being the latter called the quadratic Casimir operator.

For the concrete case of the adjoint representation, we write the relation for the Casimir
operator as

facdfbcd — CAéab ) (313>
where we define Cy = C5(G).

Yang-Mills model

Yang-Mills theory is one of the simplest examples of non-abelian gauge theory [42]. It is
obtained by imposing invariance under a continuous symmetry group. We start by consid-
ering V' (x) to be an unitary n X n matrix representing one of the elements of a gauge group.

39
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Then, the fields transform according to

(x) — V(x)p(z)
= (1 +iw*(2)t" + O(w?*))y(z) , (3.1.4)

where we have considered an infinitesimal parameter w®, which has allowed us to expand V' (x)
in terms of the generators of the symmetry group. Now we have to construct a covariant
derivative that, when acting over i (z), has the same transformation as the field. This

derivative, expressed in terms of a connection (gauge potential) A, ;; = At is found to be
[47]

D# ij = 8“5” - ZgAZtZ . (315)
If we choose the adjoint representation, this becomes Dzb = 0,0%+g f“bcAZ. As this
derivative has to transform covariantly under the gauge group, the infinitesimal gauge trans-

formation of Af is found to be [47]
1
AL — AL+ gauw“ — fw’AS + O(w?)
1
- m+§www+om%. (3.1.6)

i

By considering the commutator of covariant derivatives, we can define a field strength as
—igF,t* =[D,, D,] that in terms of the gauge potential has the form

Fo, = 0,AL —0,A% + gf*" AL A (3.1.7)
With this field strength is straightforward to define an gauge invariant quantity that is
the Yang-Mills action:
1
S::—/#mmw. (3.1.8)

4 pr o py

As in the abelian case, when quantizing the action in a path integral approach, we have
to fix the gauge in order to suppress all the equivalent field configurations obtained from
a given one through gauge transformations. The result is that the gauge-fixed partition
function 7 is

5Ga(Aw) 1 4 aa a Aa
Z[J] = /[dA] det {W} . exp {—S(A) ~ 5 /d r GG+ J AL, (3.1.9)
where G is the gauge-fixing function. Writing the determinant in terms of anticommuting

ghost fieldd n and choosing for the gauge-fixing function G* = 9" A§, we can find the complete
Yang-Mills lagrangian to be

1 1
L= JELEL+ 5 (0uA,) (0,A)" + 9m)" (Dun)” (3.1.10)

4

This implies that we have the following gauge field and ghost propagators
<AL(@)ALY) > = w0 Az —y)
<n(x)i’(y) > = 0PA(x —y) (3.1.11)

Being # an anticommutative variable [ TIdfdfe>% % = det[a]
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Background field method

As is detailed in appendix[B], with the standard quantum-background splitting A5, — A%+ B,
we can define two gauge covariant derivatives D)) = 8,0 + g f“bCBZ and Dy = 0,0% +
g f“bC(BZ + AZ) Using them, and with a background covariant gauge-fixing function as
G* = (D*A,)?, we find the split lagrangian to be written as

1 1
L= JFuE, +5-(D,A4,) (DA + (D7) (Dun)” | (3.1.12)

4w

with the field strength depending in both quantum and background fields Fy, = i (A+ B).
As in the previous abelian examples, we will perform the calculations in Feynman gauge;
however, there is one important difference. As can be seen from the lagrangian (3.1.12]), we
have an interaction term of the form

gaf™ [2(0,B5) A% A — Bi(9,A) Ag) (3.1.13)

which implies that the one-loop background self-energy depends on the gauge parameter, as
we have a loop with quantum gauge fields propagators. Hence, although the term in the RG
equation that takes care of the running of the gauge parameter, 7,0/0c, will be shown to be
of order ¢* (like in QED and SQED), in this case we can not leave it out, as when acting on
the one-loop contribution it will affect the verification of the two-loop RG equation. Then,
our procedure will be as follows: first of all, the standard gauge fixing parameter o will be
redefined here as i = 1+4+¢, so that usual Feynman gauge (o = 1) will correspond to £ = 0.
We will obtain the one-loop contribution to the background self-energy in this gauge. Then,
by means of functional methods, we will expand the complete effective action at one loop at
second order in the background fields and retain only the linear dependence in £, that we
term Fél). We apply this procedure as in the renormalization group equation we will first
take derivatives with respect to this parameter and after that impose Feynman gauge ({=0).

Hence, we have a background effective action of the form

1
T.;[B] = 5 / d*zd*y B(x)TLr “(x — y)BY(y) + . ..
1

=5 /d4:£d4yBZ(x) [5“1’(0”@ — 5uvD)5(4) (x —y) — Hffgab(:c — y)} B(y) + ...

1
= S[B]+T -2 / 2ty BE(o)TPE D (o — ) Bhy) + ... | (3.1.14)

where Sy is the tree-level background two-point function.

In figure B.1], the interaction vertices derived from the quantum-background split action
which are relevant to this work are shown. We have the following corresponding Feynman
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Ao A
999%% (vl) (v4)
A A - "
Ba
Ao Ab {
g%ﬁg; (vb)
Ag\99gu A; le v A .
. (v2) "
B Ab
Al Aj %66 (v6)
- e

Figure 3.1: Relevant interaction vertices of the Yang-Mills quantum-background split action.
Thick lines represent external background fields, thin lines are quantum gauge propagators
and dashed lines correspond to ghost propagators.

rules (evaluated in Feynman gauge)

() = a7 (0" —0%) + 8,07 — ") + 6, (0 — 7))
(V2) = _92 [fabxfICd(éupéua - 5u05up) + facxfxdb((suaépu - 5uu(spa)

4 fadx fmbc( Snlpo — Oy 5110)}
(v8) = gf™ [~20,,0% + 8,0 — %) + 20,0,
(v4) = —gf™o]
(v5) = —gf™ (@) — )
(v6) = —g* [ [T, (3.1.15)
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TOO. TOO>
Figure 3.2: One-loop YM diagrams.

3.1.2 One-loop level

Although the background self-energy is all that we need to find the one-loop beta function,
we will also obtain the linear dependence in the gauge parameter £ of the effective action
calculated in a generic gauge and expanded to second order in background fields. We need
this contribution in order to take care of the running of the gauge parameter in the RG
equation.

Correction to the B} propagator

This is the sum of two different diagrams: one with a loop of quantum gauge fields, and
another of ghost fields, as can be seen in figure In these diagrams we have to apply the
CDR procedure: First we write the expressions in terms of the basic functions defined in
(L237), and after that we replace them with their renormalized values.

Here and in the rest of the diagrams of the Yang-Mills theory, D/ denotes a space-time
derivative acting over one external field. Applying the Leibniz rule, Dj»¥ becomes a minus
derivative acting over the propagators. The bare expression for both contributions is

e Gauge loop

g2 facdfbdc

.
A, {—%MUD; + 0o (O —07) + 26, Dgg]

X |:_25upDcyr + 5,)0(8},’— 5},’) + 251/ch?ij| Amy

Q2CA5ab
= 80,,0,A% — 86,,0A + 80, (A9, A) — 16A9,0,A] .
(3.1.16)
e Ghost loop
RPN (O —07) (= ) A gy = —g2Ca0® [20,(A0,A) — 4A0,0,A] |
(3.1.17)

Adding the two previous results we find the total non-renormalized contribution to be

NP2 () = gPCad™ [40,0,A% — 48,042 + 20,(A8,A) — 409,0,A] .
(3.1.18)
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It is worth to mention here again that we are allowed to do the previous step (adding
up the expression even before renormalizing) because we are using CDR, as we pointed out
previously. With CDR the basic functions are renormalized always with the same expression,
despite their origin. In an usual DiffR procedure, we first have to renormalize each diagram
in a separate way, relate the different scales that appeared via the Ward identities, and only
after that we can add up the results.

Replacing the values of CDR for A? and Ad,d,A, the renormalized one-loop contribution
to the B} propagator is obtained as

. i 11 1
MR, = PCAM00, - 5,0 | FAMD) - 50(0)
11 In 22 M> 1
4872(4m?) x? 7272 5(1’)]
(3.1.19)

= §?CA0™(8,0, — 6,,0) [

As a check, the result found here is automatically transverse, fulfilling the corresponding
Ward identity.

Effective action in a generic gauge

As we have discussed previously, in order to take care of the running of the gauge parameter
in the RG equation, we will obtain the linear dependence in & of the one-loop background
effective action expanded to second order in the background fields. To perform this calcula-
tion we consider a functional approach: to obtain the exact one-loop effective action it is well
known that we have to consider only the part of the lagrangian quadratic in the quantum
Af, fields [46] [47]. This part is

abc pa c 1 a a 6 a a
ﬁgi)uge = gf BWAZAV + §(DMA,,) (D,A)* + §(D“A“) (D,A,)

1
— —§AZ 6,0 — 29’ B, + £(D,D,)*] A}, (3.1.20)

where 0% = (D*D,,)* and B, = 9, B%—0,Bi+gf*°B’,B;. Then, the generating functional
for connected Green functions can be put as

1 a ca C a
W = —gtrin (6,0 = 2gf“* B, + {(D,D,)"] . (3.1.21)
At first order in £ and second order in B fields, this is expressed as

W = Wy+£&Cag*tr BABZVABZV—QABZVAB"AA(?A@ +0(€2,B%) , (3.1.22)

v

where as usual O = 9#9, and A = —0O~!. We can write the renormalized expression of the

first term of (3.1.22) as

1
) = 5 [ dad'y B @) Bl Ak,
(3.1.23)
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whereas the second one is of the following form

(B) = —2/d4zd4yd4u (X0, Avz) By, (2) Byy (y) Ay Dy

= —2/d4zd4y Bzu(x)Bg/\(y)Axyﬁfﬁﬁ/d‘lu ApuAy, (3.1.24)

In order to evaluate the latter expression, we must apply CDR in momentum space

1 1 1
d'u Dy = d*
f <4w2>2/ G
1 1 . .
— (4 2)4 /d4ud4pd4q - 26—zp(:c—u)e—zq(u—y)
m pq

1 1 .
_ dip — e~ P(=—y)
(472)2 / p p4€
R 1 1 e P /m ey
- — 1(am2)? / d*p O p e

1
_ _71 _ 2 2
) n(r —y)*m

Az —y). (3.1.25)

(B) = 2/d4xd4y B, (2) By (y) (Aey0305Ary) | - (3.1.26)

Hence, remembering the CDR renormalization of Adyd,A ([L239) we can obtain the
renormalized expression for (B) as

(B) = — [ dedy B @B~ 1 [ d'ad'yB @) B0 A
(3.1.27)
Adding up the two contributions we have
(A) + (B) —i(ijf; / 2y B (2) By ()00 Ay (3.1.28)

which can be written in a more familiar form at explicit second order in the B fields as
/ d'vdy By, (x) By (y)3503 80y = / d'ady(0,B}(x) — 0,B;(x))(9,B3(y) — 0By (y))
X005 Ay + O(B?)
_— / D'y B (2)BE(y) (050 — 6,,0)0A,, + O(B?) |

(3.1.29)

With this result we obtain the previously defined Fé” to be
0 — _SCA9 [ B0 Be(y) (0202 — 6, 0)(0A 3.1.30
3 __4(47T2) ray M(SE) L ()( wOr — Ow ) (z—y)). (3.1.30)
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Figure 3.3: Two-loop YM diagrams (a)-(e).

3.1.3 Two-loop level

Now we follow with the two-loop contribution to the background field self-energy. The
relevant diagrams are those of figures B3 and B4l ((a) to (k)). Diagrams (a) to (h) have
nested divergences, whereas diagrams (i), (j) and (k) have overlapping divergences.

Diagram (a)

This diagram has the following bare expression

nyB(gZ) ([E . y) _ _2g4faeCfbcdfgdffgf6 / d4Ud4’U Axy(az _aﬁ)(algi_ ag)Ayv
X (03 Auw) Ao (03X A)
(3.1.31)
which can be rearranged in terms of the integral I'
505k (x) = —g*'Ch6% [40,(A0,1") — 8,0,(AI") —4AD,0,1"] . (3.1.32)

In order to renormalize, we have to replace these expressions with their renormalized
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Q) 8

Figure 3.4: Two-loop YM diagrams (f)-(k).

values, arriving to

94Ci5ab
32(4m2)3

—%ln2x2M2 — %lnx2M2

x2

BB ab
H,uzx (2a) (.CL’) ‘ R

0,0,0

3
+6,, 00 "

Ln2 2202 + 1#sllnﬁ]\ﬁ]

(3.1.33)

Diagram (b)
This diagram is of the form
F
2o (x—y) = g foce fr / drud*v Ay, {—25MD§ + 63 (0 —0%) + 25M,D§}
F
fof(‘{ﬁl(u — v)A,, [—25WD§ + dor(0Y— 0Y) + 25,,,\D4 JAVS
where H;‘If‘(‘{s’(:ﬁ —y) = 5“bH;‘VA(1) (x —y) is the one-loop correction to the quantum gauge field
propagator. Its bare and renormalized expressions are found in section of appendix

[Cl, where it is used to obtain the leading term of the expansion of the function that takes
care of the running of the gauge parameter in the RG equation. It has to be noted again
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that, in contrast with dimensional regularization, the renormalized one-loop expression for
the quantum gauge field propagator (C.2.17) can not be used in the two-loop diagram. The
reason is that the indices of the one-loop insertion the will be contracted in a second step,
and one of the rules of CDR is to make first all the index contractions before performing
the renormalization. Hence, only the bare one-loop contribution (C.2.16]) can be inserted.
Therefore, expanding (3.1.34)) we find

Hff(gg) (x —y) = —gQC’A(S“b/ d*ud*v  —40;,0; [AwaVA(l)(u — 0)AyyAyy]
+40,,0, 07 [Awﬂff(l)(u — U)AvyAxy}
(O BT (0= 0) Ay (Bl— ) Ay
+40 [Awﬂﬁf(l)(u — U)AvyAxy]
40207 [A T ) (1= 0) Ay Ay

If we use the bare result (C.2.16]) for Hﬁj‘(l), straightforward operations lead us to write

this in terms of the previously defined I° and a new integral expression of the form
1z —y) = / Fuds DBy (Ao 02D, (3.1.34)

So, we have
7en (@), = ¢'C30" [-240,0,(A08,0,1°) 4 118,0,(ADI°) + 320,0,(AL,)
+126,,0,0,(A0,0,1°) — 166, 0(ADI°) — 166,,0,0,(AI7,)
+200,(A0,01°) — 20A9,0,01° + 120(A9,0,1°) — 160(AI,)] ,, -
(3.1.35)

It is clear that, as OJ° = —J', with the renormalized values found for I' we can obtain
all the expressions made up with O7°. In appendix [D.2 we study the renormalization of the
rest of the expressions made up with /° and Igu that appear in this diagram. It is found
there for AJ,0,1° and AL}, the following renormalized values

1 In 22 M? 11?22 M2 4+ 1 1n a2 M2
[A@M@IO}R (z) = m [@;&;T + 0w B : 2 : +
1 Ln 22 M2 —1n22M?
0 _ 3 6
[Alpu} R (LU) - 32(477'2)3 |i8,u8VT + duVDT] + ...

(3.1.36)
With this, it is easy to arrive at the following renormalized expression
g*C3o% —2 In? 22 M2 — 8 In 22 M?

32(4m2)3 x?

Hff(gg) (ff)‘R =

[auaym

S 1% 22 M2 + %lnx2M2

+ 4,002 + ...

12
(3.1.37)
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Diagram (c)

This diagram is easily renormalized as its expression is

HEI/B(SS) (LU) — _g4facxfxedfbdyfy605ij3
1
= —§g4C’i<5ab5u,,A3
402 sab 1 2772
R g CA(S 511’12[‘ M
Z 4 _45,000——— | 3.1.38
~ 32(dnzp 22 (31.38)
Diagram (d)
This diagram is similar to the previous one, and we find
a 9 a
Hff(zg) (:c)‘R = 5940315 b8, A%
442 sab 9 2772
g CA5 -3 ].HLU M
= —=——), 00 —-—— . 3.1.39
32(4m2)3 " x? ( )
Diagram (e)
The bare expression of this diagram is
BB ab 1 4 racd pbge 4 T <_x z T
IL e (z) = WL feef d*u Ay [—20,5 D + 0,0 (9 —0) + 26,,D7]
XAmu[fcexfwgd((sp)\éscr - 5p05€)\) + fcgmfmde(époés)\ - 5p55cr)\)
<—
O 795,000 — Opr0e0)] Ayu[—26, DY + 527 (0Y— 0Y)
+260,,DY| A, , (3.1.40)
which, making all the index contractions can be written as
0 (o~ y) = ~64°CRo (0505 — ) [ d'u 82,3,
The renormalized expression of the integral is easily obtained as
/d4 L1 7T2Dln2x2M2
u i [ — .
(x —u)*ut 4 2
so that
a 3 u In® 22 M?
s ()], = g*C%6"°(9,0, — 6,,0)0——— (3.1.41)

8(4n2)? 22
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Diagram (f)
This diagram is of the following form

+«—

HMBBSb (5 —y) = 2gtface fodl pice poes / dhu A2, (0 A (01— DY) A,

+294faf0fecdfbfxfxed / d*u Axu(é_i _ai)A:cy(agAyu)Auy ]

Operating, this can be written in terms of I', which allows us to write

765 (@), = —g'Ci6" [-20,(A0,I') +4A8,0,1'] ,
a 2
_ g*C% 5% @ﬁ,ﬁ]%ln ?M? — § Ina? M?
32(4m2)3 x?
2
N 6WDD_% In” 22 M? — % In 22 M?
22
(3.1.42)
Diagram (g)
Contracting the indices of the bare expression
HEVB(;S) (LU - y) = _2g4facxf:cfdfecdfbfe / d4u 5}10Amu(a§Amu)Auy [_251/)\Dg
—
+ 0xo (04— 0Y) + 25,,UD§} Agy (3.1.43)

it is easy to write this diagram in terms of I'', which implies that the renormalized form is

3
5750 (@), = —g¢'Ch0® [Eau(Aayﬂ) — A9,0, 1" — (5W8A(A8A11)}
R
A T 5.8 D% In® 22M? + 2 In22M>?
C32(4m2)3 | MY 2
—5 n?22M? — Z1na?M?
12 36
+ 0,00 = +..

(3.1.44)
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Diagram (h)
From the bare expression
HBB(g}li) (l’ _ y) — _g4 / d4u Agc [facxfxdf((sua(spa _ ) fad:cfxfc
X (5M650p - 5up580') + fafxfmd((sup(saa - 5u05p€):|

e d c
X A(d fede [ ( 8“) + 5,\p(8“ 03) + 00p(0y — 8;‘)]

x A fbfe{ 26, DY + 6-1(0)— ay)+25V€Dy} Ayy

where A® 9, AU = (9,AD)AU) | evaluating all the index contractions we can also express
this contribution in terms of I'. Hence, the renormalized result is

45
mese (@), = —g'Cio® [ 5 On(20, ') — 271A9,0,1" - 95MV8A(A8A[1)}
R

32(47?2) 2

a

g*C3 5 [88 %1n2x2M2+%lnx2M2

(3.1.45)

—% In? 22 M? + 14—5 In 22 M?
+ 6,00 +

12

Diagram (i)

This diagram and the two following ones have overlapping divergences. In order to renor-
malize them, we will make use of the list of integrals obtained in section [[.3.2]
The bare expression for this diagram which is

M58 (x —y) = —fﬁﬁﬁwﬂ“ﬂﬁ/d%wvAm¢ﬁ—%X&Aw>
X (D= O Ay (0 ) A (3.1.46)

Expanding this expression, we can write it in terms of the H integrals defined in (L.3.48)).
The bare contribution is then found to be

1
6H (@ —y) = —59°Ca0" [ GLOYH([1,0x 5 06, 1] = 20 H (1,055 0,0y, 1]
—203[’[[1, 8)\8u 3 0,\, 1] + 4H[1, 8M0A X 8,,8,\, 1] ] .
(3.1.47)

At this point, we have to straightforwardly use the list of overlapping divergences of

section [L32L In concrete, with (L3.51), (L3.54), and (L3.64) we find the renormalized
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result to be

4,2 sab
BB ab _ 9 C30
HMV(2i)(x)‘R - 32(4m2)3 9,0, 0

19,2232 17 2772
12ln:cM 361n:cM

12

& In® 22 M? + 2 In 22 M?
2

+ 0,00 +... (3.1.48)

T

Diagram (j)

The basic form of this diagram is

g —y) = 29l oo [atudto A, [—2%17; + By (0 —02)

wv (25 ©
(_
+ 20,y D7) (05 Ay ) (04— 09) Ay (07 Ay ) A - (3.1.49)
Evaluating the index contractions this becomes

5050 (x —y) = —g*'Ca6" | —40T03H[1,0,0x ; 1,1] — 40505 H[1,05 5 1,0,]
—40YH[1,0,0) ; 1,0,] — 405 H[1,0y ; 1,0,0,]
—A0 H[1,8,0x ; 1,05 + 0500 H[1,05 ; 1,0,]
—4H[1,0,0 ; 1,0,0\] + 40H[1,0,; 1,9,]
+40H([1,15 1,0,8,] — 20°H[1,0, ; 1,0]
+0507H[1,1; 1,01 —4H[1,0,0; 1,0,]
—207H([1,8,0; 1,1] ] . (3.1.50)

From this list, the expressions that have a O (remember OA(x) = —d(z)) can be written
in terms of the integral I', and their renormalization is straightforward. The rest of the
integrals can be found in the list of integrals with overlapping divergences. So, we arrive at
the following renormalized result

4,72 cab
BB ab _ 4 Ca0
H/W (2J)(z) ‘R - 32(471’2)3 aMaVD

$In* 22 M? + L In 2 M?

12

—1n*2?M? — L In 2 M2

12

+ 4,00 (3.1.51)

Diagram (k)

In order to obtain all the contributions that form this diagram, the Mathematica package
"FeynCalc’ was used, so that all the index contractions were performed by the computer.
The output of this process are the final relevant expressions that need to be renormalized.
The contributions shown here are those that have a divergent part, omitting those terms



3.1. YANG-MILLS 53
that are finite.

2550 (z —y) = %Cﬁé“b [ +166,,050°H[1,000, ; 1,1] — 20020 H[1,0,05 ; 1,1]
124005 H[1,0y 5 1,8,] + 7208 H[1,8,05 ; 1,0,]
560, 07 H[1,0y ; 1,0,] — 7208 H[1,0,0; 1,1]
+200;07H1,0 5 1,1] — 144H[1,0,0; 1,9,]
+T200H(1,0; 1,0,] — 7200 H[1, 9,05 5 1,0)]
+34070T H[1,0y 5 1,0, — T2H[1, 9,05 ; 1,0,0)]
+400H(1,0,0, ; 1,11+ 320H[1,0, ; 1,0,]
+166,,0H[1,0; 1,1 — 166,,0H[1,0) ; 1,0,] ]
+ (finite terms) . (3.1.52)

Proceeding in the same way as in the two previous diagrams, we can easily found the
renormalized form of this contribution to be

MEB S (2)| = g*CAo% 9.8 |:|—27471112x2]\42 — L Ina?M?
w2 p = gaigys | 22
202 22 M? + 23 In 2> M?
+0,,00 s D) . + ...

a

(3.1.53)

Two-loop final results

In order to obtain the total two-loop renormalized contribution to the background gauge
field self-energy, we only have to add all the renormalized expressions for the diagrams that
we have obtained. So, we have

4,2 sab 2 2
BB ab _ g*C30 Inxz*M
@), = — 275 Oud = 60 +

(3.1.54)

12

By fulfilling one-loop CDR rules, we have fixed the renormalization scheme a priori,
which implies that one-loop local terms have defined values. Hence, as is imposed by gauge
invariance, we have obtained directly a transverse result.

3.1.4 RG equation

With the previously obtained expressions for the one- and two-loop corrections of the back-
ground gauge field propagator, we can obtain the first two coefficients of the expansion of
the beta function of this theory. If we define

TEE b (2) = (0,0, — 6,,0)0" T () , (3.1.55)
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then, with the one-loop contribution (8.1.19]), the gauge fixing renormalization (3.1.30) and
the two-loop contribution ([BI.54]), the effective action for the background gauge fields is

1 11C, Inx?M? Oy
2 _
M) = 50+ Bea) 2 e

9
g*C3 on z? M?

£

82

o(x) + ()

1.
2(4m?)3 x? (8-1.56)
With this definition, the equation we need to consider is
0 0 0
M—— — 472 — 298| TP|ezo =0, 3.1.57
a]\frﬁ(g)ﬁng%a5 78| I ]e=0 ( )

Notice that v, is the coefficient that takes care of the running of the gauge parameter.
The expansion of this function to order g? is obtained in appendix [Cl To do so, we consider
there the one-loop RG equation for quantum gauge fields. With this, we find for 7,

—_ 5CA 2 L)
24729

Ye = (3158)
Also notice that if the background gauge field is redefined as B’ = ¢B, this implies
vg = 0 (the charge and background field renormalizations are related: Z, = Z;/ 2). So,

with (B156), BL5T) and (B.I5]), we evaluate the first two coefficients of the expansion of
the beta function to be

Blg) = Pig’ + Bg” +O(g")

11C,4
b 4872
1702

These results agree with those previously obtained in the literature [43] [44, [45] 48].

3.2 N =1 Super Yang-Mills

In this section we consider the two-loop differential renormalization of the supersymmetric
extension of the previous model, N = 1 Super Yang-Mills [49, 50]. With this calculation
we revisit an old controversy: the origin of higher-order perturbative contributions to the
beta function in supersymmetric gauge theories [8, 56, [63] 10, 65]. Differential renormal-
ization has one important advantage over usual renormalization methods (as dimensional
reduction), as in this case we have UV and IR divergences. With dimensional methods
both renormalizations mix (we need to subtract the IR part in the final result), but dif-
ferential renormalization clearly distinguishes between UV and IR divergences as both are
renormalized with independent scales.
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3.2.1 N =1 Super Yang-Mills model

As is detailed in appendix [A] in order to formulate a supersymmetric gauge theory we can
follow two different approaches. In the first one, named chiral representation, we begin
by considering a multiplet of unconstrained gauge superfields (V = VAT,, with T4 the
group generators), which are a generalization of the results found after studying the off-shell
representations of the linear free theory. We use these gauge superfields to construct covariant
derivatives V¢ = (e79V D,eV, Dy, —i{V¢, V%}) that allow us to obtain gauge invariant
expressions. On the other hand, with the second approach, called vector representation,
we begin by considering covariant derivatives (termed VY = (V¥,V4,V?,)) that, after
imposing covariant constraints on them, can be expressed in terms of prepotentials. With
both approaches we find field strengths defined in terms of an spinorial field. In particular,
for chiral representation we have

W, = iD*(e 9 D,eV)
Wy = e 9 WaedV =e 9V (=W,) eV, (3.2.60)
which allow us to define a gauge invariant action as

1 1 A
So = —tr / diad®0 W? = ——tr / d'zd'9 (79 DIV )D* (79 Dyoe?") (3.2.61)
9 9

For vector representation, the field strength is defined as
—iCyWs = [V, ivy]  with {Vi, Vi =iy, (3.2.62)

and with this we write the gauge action as

2
Sy = %tr/d‘la:aﬁ@ W2 = Qigztr/d%d?e (% [Vee, {Va, VZ}}) - (3.2.63)

Quantization of a supersymmetric gauge theory is also discussed in appendix[Al We have
to add to the action a gauge-fixing term that depends on a gauge parameter o (Sgr) and
anticommuting chiral ghost fields ¢, ¢ (Spp). Their explicit expressions are

Sop = — 1 / &= (D2V)(DV)

«
Spp = tr/d4xd49 (c/+é’)L%gV [(c+é)+cothL%gV(c—E)] , LxY =[X,Y].
(3.2.64)

One of the relevant features of the supergraph techniques applied to this theory is the
appearance, along with the usual on-shell infrared divergences of Yang-Mills theory, of ad-
ditional infrared divergences due to the form of the gauge propagator in a general covariant
gauge [511 [52] (53] 54, 55]. This can be clearly seen if we consider the expression for this
propagator in momentum space [55]

1+ (1—a)(D?D*+ D*D*)k2
k2

A(k) = 540 —0). (3.2.65)
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As the leading term in D2D? + D?D? is constant when k* — 0, this propagator goes as
1/k* at small k, which is the origin of the infrared divergences. Although Feynman gauge
(v = 1) seems to be the solution, this is not the case: the one-loop correction of the gauge
propagator takes us out of the Feynman gauge; hence, when we consider two-loop diagrams
that have as an insertion the one-loop corrected propagator, the infrared divergences reappear
[55]. With dimensional methods this situation represents a severe problem, as both UV and
IR divergences are renormalized with the same dimensional parameter ¢ (d = 4 — 2¢). So,
we have to subtract the IR contribution. However, life gets simpler if we use differential
renormalization. As we have seen in section [[.1.3] with differential renormalization UV and
IR divergences are renormalized with different and independent scales.

Background field method

We discuss the application of the background field method to supersymmetric gauge theories
in appendix Bl As is explained there, due to the non-linear gauge transformations of SYM,
a linear quantum-background splitting is unsuitable. The accurate spitting is achieved if we
replace 9" with

eIViortiy = eIV St (3.2.66)

where V' is the quantum gauge superfield and €2 is the background prepotential. It is
worthwhile to mention that we have redefined the usual background field B (2 = £ = 1B)
as gB — B. This splitting implies that we write the covariant derivatives in a quantum-chiral
but background-vector representation as

Va = e‘gVVaegV 5 ?d = ?d 5 Vad = —1 {Va, ?d} 5 (3267)

where V,, and V, are the background covariant derivatives. Relative to the quantization
of the theory, we remark one of the particular features of SuperYM: the appearance of the
Nielsen-Kallosh ghost [58]. In the usual quantization procedure we gauge-average with a
simple exponential factor; however, if we use a more complicated function e.g., exp [ fMf
with M an operator, we have to normalize the procedure dividing by detM. As we have
this situation when we use background chiral superfields, we introduce a new ghost field
b (Nielsen-Kallosh ghost), which have opposite statistics to f and allow us to properly
normalize the gauge-averaging procedure. As this new field does not interact with the
quantum fields and enters quadratically in the action, we find that it only contributes at the

2In [55] this was achieved at two-loops by choosing a non-local gauge-fixing term that cancels exactly the
contributions that takes us out of Feynman gauge. In [56] the procedure was to define a R—operation [57].
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one-loop level. Hence, all the relevant terms that form the split Super Yang-Mills action are

Sym = —2Lg2t7“/d4xd49 (e_gVVaegv)62(6_gVVa€gv)
Ser = —(1+&)tr / d'zd*0(V?V)(V?V)

Spp = tr/d4xd49 {c’c —de+ %(c' +7)[gV,c+d+...
Syg = (1+tr / d*xzd*0 bb . (3.2.68)

Notice that we have redefined the usual gauge parameter a as é = 1+ & Hence, as is
discussed in appendix [B], we have a background effective action of the form

I'B] = tr / dxd yd®0 W (z,0)W o (y, 0] T (z —y) + ...

= So[B]+T¢+
b 6 0 1 .4 - .
+expSiy [—,—,,—_} exp |=JO " J — jO ) , (3.2.69)
“leg 07 07 2 * J=j=j=0

where Sy[B] is the “free” part of the ‘background action, I'c stands for the one-loop contri-
bution in the gauge £ and J, j and j are the sources. O, and [ are operators defined in
appendix [0 as

A

O = O0-iW°V,—iW"V,
0, = O0-iW°V, — %(V"‘Wa) (3.2.70)

To apply supergraph techniques to this theory, we can follow two procedures: In the first
one we expand all the background covariant derivatives in terms of the explicit background
connections V, = D, — il',, so that we can employ usual D-algebra. This procedure is
applied in [55], and we will use it in the one-loop level. However, another approach was
considered in [59, 60]. In this case the spinorial background connection is not explicitly
extracted from the background covariant derivative, and covariant D-algebra is used in the
diagrams. At the end, we have all the diagrams expressed in terms of the background
space-time connections Iy or field strengths W . Thus, as we do not have explicit spinor
connections I',, (which are of lower dimension), the diagrams are more convergent and fewer
in number. For the two-loop calculations we will follow this procedure.

3.2.2 One-loop level

We will proceed with the one-loop case. As the previous examples considered, we will obtain
the one- and two-loop corrections evaluated in Feynman gauge (with our conventions, £ = 0).
Therefore, at this level we have not only to consider the background gauge field self-energy
correction, but as we will have to take care of the running of the gauge parameter in the RG
equation (7:0/0¢), we will obtain the linear contribution in ¢ of the one-loop background
gauge field two-point function.
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Background gauge field self-energy

Figure 3.5: One-loop background gauge field two-point function contribution. Thick lines
correspond to external background fields and thin lines represent ghost propagators.

To obtain the one-loop contribution, we begin expressing the covariantly chiral ghost
fields in terms of ordinary chiral fields by

c— e e B (3.2.71)

where B is the background gauge field. Hence, the one-loop relevant interaction terms are
(see appendix [BI)

1 . _
tr/d4xd49 [—51/ (D -W°V,-W Vd> V +&Bc+dBe+bBb| . (3.2.72)

Note that in the previous expression, from the part which corresponds to the interaction
between the quantum and background gauge superfields, it is clear that we do not have
enough covariant derivatives to obtain a non-vanishing contribution to the background gauge
field two-point function (remember that at least we need two D? and two D?). Hence, we
conclude that the only non-vanishing contribution comes from ghost superfields (as they are
chiral superfields, we have at the vertices additional superspace covariant derivatives [3§]).
With the definition of the superspace propagator P;; = d;;\;;, the total contribution of the
ghost superfields is straightforwardly evaluated as [37) 3§]

1 loop 3C40% 8., 18 a b 2 S 2 kgt
r = - 5 d Zld Z9 B (21>B (22) D1P12 D2 D2P12 Dl
3Ca 8, 78 a a N2 72 2792
= —T d Zld ZQB (Zl)B (2’2) [D2D2P12] [D2D2P12:| . (3273)

Applying the identity (2.2.51]), we can write this expression as

3C _ _
R / d*21d%z B(z1) [D*D*B*(2)] Pra [D3D3Ps]
3C4 8 18 a a N2 12
——2 d Zld 29 B (Zl)B (ZQ)P12 [DD2D2P12:|
13Ca 8 18 Na Mo pa 2 P22
+5 | @ad s B(z) [DD*B%(25)] Piy [02,D3D3 1] . (3.2.74)
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And finally, with the usual superspace é-function property d19D2D3251, = 15 and the
identifications ;1 = x, x5 = y we arrive at

o0 3C a » a
e = =4 / d'zd'yd'9 B*(x,0) [D*D*B"(y,0)] A,
_3Ca
2

13C' 4

d'zdyd'0 B*(x,0)B"(y,0)A.,0A,,

+ / d*zd*yd*0 B*(z,0) [D*D*B“(y,0)] Ayy0lslyy . (3.2.75)

Applying CDR rules, we find the renormalized form of this expression to be
3C4 _ In(z — y)>M?
plleer — _——2__ | d*2d*yd*6 B*(z,0) [D*D*D,B(y,0)] O———
16(4n2)2 / ey (0] (v.9)] (x—y)?2
(3.2.76)

where we have used the superspace derivatives identity D2D?+(i/2)00s D*D® = 1/2D*D?D,,.

Effective action in a generic gauge

Now we proceed with the additional result that we have to obtain in order to deal with
the running of the gauge parameter: the contribution to the background effective action of
quantum gauge fields evaluated in a generic gauge. We have to follow a procedure similar
to that used in the Yang-Mills case. First, we have to consider the one-loop effective action
contribution at second order in background gauge fields evaluated in a generic gauge. Then,
we have to expand this in terms of the gauge parameter £, retaining the linear part. The
reason for this is the same as in the non-supersymmetric case: in the background gauge field
RG equation, after considering the term that takes care of the running of the gauge parameter
Ye(9)0/0¢, we will impose Feynman gauge (£ = 0); hence, the only relevant term for us in
the -expansion is the linear one. As in the Yang-Mills case, to perform this calculation
we consider a functional approach. The quadratic action that we have in this case implies
that we find the following contributions from V fields and Nielsen-Kallosh ghosts b to the
one-loop effective action [55]

Ty = —%trln [ﬂ+g(v262+vzv2)]+mn [m_+§v262 . (3.2.77)

which is written in terms of the operators defined in appendix [Bl as

0 = O0—iWoV, —iW'V,

0, — O-iW°V, — %(Vawa)
O = 0O—iW'V,— %(ded) . (3.2.78)
Expanding ([B2.77) in £ we find
Lepp = —%tr InO+trin0O_ + T

1 .
- —itr InO+¢trn0O_ + gfél) +0(&%) (3.2.79)
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and the linear part is

Y = —tr F(V2V2+V2V2)}+tr [LWV?]
O o
1. 1. 1 -
= tr (D ) V2V } +itr |=(O-— D+)—V2V2}
0 O,

= [ <—1W°‘V + = (V W, )) %V2V2

1 -
+ir {7 (—ZW Vot = (VaW )) — V'V’
O o,

, (3.2.80)

where in the second step we have used the property tr0- w2V = trDjrlszZ [59]. At this

point, applying 0-'w2v? = V2D;1§2 [59], the anticonmutative nature of the covariant
derivatives (V,V? = 0) and the Bianchi identity V*W, = —V*W we arrive at

0 _ Lo llevw o Leee?| - Lo | Lvtw

rd = Sir [ﬁ(v Wa)5-V>V } St [G(V W)

1 -
—V2V2}. (3.2.81)
D-i-

So, considering the inverse of the operators,

1 L N 1oa 1
L1 QWV+(VW)1+ (3.2.82)
|:|_ - 0 0 0 L.

where O = 1/2V**V .4, the contribution at second order in the background gauge fields is

e — 1—&— 1
W' Vs+=(V W, | —
( +2( )) Uo

o _ 11 a1
DS 2t7’ {DO(V WO‘)DO

V2VQ}
+1 i(vé‘v‘v-)i WV, + = (V“W) 1 gy + O(B?)

2" O “0, Oy ’
(3.2.83)

with Og =1 /20%%0,44 being the usual d’alembertian. Hence, as the terms that corresponds
to W0,V V2V and weo;'v,v ’V? have not enough covariant derivatives to give a

non-vanishing result at second order in the background gauge fields (remember [Va .V ] =

—ivad + iW,), the contribution is found to be (once we have imposed the Bianchi
identities)
1

1
un = a
F§ = 2t7’ {—DO (D 1% )

! (DBWB) sz2 + O(B?)

1 _
= St / d® 2 dP o d® 23 [Dawa(zg)][pﬁwﬁ(@,)] [DID}Pi5] PisPis + O(B%) .
(3.2.84)
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After simplifying this result with the usual superspace d-function identity (A.5.54) and
using the identifications ro = x, 3 = y and x; = u we have

0 = Ly / dizd'yd'0 (DWW, (z,0)][D°W 5(y, 6)] Au, / A Ay - (3.2.85)

This expression is IR divergent, and it has been evaluated in (8:1.25]). The renormalized
result found there is

. _ 1 4. 94, 14 a 8 In(r — ?/)ZMIzR 3
Dy 78(47r2)2tT/d xd*yd 0 [D*W o (z,0)][D°W 5(y, )] =) + O(B?)
1 4. g4 12 o In(z — y)* My 3
_ O B
8(47r2)2tr/d xd yd0 W (z,0)W ,(y,0) @) +0O(B?),
(3.2.86)
where in the last step we have applied the identityﬁ
[ ddiyats DUW (.0 D Wy, 0) o~ v
_ / diadbyd20 W (2, 0)W o(y, 0)0f(z — y) + O(B?) (3.2.87)

Hence, the linear term of the expansion in the gauge parameter of the one-loop effective
action evaluated at second order in the background gauge fields is

5 / 4 4 2 a
W %% O
Fg = 16( 2)2t7” d*zd yd 9 (LU,H) a(y,@)

ln(m - y)2M12R
(x —y)?

+ 0% BY) .
(3.2.88)

3.2.3 Two-loop level

We proceed now with the calculation of the two-loop contribution to the background gauge
field self-energy. As we have stated previously, we will use here covariant D-algebra, which
simplifies and reduces the number of the diagrams we have to consider. We begin with the
pure contribution of quantum gauge fields, and leave ghost contributions for a later section.

Quantum gauge field contribution

In order to obtain these contributions, we have to expand the gauge action Sy of (B.2.68])
and obtain the different interaction terms. With them we are instructed by the background
field method and covariant Feynman rules to consider diagrams with external background

3/d4xd4yd40(D"Wx W) (DPW 5 f(x —y) = — /d4xd4yd49Wz a(é;DZWg)f(x —7)
- - / d*zd'yd®0W , o ([D?, D] W) f(z —y) + O(B?) = /d4xd4yd29wg(mwy o) f(x—1y) +0O(B?)

_ / d'xd yd?0WoW , O f (z — y) + O(B?)
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Figure 3.6: Two-loop contribution to the background effective action. Wavy lines correspond
to quantum gauge field propagators.

fields and covariant propagators_ﬂ_l inside loops. From this expansion, the requirement of
having at least four V and four V to get a non-vanishing contribution imposes that the only
relevant interaction term in our problem is [59]

gtr [V {VQV, vQVavH , (3.2.89)

which allow us to construct a vacuum diagram like the one shown in figure 3.6l where the

. . ) AR .
wavy lines correspond to covariant propagators 0 . Note that we have implicit interactions
with the background field in the covariant derivatives and the covariant propagators.

To evaluate this diagram, we have to rearrange the covariant derivatives at the vertices,
where their explicit expression is (ig/2) fVeV VPV V Ve, At the left vertex we choose
a given configuration of derivatives which, after using the commutation relations of the
covariant derivatives and integration by parts, can be rewritten as

% PGSR EIVEE vl VIR i %f@bC(_QvaVWWQV%V“V“Vbivad?d‘/c
VIV [iW,, V] . (3.2.90)

Once we have this fixed arrangement, at the right vertex we have to choose the six
permutations that are possible. Then, we integrate by parts in each of them so that one
specific line if free of any operators. This implies that this vertex is written as [59]

% FUV(— VAWV 4 2VeVINAY, VE — 2V VIRV - VOV, VOV

FVOVEIV VOV — VOV, VLV 4+ iVOVE W, VIE = 2iVEV (W, V]
(3.2.91)

It can be shown that most of the different combinations of terms at each vertex either
cancel by not having enough covariant derivatives, produce pairs of divergent contributions
that cancel each other after using the Bianchi identity VW, = —V W, or give finite
Feynman integrals [59]. The only non-vanishing divergent contribution that we find is given
by the first terms of (3.2.90) and (8.2.91]). At this stage, we can obtain explicit background
gauge fields by expanding each of the covariant propagators to second order in background
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gauge fields as

11 i (o1 sl i . 17 —ale 1
Ao - a(” gvetW avd)+a<” [Vma}”” [Vma)

1 N | - R |

(W g N\ (WP A Vo

WOV + WV S (WIVs + WOV =+ (3.2.92)

Notice that the first term of the expansion gives no contribution, as when combined with a
similar term from another line is finite, and when combined with a space-time background
connection Tl it gives a contribution of the form of '(Vew, + Wﬁvﬁ-) that clearly
vanishes by the Bianchi identities [59].

@) Z (b) (c)

Figure 3.7: Diagrams corresponding to the expansion of 7', Thick lines correspond to
external background fields.

Let us consider first the third term of (3.2.92), which generates a diagram of the form of
diagram (a) of figure B.7l Notice that all of these contributions have a common symmetry
factor of % that we will take into account at the end. As we have two explicit background
field strengths, at second order in the background gauge fields we have O~ = Oj', with
Oy = (1/2)0°0,4 the usual d’alembertian. Therefore, we have an explicit expression of the
form

F? loop = —BchitT / d821d822d823d824 [V%Pm] [WQ(ZQ)VQ a —+ V_Vd(ZQ)vQ d] P23

x [Wo )V s+ W) V] [V P [W390P]
(3.2.93)

4Recall that there is another implicit dependence in background fields, as we have O = 1 / IVYY o =
1/2(0%Y — iT%*)(Oae — iTwa), where Ty is the background space-time connection.
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Due to the anticommutative nature of the covariant derivatives V 6612’» = 0. Hence, we have

F% toop = —3gZC’itr / d821d822d823d824 [V%Plg} Wd(zg)vg dPQgWﬁ(Zg) VB 3v§P34 P14

X [ViviPM]

—392C’it7’ / d821d822d823d824 [V%Plg} Wa(ZQ)VQ angWB(Zg) _Vg ﬁﬁgpggl_ P14
x [Vivj}zﬂ] . (3.2.94)

As can be seen, we have divided this expression in two contributions. When dealing with
the first one, as W* is a covariantly chiral superfield (V4W* = 0) and taking into account
the basic relation between the covariant derivatives {V4, V,} =iV 44, we find

Filfmp = 3igzcitT/d821d822d823d824 [V?Plg} Wd(z2)P23Wa(z3) [VidngM} P14
x [VE?ZP@] . (3.2.95)

As we need four V and four V to get a non-vanishing result, and realizing that at sec-
ond order in the background fields in this expression V, and V., commute (W, =

—% vd, Vaal|), it is clear that integrating by parts we obtain the non-vanishing contri-

bution to be
Filfmp = 3Zgzcit7’ / d821d822d823d824 Plgwd(ZQ)P23Wa(23) Vg’ldvgv;PM P14
X [VE?ZPM] +OBY) . (3.2.96)

At this point, replacing the covariant derivatives by the usual ones (as we have already two
explicit background field strengths), using the usual d-function superspace identity and the
identifications x; = u, xo = x, T3 =y, x4 = v, we have

p2lon _ 3i20% / diadbyd'd W (z, 0)W* (y, ) A, / dud's A (0 A ) A2,
+0O(B?) . (3.2.97)

To obtain the second contribution to I'; ', we consider the covariant derivatives that

are acting over P and, integrating by parts, make them act over Py
rir = —3¢2C3¢r / d*zd yd*0 PraW*(22) Vo o PisW(23) | V5 Bvi,VgPM] Py
X [Vi?jpﬁ} . (3.2.98)

Now, with the relation [Va, ?2] = —V,m?d + iW, we conclude that this contribution
vanishes, as we do not have enough covariant derivatives.
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We now consider the contributions that come from the second term of (8.2.92). In this
case we study the commutator between O~! and the covariant derivatives, finding out

1 1 1
[V‘“ —| = —=[V., 0=
O O O
1 /1. -4 1 A\ 1
— —E <§W Vad+§vadw ) E
- iwvy v w2 3.2.99
= -5 aa+§( acW) I (3.2.99)
and
_ 1 1 N 1 A 1
[Va, gl = g (W A §(Vmw )) S (3.2.100)

Hence, for this case we also find diagrams of the form of diagram (a) of figure 3.7l As we
have two contributions that are identical, except for having W, and W interchanged, we
detail the calculation of only one of them.

Fg'lloolu = 3@'9203‘157’/d821d822d823d824 [V%Plg] WQ(ZQ)ng

1

X [W"*@@Vid + §(Vade(23))] [ijgA] Puy [ViViPM] .(3.2.101)

As when obtaining I %l;o” , we can integrate by parts the covariant derivatives acting over Py
to find

= & 1 - &
Fg.lloop — 3igzcitT/d821d8z2d823d8z4 P12Wa(z2)P23 [W (zg)Vid + §(VmW (23)):|
X [viViPM] Py [VinPM} ) (3.2.102)

that is an expression that can be directly simplify with the application the d-function identity
obtained in appendix[Bl With the same identifications as in the I'? ' contributions,
we find the total I'3 ? contribution to be

[2leer — —3ingitr/d4xd4yd49 [W“(m,@)wd(y,ﬁ)—l—Wd(:c,G)Wo‘(y,@)}
XAy, / d*ud*v Ay, 02 A A2 + O(B?)
—%ngﬁtr / d'ad'yd'd W (@, 0)00,W* (y,0) + W (2,000, W (y,0)|

XAy / d'ud'v Ay, A, A2+ O(B?) | (3.2.103)
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Hence, the sum of the contributions I'? °? and I'2 ' (written in terms of the I° integral
expression defined in section [LT.3)) is

r3loor y rylor — BngCitr/d4atd4yd49 W (z, )W (y, 0) [AD4:I°] (z — y)

3ig?C?%

tr / d*zd'yd'o [Wa(x, 0)0L W + W (x,0)0%, W*(y. )
x [AI] (z —y) + O(B?) . (3.2.104)

Once we have finished the study of the expansion of ([3.2.92)), we proceed now to consider
diagrams with background space-time connections I'. We begin by considering the expansion
of the inverse of the O operator to second order in I', which is obtained as

1 1 1 |1 : . 1 11 . 1
——— = — |5(0"Tw) + T"0a| =— + 5= [I'"Taa| =
o 0O DO[Q( )+ ]D0+2D0[ }DO
1 |1 : : 1 |1 : : 1
_ 2| 2aeap adg 2988 . BBy

(3.2.105)

If we start with the third term of (3:2.108]), what we have is a contribution of the form
of diagram (a) of figure B.7l So, this is written as

I3% = 3¢°Chtr / d*zd°2d*z3d%zy [V1P1s] [Fm(@)@ia+%(3adraa)(zz)] Pas
% [FBB(Z3)8EB + %(Wﬁ'rﬁﬁ-)(zg)] [?31334} P [vjvipm]
= 392Citr/d821d822d823d824 Py {Fad(@)aia + %(aadrad)(%)} Pss
y [Fﬁs(zg)agﬁ, +%(355F68)(23)] [vgngM] Py, [vivjp14] . (3.2.106)

where in the last step we have applied the same procedure as with Fglg and T2 inte-
grating by parts the covariant derivatives that are acting over Pj5. Hence, after the usual
identifications and some simple algebra, we find for this contribution

13 = —gChtr [ dtad'ya'o T (o, 60 (5,0)07,05, [A1') (o~ )

+3g2C2tr / d'zdyd*0 Tz, )T (y, 0)92 [AagBIO] (€ —y)
—3g°Catr / d*zd*yd*0 T(x, H)Fﬁﬁ(y, 0) [Aa;’;dagslo] (z —y)+O(B?) .
(3.2.107)

Let us now consider the first term of the 07! expansion ([B.2.105). At second order in
the background fields, we find the relevant contribution to be obtained when we expand two
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different lines, obtaining a diagram of the form of diagram (b) of B.7 Explicitly, we have

3 . 1 . _
FZ loop = §g2Cit’l“ / d821d822d823d824 [V%Plg} {Fao‘(@)@id + 5(0““Fad)(zz)} [V§P23:|
. 1 : _
< [V2Py] {Fm(a)% n 5(35’31%6)(24)] [Vjpﬂ} P . (3.2.108)

In this expression we have only four V and four V, so it is obvious how we can obtain
the non-vanishing contribution: we integrate by parts the covariant derivatives to move four
of them (for example those that are acting over Pj, and Ps4), and made them act on the
other four (nggg and vZRﬂ in our example). After some simple algebra, we find for this
contribution

00 3 ac :
3" = g*Chir / d'wd'yd'0 T (z, )T (y,0) H[1, Dos 5 1,0)
+ggzcﬁtr/d4xd4yd49 raa(x’e)rﬁﬁ(y’g)agdaggﬂu,1; 1,1] ,(3.2.109)

where we have used the H integrals defined in ([L.3.48]).
Finally, we consider the second term of the 07! expansion. It is clear that this generates
a contribution of the form of diagram (c) of figure .7 which is written as

3 . _
Fg loop = —igzcit’f’/d821d822d823d824 [V?Plg} Fa“(22)5§3fad(z3) [VZP34i|
% P [VWZPM] . (3.2.110)

After freeing Py, of covariant derivatives and make them act over P34, the expression can
be treated with the usual steps (0-function identity and point identifications). Hence, we
find the bare expression to be

r2loor — 2 g Citr / dzd yd' T (z,0)T7 (y, 0)(2Ca5C,5) [B(AI°) — 00 (AGET)
+AO0I°] (z — y) + O(B?) . (3.2.111)

Ghost contribution

As the Nielsen-Kallosh ghosts only interact with the background gauge field and they enter
quadratically in the action, it is clear that they only contribute at the one-loop level. Hence at
two-loops we have contributions from ¢ and ¢’ ghosts, which are proportional to the difference
of the two graphs shown in figure B.8 Expanding the propagators as for the quantum gauge
field, we easily find that terms with two T' cancel [59]. For W-terms, we obtain that the
only divergent contributions come from factors acting on the same line (either WVI~'V
or W [V, O7!). However, all of these terms can be listed and showed to cancel each other
or produce a combination that vanishes once we impose the Bianchi identities [59]. Hence,
we conclude that the two-loop ghost contribution vanishes [55] [59].
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—A ™
7 N AN
v2/ \@2 VQ/ \?2
BRAVAVaVaVaVaVaV T \VAVAVAVAVAVAVI IS
2 2
v\ /V V\ /V
\\_// \\_,/

Figure 3.8: Two-loop ghost contribution to the background effective action

Total renormalized contribution

As we have seen, all the divergent contributions have been written in terms of the integral
expression we have defined as I° and two of the H overlapping integrals listed in section
Hence, we only have to directly use the renormalized results previously found and
replace the bare expressions with the renormalized ones. Thus, we find for the first two
contributions

2 . .
ZFQ toop 310 CAt / d'ad'yd'd W (w,0)00W* + W (z,0)0%, W (y.0)]
x [AI°] , (z —y)
31 20 «a 3¢ z In 2M2
+16(g477r;)1t /d4zd4yd26’ W (z,0)W (ng)aadﬁth(Bg)
(3.2.112)

Appliying the Bianchi identities we find an useful relation to simplify this result and express
it in a explicit gauge invariant form. Let us consider an expression of the form

/ d rdyd*0 W (z,0)(8" W (y,0) f(z —y) . (3.2.113)

Then, at second order in the background gauge fields, we can replace Wg@ZaW with
WgVZaWZ If we write the space-time covariant derivative as the anti-commutator of the
spinorial covariant derivatives, taking into account that W is a covariantly chiral super-
field and using the Bianchi identity VW + VW = 0, we find that the expression we are

considering can be written as

We W, = iWeV, VWi OB
= iWiC.sV*W) + O(B?)
= iWIV*W,, +O(B?)
= iW!D*W,,+0O(B%). (3.2.114)
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Hence, the integral expression (B.2.113) can be put as
/ dizd'yd') W W), flw—y) = i / dizdiyd*0 W(D*W ), f(z — y) + O(B%)

= i/d4xd4yd29 W(D*D*W ), f(x —y) + O(B*)

= i/d4xd4yd29 WeW, Of(z —y) + O(B?) .
(3.2.115)

Therefore, we have a gauge invariant expression for the W-contributions of the form

2
ZP?IOOP|R _ Bngitr/d4xd4yd29 Wa(l’,e)wa(yae)lj [AIO}R(I’_?J)
=1

39°C4 4 g4 12 In(z — y)*M? 3
——t d*xd*yd0 W (z, )W ,(y,0)0—————— B?).
et [ ey W W (5,00 U+ 0(5°)
(3.2.116)
The I' contributions are also added up and renormalized as
5
Y THP R = —3g°Chtr / d'zd'yd'0 T°%(z,0)T7 (y,0) (%% - (2CaﬁCaﬁ'>D)
i=3
1 1 In(x —y)*M?
AN g(x —y) — B?). 2.11

As this expression is transverse we can rewrite it in terms of the background field strength.
To do so, we have to use the following property: Let f be a generic function, then, to second
order in the background gauge fields we have

tr / d'zd'yd 0 T°%(z, 0)T (y, 0) <8£d hs 2CaBCdBD> flz—y)
= —3tr / d*zd*yd*0 [D*B(z,0)] [D*D,B(y,0)] Of (z —y) + O(B?)
= 3tr/d4xd4yd26’ W (z,0)W o (y,0)0f (z — y) + O(B?) . (3.2.118)

To prove this relation we have only to write the connection in terms of the background
gauge field as T4 = (DdDa —(i/ 2)80@) B+O(B?). As a consequence of having a transverse
structure, the integral is then written as

tr / d'zd'yd"0 [D*D*B(z,0)] [DBDBB(y,e)} (af.af- - 2Caﬁcdgm) Of(z —y)

aaps
= tr / d*zd'yd*0 [D*B(z,0)) [D*D’B(y, 0)] C7¢ (agd vy~ 2Cagcdﬁ~m> Of(z —vy),
(3.2.119)
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where we have integrated by parts the superspace derivative D®. Then, as C’Bd&mﬁﬁg =

6,78, CPCopCp = —2Cap and W, = (1/i)D*DoB + O(B?) we straightforwardly obtain
the relation (B.2.118)). With this, we can express the space-time connection contribution
(that is transverse as is required) in terms of the background field strength. Adding up
all the results and taking into account the symmetry factor, we find the total two-loop
renormalized contribution to the background gauge field self-energy to be

5

1

§Zr§ loov 4y / A xd yd®OW e (2, 0)W o (y, O)T'D 2P (1 — ) | (3.2.120)
=1

with

32C% Al 2*MP, + S’ ME(1 — Inz?M?) + Inz? M? N

64(472)3 2 o
(3.2.121)

2) 2 loo,
Iy " (@)

where Mg corresponds to the IR divergence and M to the UV one. As is expected, we
have found a result that has both types of divergences. However, opposite to the case of
dimensional regularization, we are able to clearly distinguish them.

3.2.4 RG equation

With our conventions, remembering that in the background field method the background

field and the coupling constant renormalizations are related (Z,/Zp = 1), the anomalous
dimension of the background field cancels. Hence, the RG equation for this fields id]
0 0 0| L@
M— —| T =0. 3.2.122
air + 000) 5 o) g T (3:2.122)

with Fg) containing the free action, the one- and two-loop contributions (([B2.76) and
(BZ12T)) respectively) and the linear expansion in § of the effective action in a generic

gauge (3.288):

) 1 3C4 In 22 M? ECY lnx2MI2R
I = —90 O — O
5 (@) 2¢° () + 16(472)? x? 16(472)2 x?
3¢%C% Dln2 22 M2+ 2In 22 M25(1 — In2? M?) + 41n 22 M2 N
256(472)3 x?

(3.2.123)

As in all the previously considered models, the gauge-running term -, is evaluated in
appendix [C] with the one-loop RG equation for the quantum gauge field self-energy. We find
there that this function has an expansion to second order in g2 of the form

= — 2.124

5Note also that in the RG equation we have not included a term ;g = M;rd/OM;r because in the
renormalization we have required that both IR and UV scales were independent, which implies that y;r =
M/MrOMigr/OM = 0.
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Hence, inserting (3.2123) in the RG equation, and using the result obtained for 7, we
find the following value for the one- and two-loop coefficients of the expansion of the beta

function
3/C4\ 5 3/Ca\°
_ 3 _2 (b , 2.12
B(9) 1 (Sﬂ)g 1 <8W2) g (3.2.125)

Let us remark again that as our supersymmetric conventions differ in a /2 factor in the
coupling constant wrt. the usual ones [38] (¢ = v/2gsyar), this results matches the stan-
dard beta function expansion 8(gsya) = —(3/2)[Ca/(87%)| g2y 1 — (3/2)[Ca/(872)|2 g2y as +
O(Q;YM)‘

Discussion of the result

There has been some controversy about the origin (UV or IR) of the higher-order perturba-
tive contributions to the beta function in supersymmetric gauge theories. The “exact beta
function” of N = 1 SYM was discovered by Novikov, Shifman, Vainshtein and Zakharov
(NSVZ) in [8] (although the expression was first derived in [62]), and it is of the form (in
this discussion, we will use the usual coupling constant, thus implicitly we have g = ggyar)

3C, ¢

Blg) = -4 9 (3.2.126)
16721 — %ATéf

In the NSVZ derivation of the function, instanton analysis was used, showing that the
higher-loop corrections to the one-loop result were due an imbalance in the number of
fermionic and bosonic zero modes. Thus, these correction had and IR origin. Afterwards,
the two-loop coefficient of the expansion of the beta function was obtained using dimensional
reduction [55] 56, 59], matching (B22126). However, as we have pointed out previously, in
this calculation IR divergences appear and dimensional reduction regularizes both types of
divergences with the same parameter [55]. In [56] this is solved by subtracting the IR diver-
gences by a R operation [16], obtaining that the two-loop correction of the beta function has
its origin in an specific operator of dimensional reduction that is not available in a renormal-
ization procedure that stays in four dimensions@, which seems to imply, as is pointed out in
[55], that no divergence should occur beyond one-loop.

This situation is cleared if we distinguish between the running of the physical coupling
constant (the constant that is used in perturbative calculations when obtaining the 1PI
effective action), and the running of the coupling constant in the Wilson’s effective action
approachlj. In the latter case, using different arguments as the holomorphic dependence on
the complexified coupling constant or the fact that the relevant domain of the non-local

6This operator is written in terms of the background space-time connection res and the Kronecker delta
functions in four (6(1%’8 ) and n (ga%ﬂ ) dimensions as tr [ d*zd*0 T**T 84 (5(1%6 - 5(1%6 ), which, by means of a
Bianchi identity can be put in terms of the classical action as —etr [ d*zd*0 W W,

"In this method initially we consider a theory defined with a cutoff scale M, and study how the different
terms of the lagrangian flow when we integrate over momentum slices down to another scale M’. This flow
implies that the coupling constants verify RG equations of the form M9/0MX = B())
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operators responsible of the higher-loop corrections to be virtual momenta of the order of
external momenta (and therefore excluded by definition in the Wilson action) [41} 63], we
can conclude that the flow of the coupling constant is exhausted at one loop. However, in the
case of the physical coupling constant, we have higher-order contributions that appear when
we take the expectation value (in a external field) of the operators in the Wilson action,
being the relevant IR pole related to an anomaly [63].

This IR origin of the higher-order corrections is questioned in [9] [10]. In these works, in
a purely wilsonian framework, an NSVZ flow is obtained. The key idea is the differentiation
of the flow of an “holomorphic” coupling constant and a “canonical” coupling constant. The
first “holomorphic” coupling constant corresponds to a lagrangian which is normalized at a
scale M as

1
L) = tr / Az d2 W (V) Wa(Vi) + hec. (3.2.127)
h

with 1/¢g? = 1/¢* +i6/(87?) being the complexified coupling constant, whereas the “canon-
ical” coupling constant corresponds to a lagrangian of the form

L(M) = (%%—z’%)tr / d*xd*OW*(gV)Walg. Vo) + h.c. (3.2.128)
p T

Although the g, running can be shown to be one-loop, when we consider the running of
the coupling constant g. we found that obeys a NSVZ flow. The reason is that in order to
maintain “canonical” normalization in the lagrangian, we are forced to perform a rescaling of
the fields, being this rescaling anomalous and the origin of the higher-order terms. In these
works it is also argued that the flow of the 1PI coupling constant is closely related to this
“canonical” coupling constant flow, being this confirmed in [64], where it is found that the
first two coefficients of the 1PI beta function coincide (in any mass-independent scheme) with
the first two coefficients of the “canonical” wilsonian beta function [I5]. As the construction
we have just described is made a la Wilson, it is claimed in [9, [10] that it only depends
on the UV properties of the theory. However, in [65], this interpretation is criticized, as
it is pointed out that the IR degrees of freedom must be included in the derivation of the
anomaly, if we want to maintain low-energy physics unchanged under rescaling [65, [66].
We proceed to the discussion of our result. We have taken the following steps

1. We first renormalize the one-loop UV subdivergences with a scale M.

2. If we have had an overall UV divergence, we could have renormalized it with a different
scale, say M’. By power counting only I'T" diagrams could have overall UV divergences;
nevertheless, as the traceless parts multiplying I'T" are finite, they can only depend on
the one-loop scale M, which implies that we can not have any M’ dependence, as gauge
invariance imposes transversality in the I'T" expressions.

3. Although we could have when taking the derivative wrt. the UV scale in the RG
equation a non-local dependence in M (see (B.2.112) and (B.2.117)), after integration
over half of the supercoordinates these contributions become local.
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4. The one-loop scale is cancelled by the two-loop coefficient of the beta function in the
RG equation, playing the off-shell IR scale a passive role, as it is exactly cancelled in
this equation.

Hence, we conclude that the scale associated to the one-loop renormalization of the quan-
tum superfield is the one that gives rise to the two-loop coefficient of the beta function. The
fact that no overall UV scale appears, is directly related to the conclusion obtained in [55]
that in a four-dimensional regularization method there are no superficial divergences. How-
ever, as we have seen, this not implies that the two-loop coefficient of the beta function
cancels. The mechanism presented here agrees with previous calculations in which the cor-
rections to the one-loop result arise from a one-loop anomaly [63], 9] 10 67, [68]. In our case,
the anomaly is to be associated with the external loop, and is responsible of the promotion
of the M dependence into a non-vanishing non-local structure that eventually generates the
two-loop coefficient of the beta function. So, we have found that the two-loop coefficient of
the beta function arises from a one-loop UV scale which survives at two loops when IR effects
are included.
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Chapter 4

Conclusions

We conclude that differential renormalization is a useful method we can employ when renor-
malizing a gauge theory. Although the strengths of the method are well-known (e.g., gauge
invariance is not broken, and we stay all the time in four dimensions, which is crutial when
studying supersymmetric theories), in its original formulation it has, at least for us, one
important drawback: the necessity of imposing explicitly the Ward identities in each cal-
culation with gauge theories. However, this point was solved for the one-loop case by the
introduction of Constrained Differential Renormalization.

We have shown that we can made fruitful use of the one-loop CDR results in two-loop
calculations, due to the fact that CDR fixes all the ambiguities related to the logarithms of
the scales at the two-loop order. We have distinguished two cases: in the first one we have
diagrams where the divergences are “nested”. This implies that we can directly apply CDR
to the “inner” divergence, which straightforwardly fixes all the coefficients of the logarithms
of the scales in the total two-loop expression. The second case corresponds to diagrams with
overlapping divergences. To deal with them we have obtained a list of renormalized two-loop
integrals where in each calculation one-loop CDR rules have been maintained in every step.
Although the problem is not solved for the general case, as the list is restricted to two-point
functions with at most four derivatives acting on the propagators and two free indices, these
integrals are the expression we have to deal with when we use the background field method.

We have discussed also the application of DiffR to IR divergent expressions. Although
the renormalization procedure in momentum space resembles the usual one, we have one
subtle point: the co-existence in the same expression of UV and IR divergences. In this case,
as both renormalizations should decouple (UV and IR divergences are local in position and
momentum space respectively, so that Bogoliubov’s UV R and IR R operations commute),
the scales related to each type of divergence must be independent. In order to guarantee
this, we have found that we have to modify the usual renormalization relations by means of
an adjustment of the local terms involving both scales.

In this work we have re-obtained two results that where previously derived with usual
differential renormalization and Ward identities: the two-loop beta function of QED and its
supersymmetric extension, SuperQED. In both cases, we have shown that using one-loop
CDR simplifies the calculations, as expressions that vanish by symmetry automatically can-
cel, and we do not have to relate the different scales via Ward identities in the renormalized
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results.

However, we have not only re-obtained previous results, but we have also performed
two of the relevant calculations that were pending with differential renormalization: the
two-loop renormalization of Yang-Mills and N = 1 SuperYang-Mills. With the first one we
have found no difficult when performing the calculation, as our use of one-loop CDR results
allow us to perform the renormalization with the same ease as with standard dimensional
methods. With Super Yang-Mills theory, the use of differential renormalization has one clear
advantage over dimensional reduction (which is the usual regularization method employed
with supersymmetric theories): in this case we have both UV and IR divergences, and with
dimensional reduction they become mixed (both are renormalized with the same infinitesimal
dimensional parameter), being necessary to subtract the IR contribution in the final result.
Differential renormalization, however, clearly distinguishes between both divergences as they
are renormalized with different scales. This feature allows us to give new insight on the
origin (UV or IR) of the higher-loop contributions to the beta function, which has been a
controversial point. We have found that higher order corrections to the beta function come
from the one-loop UV scale, which survives in the higher-loop expression by the presence of
the IR divergences.

Finally, among the different open problems that we have, it is clear that the principal one
is the extension to higher-loop order of CDR. To achieve this, we have to obtain a complete
set of rules that fix the local ambiguity of the higher-order expressions as it has been derived
for the one-loop case. We think that the results we have found are a step ahead in this
direction, as the complete CDR renormalized expressions must coincide, at least in parts
corresponding to the logarithms of the scales, with the renormalized results that we have
presented here.



Appendix A

Conventions for supersymmetric
calculations

In this section we will briefly review the most relevant results and conventions of supersym-
metry and superspace that are used in this work. Although this topic is covered with great
detail in various references (e.g. [69, [70] [71]), we will follow closely [38], where the reader
can found a complete treatment of the subject.

A.1 Notation

Setting up the notation, we express the vectors (representations (%, %) of the Lorentz group)

with two pairs of two-valued spinor indices, one dotted and another undotted V2%, To relate
a vector in an arbitrary basis with index a we use the Pauli matrices:

: . ac 1 _adysb b 1 b yrai
Fields: Ves = 7505 N S ﬁaadV
. . b .
Derivatives: One = 0,50 Oy = 305%0aa
. o 3 b N
Coordinates: %% = %o—gm:cé = oY

Pauli matrices satisfy

opdot, =20,° | ool =265 (A.1.1)
With this conventions, the Super Yang-Mills coupling constant (g) that we use is related to
the usual one (gSYM) by g = \/ZQSYM [38]

A graded commutator [Q4, Qp} = QQp — (—)APQpQ, is defined as the anticommutator
{Q4, Qp} when both Q4 and Qp are fermionic operators and the commutator [24, Qp]
otherwise. Symmetrization and antisymmetrization (sum over all permutation of indices
with the corresponding sign in the case of antisymmetrization) are indicated by ( ) and [ ]
respectively. Indices between vertical lines | | are not taken into account in the previous
operations. We also define a graded antisymmetrization | ) so that [Q24,Qp} = QuQp).
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For raising and lowering spinor indexes, we use the matrices C, 53 that have the following
properties

Cap = Cyy CopC® = 5[04755}6
Cop = O Cop = Cy; (A.1.2)
With these matrices, if ¢, denotes a spinor we define
1 1
V=g Wt = 50" (A.1.3)
Vo =0Ch, ™ = Cyg (A.1.4)

Similar relations hold for the hermitian conjugate 1. In the case of a vector V¢, we define
the square to be

1. .
V2 o= 5vwvad, (A.1.5)

A.2 Supersymmetric algebra

Coleman and Mandula [5] showed that any group of bosonic symmetries of the S-matrix is
the direct product of the Poincaré group with an internal symmetry group. This implies that
the commutator of the bosonic generators of the internal symmetry group and the generators
of the Poincaré group (Jug, Js;, P, ;) vanish. In [6], Haag, Lopuszanski and Sohnius avoided

this no-go theorem by allowing fermionic symmetry generators Qu (where a =1,..., N is
an isospin index). They found the most general super-Poincaré algebra to be

{Qm, Q%} = 0P,
{Qaau Qbﬁ} = CaBZab B
[Qaas Pog] = [Paas Pog] = [Jap» Q] =0

]

[']aﬁ ’ QC”{] = 507(0!@05)
i
[Jas, Pyy] = §C'y(aPB)-'y
51 _ _ls(y9)
[Ja5> J? } - _55(07‘]5)
[JOCB’ de:| = [Zab> ZCd] = [Zaba ZCd:| =0 (A26)

where Z,, are %N (N —1) complex central charges. The N = 1 case is called simple supersym-
metry, whereas N > 1 is called extended supersymmetry. We consider only the N =1 case.

For theories satisfying super-Poincaré algebra some remarkable properties can be derived
[38]:

e Equality of bosonic and fermionic freedom degrees.

e Energy is positive, and in particular, vacuum energy can be shown to vanish.
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A.3 Superspace and superfields

A compact technique for working with supersymmetric theories is what is called superspace
[72]. By means of anticommuting parameters we can integrate the super-Poincaré algebra
and obtain a group, the super-Poincaré group[38, [69]. As usual spacetime can be defined as
the coset space Poincaré group/Lorentz group, superspace is defined to be the coset space
super-Poincaré group/Lorentz group. Hence, superspace is a space spanned by the usual real
commuting space time coordinates and new anticommuting coordinates z#* = (2%, 6%, 6%).
Supersymmetry generators are realized as coordinate transformations in superspace [38]. As
the usual generators of the Poincaré algebra can be represented by differential operators, @),
and Q4 are found to have the following expression [38]

| i
Qa = 1 <8a — 50 &m)

Qd - Z <5d - %Haaad) (A37)

It has to be noted that neither usual coordinate derivative 9,4 nor fermionic coordinate
derivatives d,, 0, are invariant under supertranslations (those that are generated by @,
Q4). However, supersymmetric covariant derivatives that are invariant under these trans-
formations can be defined as [3§]:

D, = aa+%édaad

= l

D, = ad+§9“aad (A.3.8)
We list here some relevant algebraic relations of these derivatives
{Daa Dd} = z.aOéd
{Ds, D} = {Dd, DB} =0
[D*, D*] = i0°“Ds
{D*, D*} = O+ D*D*D,
D*D*D?* = 0OD?

D*0* = —1. (A.3.9)
Also, with these derivatives we can define two projection operators as
I = ~D*D*D,, /O
I, = (D°D*+ D*D%/0O, (A.3.10)

which verify that I1 1+ I, = 1.

A.3.1 Superfields

Superfields are defined to be multispinor functions over the superspace ® = (z,0,0). It is
clear that Taylor-expansion of these functions in terms of % and 0% breaks off at order 6262,
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due to the anticommuting nature of these parameters. The different terms of the expansion
are called the component fields. We can impose constraints into a superfield and reduce
the number of independent component fields. The most relevant ones for our work are the
following two:

Chiral superfields With the aid of the covariant derivative (A.3.8) we can impose the
constraint

Dy® =0 (A.3.11)

If & verifies the previous relation it is called a chiral superfield. This constraint implies
that this superfield has the following component expansion [3§]

. . 1 .-
O = A+ 6%, — 6°F + %eaeaamA + %92eaaad¢a +0°FP0A. (A3.12)

Real superfields A superfield V is called a real superfield if it verifies the constraint
V = V*. With this constraint, the component expansion is found to be [3§]

V o= C+0%%a+ 0% — 0*°M — 0°M + 0°0% A — 020°\,,
—0*0°\s + 626°D . (A.3.13)

A.3.2 Superspace integration and superfunctional derivation

In order to obtain supersymmetric invariant actions, we have to define the integration over
the anticommuting coordinates. The basic properties of these integrals are

/d@@ =1

/d91 =0 (A.3.14)

With this definition, the delta function of the anticommuting variables is found to be
5O —-0)=(0-¢). (A.3.15)

These properties imply that the integration over # is identical to differentiation, or, which
is the same, that inside a d*z integration we have D, = [ df,. Also, since supersymmetric
variations are total derivatives, if we consider W a general superfield and ® a chiral superfield,
the following quantities are supersymmetric invariants

Sy = / d*zd'0 ¥
Se = / d*xd*6 ® (A.3.16)

As it will be necessary when studying perturbation theory in superspace, we have to
consider the superfield extension of the functional derivative. It is found [38] for a general
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superfield ¥ and a chiral superfield ® that the superfunctional derivation is

0W(z) "N 54 54 /

V() F(z—=2)=6(x—2")5"(0—-0)

0P(2) o /

o) D?6°(z — 2') (A.3.17)

Finally, this integral definition implies that we have the following integration by part
rules for the superspace derivatives D,,

/ d®z A(D,B)C = / d®z [—(DaA)BC — AB(D,C)]

/ d*z A(DoE)C = / d*z [—(DaA)EsC + AEs(D,C))
/fMMQAW::/szA%MC—%MQﬁH

/ d*z Es(D,F,)C = / d*z [(DoE3)F,C + E3F,(D,C)] , (A.3.18)

where A, B and C' are bosonic (conmmuting) superfields and Eg, F, ferminic (anticommut-
ing) superfields.

A.4 Superspace formulation of supersymmetric gauge
theories

Among the different models we can consider in superspace (Wess-Zumino, nonlinear o —models,
etc...), we will restrict ourselves to gauge theories. To deal with them there are two different
approaches that we detail here, as both will be useful when studying the supersymmetric
extension of the background field method.

A.4.1 Chiral representation. Prepotentials

Starting with the linear case, by studying the field content of the N' = 1 vector multiplet [3§],
we can obtain that the corresponding irreducible off-shell field strength is a chiral superfield
W, that satisfies

D°W, = —D°W,, . (A.4.19)
Hence, W, can be expressed in terms of an unconstrained real scalar superfield V' by
W, = iD’D,V
Wy = —iD?D,V (A.4.20)

This definition is clearly invariant under gauge transformations with a chiral parameter A
of the form of

V' =V +i(A—A). (A.4.21)
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This linear study has to be generalized to the non-abelian case. To do so, we consider a
multiplet of chiral scalars fields transforming according to some representation of a group with
generators T4. These fields are postulated to transform with chiral parameters A = AT,
as

P = 9P (A.4.22)

with ¢ a coupling constant. Considering an antichiral field ®, we found that it transforms
with the complex conjugate representation with antichiral parameter A. To obtain an in-
variant expression we introduce a multiplet of real superfields V4 that transforms as

(6gV)’ _ oigh gV pigh (A.4.23)

Y

which implies that ®e9” ® is invariant under gauge transformations. With the prepotential
V we can construct derivatives gauge covariant with respect to A transformations as [3§]

Va = Dy—il's=(Va,Va, Vaa)
(€79 Doe? Dy, —i{Va, Va}), (A.4.24)

which satisfy the requirement
Va® "= ¢t VP V) = eigAVAe_igA A.4.25
A

These derivatives are called gauge chiral representation covariant derivatives. Their conju-
gates V, that we call gauge antichiral representation covariant derivatives, are covariant with
respect to A transformations

Va = (Da, e Dae™?V,—i{V., Vai}). (A.4.26)
Both representations are related by a nonunitary similarity transformation
Va=e"Vae V. (A.4.27)

Field strengths defined by commutation of the covariant derivatives can be expressed in
terms of the following fields denoted as W, and W, [3§]

W, = iD*(e™ 9V D,e")
W eIV WaetV = e 9V (= W,)Ted” (A.4.28)

that satisfy Bianchi identities of the form
VoW, = —VW, . (A.4.29)
With these fields we can construct a gauge invariant action as

1
S = tr / d'zd®) W*
g

1 _
S / d2d'0 (e~ DV ) D29 Doe?V) . (A.4.30)
g
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A.4.2 Vector representation. Covariant approach

In this approach we start defining covariant derivatives and, by means of covariant con-
straints, express all quantities in terms of a single irreducible representation of supersymme-
try.

For a Lie algebra with generators Ty we covariantize the derivatives with the introduction
of connection fields I'y = I'ETy as

Va=Dy—ily4. (A.4.31)

Under gauge transformations these derivatives are postulated to transform with a real su-
perfield K = K4T, as

V) = 98V e, (A.4.32)

By commutation, field strengths Fiap are defined in terms of the connections and the flat
superspace torsion 7,5 (where T . B-W =10,70 BV is the only nonzero component) as

V4, Vs} = T,5Ve —iFyp
Fap = Dl —ila,Tp} —Tu5Tc . (A.4.33)

Over these field strengths we can impose different constraints.

Conventional constraints

Due to the fact that one can always add a covariant term to the connection without changing
the transformation of the covariant derivative, we can impose the constraint

Fos =0, (A.4.34)

as without imposing it we can define new connections Iy = (I's, T4, Tag — Fag) that iden-
tically satisfy the constraints. Hence, the covariant derivatives take the following form

Va=(Va, Vs, —i{Va, Vi}). (A.4.35)

Representation-preserving constraints

Let us define a covariantly chiral superfield @, ie. a superfield that verifies

Vo = 0, & =€
Vo = 0, & =de X (A.4.36)

Hence, consistency implies that we have to impose the constraint
Fop=Fu=0, (A.4.37)
as with the previously defined covariantly chiral superfield we have that

0={Va, Vy} &= —iF,;®. (A.4.38)
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This constraint is solved with a complex superfield 2 = Q4T which allow us to write the

covariant derivatives as

Vo = e 9D, e
Vi = Die 9" (A.4.39)

With this superfield we have two types of gauge transformations
e K gauge transformations
(e9) = 987K (A.4.40)
o If we consider A to be an usual chiral superfield DsA = 0, the derivatives defined in
(A.4.39) are invariant under
(e99) = e9hed? (A.4.41)

From the K-invariant hermitian part of {2 we can define a real superfield V' as
eV = 929 (A.4.42)

We can also use the €2 superfield to write all the quantities in a gauge chiral representation,
where everything transforms only under A transformations[3§]:

Voa = 6_QQVAEQQ
by = e, (A.4.43)
where Vg4 are the chiral representation derivatives (A.4.24]), ® is a covariantly chiral super-
field and ®( a chiral superfield.
Field content. Bianchi identities

The field content of the theory can be obtained through the Bianchi identities that are
derived from the Jacobi identities satisfied by the covariant derivatives. With the aid of
these identities and the different constraints imposed on the derivatives, all of the field
strengths can be expressed in terms of a spinor superfield W,, [38] that is defined as

[VaiVgs] = —iCsWs . (A.4.44)

This superfield can be shown to be covariantly chiral (V Wa = 0) and to satisfy the following
identity

VW, + VW, =0. (A.4.45)

Finally, with these deriatives we can construct the gauge Lagrangian as

W = e (9 (e, Va})) (A.4.46)
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A.5 Supergraphs

Although supersymmetric theories can be quantized at the component level with conventional
methods, the use of superfields simplifies all the calculations. Along with the compact
notation and automatic cancellation of graphs related by supersymmetry, in a superfield
formalism supersymmetry is manifest. We will detail the extension of the usual functional
methods to superspace [38, [61] .

Let U be a generic superfield, S(¥) the action and J a source of the same type (chiral,etc.)
as W. The generating functional for Green functions is

Z[J) = / [dW)eSD+[ Y (A.5.47)
For connected Green functions, the generating functional is
WI[J] = InZ[J]. (A.5.48)

Finally, the generating functional of 1PI graphs (the effective action) is
W] = W) - / J(I)W | (A.5.49)

where W is the expectation value of ¥ in the presence of the source:

- SW
b o= = A5.
57 (A.5.50)

Let us consider two examples: a real scalar superfield (as in gauge theories) and a chiral
superfield. With the first one, the superspace partition function can be written as

2] = [ien{ [1-3vav + ov)+ v}

) 1 1
- exp{/ﬁmt(ﬁ)}el’p{é/ajaj} , (A551)
whereas in the case of a massless chiral superfield, we have

Zlj, 3] = / [dDAD] e:cp{ / d*2 [P + Lips(P, D)] / do2j® + / dﬁzj'cT)}

_ exp{/ﬁim(%,%)}exp{—/j%j} | (A.5.52)

From the expansion of these expressions we can derive the propagators, vertices and sym-
metry factors.
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Superspace Feynman rules

e Propagators: We present here the propagators for massless chiral(antichiral) and real
superfields. These propagators are those that we need in our work. A detailed list with
more propagators can be found in [38] or [61].

VvV —P(2 — 2) = —A(z; — 29)6*(0; — 6y)
(I)(I) . P(Zl — 2’2) = A(l’l — 1’2)54(91 — 92) (A553)

e Vertices: For each chiral(antichiral) line there is a D?(D?) factor acting on the propa-
gator. If all the lines are purely chiral or antichiral, one of the factors is omitted.

e Apart of the usual space time integrals (or momentum space integrals), there is a d*6
integration at each vertex.

e When computing 1PI graphs (in order to obtain the effective action), for each external
line we multiply by the corresponding superfield. In the case of a chiral (or antichiral)
line, no D?(D?) factor appears.

e Some diagrams have symmetry factors.

A superspace diagram which corresponds to a contribution to the effective action is an
expression formed by some external fields, supercoordinate integrals f d*x;d*0;, propagators
(P;;) and superspace covariant derivatives acting on them [38| [6I]. The propagators are of
the form Pj; = A;;0(0; — 6;) = A;;0;; with A;; the usual spacetime propagator and ¢;; the
o-function on the anticommuting coordinates. The covariant derivative{s_ can be integrated
by parts, obey the Leibnitz rule and a “transfer” rule of the form of ¢;; D= —D;d;;. So, we
can choose a propagator that links two vertices and remove all the D’s from its d-function.
Then, if we have other propagators that link these two vertices, we can apply the following
properties

0ijij = 8judij = 035D 0y = 633 D}0i; = 6D Doy = 653 DF D}y = 0
0y D} D}6ij = 0;; D} D}0ij = 6,;D5 D} D;adij = 63 (A.5.54)

Now, with the free superspace d-function, we can contract the propagator between the two
vertices to a point in #-space. As this procedure can be repeated for other pair of vertices,
we conclude that we can write the effective action as

r = Z/d4xi...d4xnd491“(x1,...,xn)é(xl,e)...V(xi,e)... (A.5.55)

This expression has one important consequence. We have found that in a perturbative
calculation a contribution to the effective action with a purely chiral(antichiral) integral
d*0(d?0) never gets generated. Hence, if the original action had purely chiral terms (as
mass terms ®2 or cubic interactions ®?) they can not be modified with radiative corrections

[73, [74]. This is called the no-renormalization theorem for chiral superfields.
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A.5.1 Quantization of supersymmetric gauge theories

As in usual gauge theories, when we quantize a supersymmetric gauge theory with functional
methods we have to fix the gauge, as in the path integral we do not have to integrate over the
physically equivalent gauge field configurations related by gauge transformations [47]. Hence,
we will present here the generalization of the usual gauge fixing procedure to superspace.
We start with the previously defined SUSY Yang-Mills [69] action

1 _
SO == —ﬁt'f’/délxd‘le (e_gVDaegV)D2(€_gVDaegV) . (A556>
g

Then, with A (the chiral parameter of the gauge transformation), an arbitrary function f
and a gauge-variant function F' such that F' = f for some value of A, we define a functional
determinant as

A(V) = / (dAA) S[F(V, A, A) — f] SIF(V.ALA) — )
6F/_\

- / [dAdAdA dAe! 2 & (GrA+5ER)+] d°2 X (35 A+354) (A.5.57)

where the variational derivatives are evaluated at A = A = 0.

Then, we introduce inside the partition function the unity in the form of the functional
determinant and its inverse. With a change of variables that is a gauge transformation we
set the A integral as a constant infinite factor reabsorbed into the normalization [38]. Also,
in order to get a result independent of f and f, we average with a gaussian weighting factor
of the form [[dfdf] exp(—2tr [ d®zff). Hence, the partition function is written as

1 _
Z = /[dV] (A(V)) ™ exp {So - —tr/dsz FF} . (A.5.58)
«
Using as gauge fixing function F' = D?V and replacing the parameters A, A’ of (A.5.57) by
anticommuting chiral ghost fields ¢, ¢ (superfield extension of Faddeev-Popov ghosts [32])
we find [38]
Z = /[dVdcdc’dcdc’]eSO+SGF+SFP : (A.5.59)
where

Sgr = —étr/dégz (D*V)(D?*V)

Spp = tr/d4xd49 (€ +&)Ligy [(c+¢) +cothLygy(c—¢)| , LxY =[X,Y]
(A.5.60)
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Appendix B

Background (super)field method

In order to quantize a gauge theory with functional methods, a gauge fixing procedure has to
be used, so as no gauge field configurations related to a given one by gauge transformations
are taken into account in the path integral (all of them correspond to the same physical state).
However, as a result of this procedure, explicit gauge invariance is lost. The background field
method was developed (see references from [4] to [83]) to allow us to fix a gauge without
losing explicit gauge invariance. Although originally the method was developed for the one-
loop case, it was soon extended to include multi-loop effects [45] [84] [85], [86, [87]. The basic
idea is the splitting of the gauge field in two parts: the quantum field, which is the variable
of integration in the functional integral, and the background field. Thus, we are allowed to
fix the gauge for the quantum field whereas we can maintain explicit gauge invariance in
the background one. We will first discuss the non-supersymmetric case and then obtain the
generalization of the method to superspace [38] [61].

B.1 Yang-Mills theory

We will use the conventions of [88] which are those detailed in section B.IIl We begin
defining the splitting of the gauge field in two parts as

Al — AL+ B, (B.1.1)
where A}, is the quantum field and By is the background field. With this splitting, let us
consider the functional Z[B] = [[dA]e=%0A+5) where Sy(A) = 1/4 Jd*xFS(A)F,(A) is the

usual Yang-Mills action. After the usual gauge fixing procedure [45] this functional becomes
(¢, ¢ are Faddeev-Popov ghost fields)
w=0

(B.1.2)

IF(B)
ow

ZB] = /[dAdch]exp{—So(A+B) — %tr/d‘lx F(A, B)2+t7’/d4$5
Q

Notice now that So(A + B) is invariant under two types of transformations

89
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1. Quantum

0B: = 0
1
GAL =[O+ gf B + A
1
= —(Dw)" + [ AL (B.1.3)
9

where D, is the background covariant derivative.

2. Background
1
JB = Eauw“+f“chﬁwc
a abc oAb, c
0A, = [fAw (B.1.4)

Our aim is to fix the quantum gauge invariance and at the same time maintain the back-
ground gauge invariance. Thus, the gauge fixing function has to transform covariantly with
respect to background gauge transformations. Hence, we choose as gauge fixing function
F* = (D,A,)?*, which implies that Z[B] becomes

Z[B] = / [dAdcdc)e=5AB)

_ / (dAdcddexp {—SO(A +B) - %tr / dix (DA, + tr / iz c[DuDM]c} |
(B.1.5)

with (Dyw)® = d,w* + g f**(A%, + Bf)w".

As can be seen, Z[B] is manifestly invariant under background gauge transformations. In
order to make the connection with the usual functionals (Z,W =InZ and I'[4] = [ JA-W
with A = §W/4.J), we define another functional like Z[B] but with the quantum field coupled
to a source

Z[J,B] = / [dAdcdd e SAD+H] Ao JiAL (B.1.6)

We remark again that by construction, this is explicitly invariant with respect to background
gauge transformations. Starting with Z[.J, B] we can define analogous functionals as the usual
ones like W = InZ and I'[A, B] = [ JA — W[J, B], with A = 6W /dJ. If we perform the
change of variables in the partition function A}, — A}, — B}, is straightforward to arrive to
[45]

Z[J,B] = e 17PZ[J B, (B.1.7)
where Z[J, B] is the usual partition function with the gauge fixing and ghost terms evaluated
in an unusual but nevertheless valid gauge that depends on the background gauge field. So,
we have for the other functionals

WI[J,B] = —/JB+W[J,B] (B.1.8)
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and, with A = §W/§J being the usual classical field
A = -B+A
I'[A, B] = /J(A+ B) — W|J, B]

= /JA — W|J, B]
= TA, B] (B.1.9)
We have found is that T' and the usual effective action I are related by
I'[A,B] = T[A+B,B]. (B.1.10)

If we restrict ourselves to diagrams with no external A we have a relevant identity: T 0,B] =
I'[B]. This implies that the usual effective action can be obtained through the evaluation of

I'[0, B]. This quantity is computed by summing all 1PI diagrams with B fields on external
legs (fl = 0 implies that no A field propagators appears on external lines) and A fields inside
loops (as the functional integral is only evaluated on A fields).

One of the consequences of the background field method is that the renormalization of
the gauge parameter (go = Z,g) and the background field (B, = Z;/ 2B) are related. As we
have explicit background gauge invariance, the infinites appearing in f[O, B] must take the

form of a divergent constant times (F},)?. At the same time, F, is renormalized as

(Fo)o = 2% |0.B —0,B + ngZé/Qf“chzBﬁ] : (B.1.11)
Hence, in order to get explicit background gauge invariance, the following relation must hold
Z, = Zg'"*. (B.1.12)

B.2 Super Yang-Mills theory

In this section we apply the conventions for superspace discussed in appendix [A] (those of
reference [38], which we also follow in this section). As the gauge transformation is non-linear
in the supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory, a linear splitting in the gauge field is unsuitable
[38,[61]. In order to define a splitting, we will re-examine the Yang-Mills case from a different
point of view. The Yang-Mills action is invariant under local transformations of the form
0AL = 1/g Ow® + f“bcAch. If the transformation is global we still have invariance, with
the gauge field transforming as a matter field 0 A7, = f“bcAch. Then, considering again a
local w, we can gauge the global transformation using the background field to covariantize
the derivatives. This covariantization is of the form

(D,w)* = (0,w)* + gf“bCAch — (Dyw)* + gf“bCAch
= O+ gf ™ (A + B)uw* . (B.2.13)

Hence, we have a linear splitting because the gauge field is linear in the covariant derivative.
The procedure for the supersymmetric case is completely analogous [38]. At the end, we
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have to covariantize the derivatives with the background field, which implies that we have
to replace D4 — V 4 with V 4 a background covariant derivative. However, we have to take
also into account that the covariant derivatives in a supersymmetric gauge theory can be
formulated in two representations:

e Chiral representation: This is more suitable for quantization. Hence, in the background
field method, we work with a quantum V' in a chiral representation.

e Vector representation: We do not have to quantize the background fields. Hence, vector
representation is useful for these fields as background covariance will be manifest. In
fact, we will show that we can work with the background covariant derivatives without
introducing explicitly the background prepotentials.

So, we define the supersymmetric splitting writing the covariant derivatives in a quantum
chiral but background vector representation:

Ve, = e 9V,
Vd = vd
Voo = —i{Va, Va} (B.2.14)

with g the coupling constant.

If we go to a background chiral representation (as can be seen in [A.4.2] this is achieved
by multiplying with e=9%(...)e’?, where €2 is the background prepotential), we can straight-
forwardly see that this splitting is equivalent to [3§]

9V — 9%V 9 (B.2.15)
The split derivatives V 4 transform covariantly under two sets of transformations:

1. Quantum:

eV 5 ei9heVemigh , VoAA=VA=0
Vi — Vg4 (B.2.16)
Which implies that V4 transforms as
V4 — 9V 470N (B.2.17)

2. Background:

edV — e edVemigK =

Vi — €95V 798 (B.2.18)
Which implies

Vi — 95V ge7 95 (B.2.19)
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Although V 4 has different transformations under background and quantum transformations,
is not difficult to show that the transformation of the unsplit gauge field is the same in both
cases [38].

If we study the background splitting of an abelian theory (SuperQED), the situation is
simpler. In concrete, we have a linear quantum-background splitting of the form

V-=V+B, (B.2.20)
where V and B are the quantum and background gauge fields respectively. This can be seen

from the general supersymmetric quantum-background splitting expressed in terms of the
background prepotential €2

B = Q+Q. (B.2.21)
With this splitting the two sets of transformations are

1. Quantum:

V = V+i(A-A)

B — B. (B.2.22)
2. Background:

V =V

B — B+i(A-A). (B.2.23)

Let us now consider the background field quantization. We start defining, as in the Yang-
Mills case, a partition function Z with the gauge field split. After the gauge fixing 2procedure
with a background covariantly chiral gauge fixing function of the form of F' = V"V (which
implies that the Faddeev-Popov ghosts are also background covariantly chiral) this functional
becomes [38]

Z = / [dVdedd dedd) 5(VPV — f)§(V2V — f)eSotSer (B.2.24)

In this case, due to the fact that we are dealing with constrained background chiral superfields
rather than usual chiral superfields, when we gauge-average we have to consider a more
sophisticated function. If we average with a factor like exp [ fM f, with M an operator, in
order to normalize we have to divide by detM. Hence, if M is a function of the background
field we must average with an expression of the form

/ [df db]e/ M ePMP (B.2.25)
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with b a field of opposite statistics to f that is called Nielsen-Kallosh ghost [58]. As this
field only interacts with the background field and enters quadratically in the action, it only
contributes at the one-loop level. In our case we gauge-average with a factor as

/ [dfd fdbdble ] = F1+00] (B.2.26)

where it is clear that b,b are background covariantly chiral ghost fields. All of this implies
that the partition function can be written as

Z = / [dV dcdc ded? dbdb)e®r s

Seff = So—i-SGF—i-SFp-i-/Z_?b. (B.2.27)

As in the usual Yang-Mills case, we can relate the background field functional with the usual
effective action (in a special background gauge) once we set the sources to zero and consider
diagrams with external background lines and internal quantum propagators [3§].

B.2.1 Covariant Feynman rules

After the supersymmetric quantum-background splitting, two approaches can be followed to
perform the calculations. The first one is to use explicitly the background connections of the
covariant derivatives in the calculations (V, = D, + T, and V4 = Oas + T'aa). So, in this
situation we can apply usual D-algebra [55]. On the other approach, we do not extract the
spinor connection of the covariant derivatives. Therefore, instead of using usual D-algebra,
we apply the covariant D-algebra defined for these derivatives. Supergraphs obtained in this
way give contributions that are only functions of the space-time connection I', or the field
strength W,. Not only these diagrams are simpler and fewer in number than those of the
first procedure, but they are more convergent, as we do not have contributions with T',,
which is of lower dimension that W, and I',4. In this section we will detail this second
approach.

Let us consider a quantum-background split action of the form of

1 —
5= " / d'wd'0 (79 e )V (e Ve

+ / d*zd*0 ¢e?" ¢ + / d*z [d*0 P(¢) + h.c.] | (B.2.28)

where ¢ is background covariantly chiral superfield.

After the gauge fixing procedure, we add to the action a gauge-fixing term (Sgr),
Faddeev-Popov (Spp) and Nielsen-Kallosh ghosts terms (Syx). All of them have the follow-
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ing expressions

1 _
Sap = ——tr / d*2d'0(V2V)(V?V)

1
Spp = tr/d4:cd4‘9; {5/0—0/5"‘ §(Cl+5/) gV, e+ +...

«

Syxg = 1y / d*zd*6 bb (B.2.29)

The quantum gauge quadratic action can be written as [38, [61, 59] 60]

1 - Ge 1 .
—§tr/d4xd49v [III —iW°V, —iW Vd] vV , O= §V“°‘Vm

We denote this kinetic operator as = 0 — iW*V, — iwdvd. Also, for the background
covariantly chiral superfields, we define operators O, by

Vi = O, , O,=0-iW°V, — %(Vawa)

V%6 — 0.6 . O —0—iw'v, - %ded) (B.2.30)
The covariant Feynman rules can be obtained from the partition function once we have
introduced real and chiral sources J, j. This partition function can be written as [3§]

o o0 0

Z:AA mt \ T o o
+ETP [S t<6J 570

)} exp [/ d4xd49(%Jﬁ_1J —j07 . (B.2.31)

where A, A, are one-loop contributions from real and chiral superfields (including ghosts).
From this it is clear that covariant Feynman rules are similar to the usual ones except that
for V-lines we have 77" as the propagator, ¢ and ¢ fields in vertices are joined by —Dll, and
usual D? factors at the vertices are replaced by V? factors. Making use of these covariant
Feynman rules, in the background field approach we consider vacuum graphs with quantum
vertices derived from S;,,, O  and —Djrl propagators and V2, Vv’ factors. The idea is to
use the algebra of covariant derivatives and Bianchi identities to push, in each propagator,
the covariant spinor derivatives to a given vertex. At this point, using the anticommutation
relations, they can be integrated by parts or eliminated in favour of space-times derivatives.
Finally, we have to apply the relation [59)

515V2V 201 = 01 (B.2.32)

in order to obtain free grassmanian d-functions that allow us to evaluate 6 integrals.
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Appendix C

Gauge parameters and the RG
equations

In order to fix the gauge when quantizing the different theories that we have treated, a
gauge fixing term that depends in an additional parameter a has been added to the action.
Therefore, we have to take care of the running of this gauge parameter in the RG equations.
In general, these equations applied to two-point functions are of the form

0 0 0
Ma—M+ﬁa_g+7a%—2’y FQ—O,
where 7 is the anomalous dimension, 3 the beta function and ~, the function that takes care
of the running of the gauge parameter. So, we need 7, to verify the two-loop background
RG equations. However, as in the models that we have considered the first dependence on
a of the background two-point function can only arise at the one-loop level, we can obtain
the relevant terms of the 7,(g) expansion by means of the evaluation of the one-loop RG
equations for the quantum gauge field self-energies.

C.1 Abelian examples

C.1.1 QED

Figure C.1: One-loop QED diagram. Wavy lines correspond to gauge fields and solid lines
to fermion fields.
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The one-loop contribution to the quantum photon self-energy is shown in figure[C.Il This
has an explicit expression of the form

A (oor) = —(3e)*Tr [y, 05 Ay, 17 0LA]
(C.1.1)

which is the same that we have found for the background gauge fields in (2Z1.9]). Hence, with
the same procedure as for the background fields, we find the following renormalized value

e? In 22 M? e?
— O — 1) . 1.2
1272(472) x? 3672 (x)} (C-12)

44 (1)(35) = —(0,0, — 0,,0) {

urvR

With this, the quantum gauge field two-point function expanded to one-loop order in a
general gauge is

e? e? In 22 M? 1
Ff}:‘R(x) = (040 — 60 B) [5@) - Wé(x) - 3(4m2)2 22 } - a@u&ﬁ(x) +0(e") .
(C.1.3)
As this function satisfies the usual RG equation
0 0 0
[Ma—M + 5(6)§ + %(6)% - 2%4(6)] e =0, (C.1.4)

using the one-loop expression (C.1.3]) we find the following one-loop values for v4 and 7,

L
WO = st ©15)
rale) = —3(33;2)6%.... (C.16)

C.1.2 Super QED

Figure C.2: One-loop Super QED diagram. Wavy lines correspond to gauge fields and solid
lines to @, or ®_ propagators.

For the supersymmetric extension of the previous model, the situation is very similar. We
start by considering the kinetic part of the action for the quantum gauge field in a generic
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gauge. This is of the form

1 = 1 >
@ = 5 / d*zd*0 VD*D?*D,V — ~ / d'zd'0 (D*V)(D*V)
a
1 1
= _§/d4xd49 VOILV — 2—/d4xd49 VO,V , (C.1.7)
a
where we have used the projection operators 11 = -D*D?D, /0 and I, = (D*D? +

D?D?)/0. As in QED, the one-loop renormalized contribution to the quantum gauge field
self-energy is the same that we have evaluated for the background case ([2.2.48). So, the
complete expansion to one-loop order of this self-energy is

1 1 g* In 22 M>

= __D 1 - _D D 1D7 4 . B
I'(z) 5 I1,6(x) 5 oo (z) + TSE I o O(g*). (C.1.8)

Thus, considering that this amplitude satisfies a RG equation of the form

0 0 0
M — — @ — =2 [I'= , 1.
i +B(g)ag +%(9) 5, — 2w(9) 0 (C.1.9)
the values that we find for vy and ~, are
_ 1 2 +
YWvoo= 2(47{2)9 e

o

Yo = —@924— (C]_]_O)

C.2 Non-abelian examples

C.2.1 Yang-Mills

m@m TOO OO
\\\ ’4‘

Figure C.3: One-loop Yang-Mills diagrams. Curvy lines correspond to gauge fields and
dashed lines to ghosts.

We begin writing the effective action as
1 a al
r- . / dhudty A%(x) AD(y) DA D — y) + O(4) (C.2.11)
If we consider the part of the Yang-Mills lagrangian which depends only in the quantum
fields Aj, in a generic gauge this is of the form
1 1

2 Ew i + 51+ 6)(0,45)(0,47) (C.2.12)
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Notice that we have redefined the usual gauge parameter o as = = (1 + ¢). With this, the
effective action can be written as

1
r=; /d4xd4y AL 6% (=0,,00(x — y) — £0,0,6(x — ) — T (@ — )| Ally)

+0(A%) . (C.2.13)

At the one-loop level, as is shown in figure [C.3] we have contributions with gauge and
ghost loops. We first obtain the fully expanded bare expressions (in Feynman gauge) and
then renormalize them according to CDR rules.

e Gauge loop

g2 facdfbdc

— —
3 By 8D 52) 4 00,05 = D)+ (57 -0

XPA%—%%MM@—WNMM%—@ﬂ%y

ngAéab )
= —5 [2(0,0, — 0,,0)A% + 100, (A, A) — 10A0,0,A
— 46,,0M(ADA) — 26, A(DA)] . (C.2.14)
e Ghost loop
—g* fele frean,, 82” A, = —g*Cad™ [0,(A0,A) — AD,O,A] . (C.2.15)

Adding the two previous results we find the total bare contribution to be

A4S (@) = GCad™ [0,0,A% = 6,00 + 40,(A0,A) — 26,0 (AA)
— 4AD,0,A — 6, A(DA)] | (C.2.16)

and with CDR identities it is straightforward to obtain the renormalized result as

" b |9 1
Hf}fu?(x)‘R = 206" [5(3“8,, — 6,,0)A%(x) — Ton? (0,0, — (5H,,|:])5(SL’):|
2,7 sab 21 72
g°Cx6 15 _Ina*M
- —5 - 0)|=—=0o ) 2.
Tadn? (0,0, — 6,,0) = ~ + 25(m)] (C.2.17)
S0, FZ;‘/ can be written as
AA ab b 5g°C4 _Inx®M?
Fuu r(x) = —0,06(x)—£9,0,0(x) + (9,0, — 6,,,0) 4872 (472) O 22
2
g CA 4
+ 7727T2(47T2)5(I):| +O(g") . (C.2.18)
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Inserting this in the RG equation

0 0 0
Mgs +80) 5, +eze — 2 Lo e—o =0, (C.2.19)

we can easily obtain the values for v¢ and v4 as

Ve = oy T
YA = _4871'29 (C.2.20)

C.2.2 Super Yang-Mills

NN Javavay
(a) (b)
Figure C.4: One-loop Super Yang-Mills diagrams. Wavy lines correspond to gauge fields

and dashed lines represent ghosts.

The kinetic term of the Super Yang-Mills action for quantum gauge fields in a generic
gauge is

1
S = —5tr / d*xdiyd*0 V(x,0) [OI, 5 + (1 + €)OM] VO (y, 0)d(z —y)
(C.2.21)

where again the usual gauge parameter « is redefined as é =1+ ¢&. We have for these fields
an effective action of the form of

T, — / dadyd 0 Ve (z, )T P (z — y)V(y,0) + ... (C.2.22)

The diagrams that contribute to the one-loop quantum gauge field self-energy are those of
figure [C4l As an example, we will detail the calculation of the ghost contribution (diagram
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(a)). This is of the following form
2
1loop g CYA
Ve = =3
x [D3D3Py] — 2 [D3D3Pys] [D3D3 Py }
2C _ _
=7 23A / d*z1d%z V(21) [D*D*V(2)] Prao [D3D3Ps)]
9°Ca
93
9°Ca
5
9°Ca

/ B o1dz Vo (21)V(22) {[D2D2Py] [D3D3Py) + [D2D2Ps)]

_|_

/d821d822 Va(Zl) [D2D2Va(22>:| P12 [D%D%Plg}

/d821d822 Va(Zl) [D2D2Va(22)} P12 [DSDSPH}

/d821d822 V(21)V%(22) Pra [DD3 D3 Ps)

/d821d822 Va(21> [DdDava(Zg)] P12 [aidDngplg] y (0223)

where in the second step we have used identity (2.2.51)). With this expression it is clear that

we can apply the d-function property (A.5.54]) that leaves a free grassmanian d-function,

allowing us to perform one of the 6 integrals. At this point, renormalizing and identifying

r1 = x, 9 = y we find for this contribution
2

Ly = -2 SA /d4xd4yd49 Ve (x,0)

1 1
——0OIly — -0OI1
10Ty 1/2

Va(y’ 9) Aiy R -
(C.2.24)

Diagram (b) can be evaluated in a similar way [61]. The final result is found to be

2
00! g CA a 5 1 o
Ty = - 5 /d4xd4yd49V (z,0) — 0y + 70| V (y,0) A2, 5 -
(C.2.25)
The total contribution is then obtained as
1 loo 1 loo: 1 loo:
L'y Po= L'y (a;n—i_FV (b)p
392°Ca / 4o In(z — y)>M?>
= ——— [ d*z2d*yd 0 V*x,0)OI1, ,,V*(y,)0—————— (C.2.26
16(47T2)2 ra-'y (:L', ) 1/2 (y7 ) (,’,U _ y)2 ( )

From the effective action, defining F“I/b @ (x) = 5‘“’F§/2) (), we have a RG equation for

quantum gauge fields of the form of

[ 0 0 0

M+ Bl) 5 +2e0) 5% - 2w] ()

517 5% —0, (C.2.27)

€=0

and we find Fg) (x) to be evaluated as

3¢°Cy _Inz?M? 4

(C.2.28)

D (2) = —36(@)0M a — S3(x)(1+ E)OIL,
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Straightforward operations lead us to obtain the following values for vy and .

3,
W T8
30,
LTy

g2—|—...

24 ... (C.2.29)
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Appendix D

Explicit calculations

D.1 Integrals with overlapping divergences

Here we will show how we can obtain the different expressions for the integrals with over-
lapping divergences presented in section [[L3.2

D.1.1 Notation

Be begin by discussing some notation that we use in these calculations. As we did when we
listed integrals of section [L.3.2] we will write the final results in terms of a variable z = x —y.
Some intermediate local results will be found to be multiplied by a constant termed a which
value is a = 67*¢(3)/(47?)%.

Integral relations

To obtain some of the results, we use the following exact integral relations

/ Pud s A (00 80) (L0 D) Ay Ay,
_ / AU D (7 D) Dy (VD) Ay
b [ s 8GO Do
Lo / AU A (02 D) Ay (2D ) Ay
+OROT / B ud*o A (07 D0) Ay Ay Ay (D.1.1)
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oY / Fud'o  Agy Dy (020YA ) Ay Ay
= %ag / dud v Ay Dy (OA) Ay Ay,
- / ud*s Ay Dy (OA ) Ay Ay,

%0303 / A ud™s ApuDy (VA1) Ay A (D.1.2)

o / BUdD DD (OO ) (DD ) A

_ iagagag / dud s Ay Dy (07 A0y) Ay Aoy

%agm / d*ud'v AgyDay (0900 Ays Ay

_%m / U Ay (1A ) Ay (D.1.3)

To prove these relations, one has only to perform the derivatives and expand the different
terms.

D.1.2 Calculations
Evaluation of H[1,1; 1,1], H[0,,1; 1,1] and H[1,0, ; 1,0,

These integrals are obtained by means of Gegenbauer Polynomials [7), 37].

Evaluation of 0{H|[1,0, ; 1,0,]
Contracting (D.I1.T]) with 6, we obtain

0VH[1,0,; 1,0,] = §aﬂH[1,1 ; 0,1 - H[1,0,; 1,00 — §DH[1,8M ;1,1 .
(D.1.4)
In order to renormalize, we have only to write the previous expressions in terms of the integral
form I'(z) (remember OA = —§), and use the results found in section [L3.1l Therefore we
find
1
GHILO,: 1,0\ = S0.A1Y) = (80,0 + %(aua)
11, .2 1/2
R 1 3 In 22 M
— O D.1.
” 32(4%2)38” 22 * (D-1.5)
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Evaluation of H([0,0,,0, ; 1,1]
In this case, no integral relation is used to write H[9,0x, 9, ; 1,1] in terms of I'
1 wi
H[apaA78A ; 171] = iﬁuH[akua)\ ; 171]
1 X )T 1 wi
== §au0>\H[1,3)\ 3 ]_,1] —§8MH[1,IZ| ) ]_,1]
1 a
= SO = 50,0)
1 —%1n2z2M2—1n22M2

0,0
32(4m2)3 22

1=

+... (D.1.6)

Evaluation of 0{H|[1,0, ; 0,05, 1], 0H[1,0x ; 0,0,,1] and H[1,0y ; 0x0,, 1]
First of all, the third integral (I.3.54]) will be evaluated with relation (D.1.1)
HI[1,0y; O\0,,1] = %8§H[1,8A 0 1,0,] + %8§H[1,1 ; 1,0,0,]
+%8§H[1,8A 0 1,00 + %ngafH[l,@A ; 1,1] . (D.1.7)
Using the previous results

1 L1n2 22 M2 — T1n 22 M2
HR[l,ﬁA; a)\a,,,l] = 32(47T2)30MD8 22 8

+... (D.1.8)

However, this integral along with the other two, can be obtained with other method.
The idea is to apply the CDR decomposition ([2:38) into trace part, traceless part and
additional local terms to the divergent subdiagram (9505 Ay.)Ay,Ay,. Considering this in
the general integral

/ dud'v DD D) (YD) Ay,

” 1
4

Se 1
£ 2 0 Lew i (D.1.9)

1
6EU[A8PI ]R - 2567T2 P—R — W P

(D.1.10)

where I,., stands for the traceless part. The one-loop ambiguity fixed by CDR is reflected
in the second term of (D.1.9) that at two loops has become a logarithm of the scale. In the
renormalization of the traceless part normal differential renormalization will be used, leaving
ambiguities (local terms) not fixed.

The expression for I,., is

Telolp

1 =z 1 T,
Inon = B ~ A5, + (A= 3B) [55M+—65P€] k. (D.1.11)

8
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or in the form of the integrals being discussed

3

Dour = —guw%%&4—ByLAg (D.1.12)
1 2

@@MR::—@ﬁf@A—m[ﬂ@@A§+§@%%Aﬂ (D.1.13)
1 1

WD r = @HF@A—B)FEQQA%+§MHﬁWAﬂ. (D.1.14)

The value of (34 — B) is easily obtained using (D.I1.12)), because this corresponds to
integral (.3.54)) that was obtained previously. IL.e.

/ d'ud'v  Apu (O3 A0) (004D ) Ay Ay | =

1 In?* 22M? — Z1n 22 M?
= 0,0
32(4m2)3 " 22
1 11n? 22 M2 + L1n 22 M2 16
- 08 4 - Lo D.1.1
3ﬂm¢ﬁa 22 (4m2)s 7= 1 (D-1.15)
which implies that
4
(3A—B) = %}. (D.1.16)

With this result the evaluation of (I.3.56) and ([.3.58) are straightforward

1 1 16
x 1TR . _ 1 2
oNH [1,8“ ; 0,0y, 1] = —ial,(Aauf )R — W@&,AR — W&\IHMR
1 1102 2202 + Lin 2202 —Ln 22 M2
= — m 8 oo—4—— "~
+... (D.1.17)
o 7R 1 ! Oy ) 16
8}\H [1, (%\ 3 8“8,,, 1] = —15“1,8)\(A8)\] )R — WDAR — Wa)\[)\“y}g
1 —L1n 2202 1102 2202 + 3 1n 22 M2
= — o—2 ~ " oo8 8
32(4m?)3 O 22 O 22

+... (D.1.18)
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Evaluation of 05H|[1,0, ; 1,0,0,]

109

Using integral relation [D.1.0] we can write this contribution in terms of others previously

obtained. Explicitly, we find

ONNH[1,05; 1,0,0,] = ONH[1,0x; 0,0,,1] — K0, H[1,0; 1,0,]
—050VH[1,0y\; 1,0,] —0,0H[1,0, ; 1,1]
R 1 11n 22 M2 1n? 22 M? + 3 1n 22 M?
19,902 """ 45 008 8
” 32(4m2)3 | 22 o 22
+...

Evaluation of H[1,0,; 1,0,]

Considering (I.3.56) and applying (D.1.1]) we can put this as

1 1
OFH(L 0, 9,00 1] = SOH[LO, 3 1.9,]+ 5007 H[L 15 1,0,0)]

1 1
+5OOKH[L, 0, 1,0\ + S DH(L 9, 1,1].

Remembering previous results

1 11n2 2202 + Lin 2202
x 1T R . . 8 8
OVH"™1,0,; 0,05, 1] = 732(47T2)38H81,D

2
1
+§DHR[1, d,; 1,0,] + (local terms)
So that

1 —Ln 22 M2

OH"%[1,0,; 1,0,] = m5WDD27+...

Evaluation of H[1,1; 0,0,,1]
Using (L3.58), (IL.3.59) and the identity

OH[1,1; 8,0,,1] = OTH[L,0x: 0,0, 1] + 0T H[Ox, 1 0,0,,1],

we can easily arrive to

1 1n® 22M? + 3 In 22 M
DHR[]_, 1 3 aua,/, 1] = mdu,/‘:”:‘él 22 4

(D.1.19)

(D.1.20)

(D.1.21)

(D.1.22)

(D.1.23)

(D.1.24)
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Evaluation of 0H|[1,1; 0,0,,0,]
Using (D.1.3) and (L360) we can write this as

. 1 1
OYH[1,1; 0,0,,0,] = §DH[1, 1; 0,0,,1] — ZagagagHu, 1; 0Oy, 1]
1
—ZGEDH[I, 1; 0,,1].
(D.1.25)
Hence, we have only to use previous results to find
1 LIn® 22 M? + 2 In 22 M
ONH[1,1; 0x0,,0 — 6,008 8 D.1.26
A (1,15 0x0y, M] 32(472)3 I 52 + ( )

Evaluation of 0H|[1,1; 0,0,,0,]

With (D.1.3) and (I.3.53),this contribution can be evaluated with the same procedure of the

previous one. So, we have

OH[L 15 0,0,,0)] = JOOH[LL; 9 1]+ ORGL0LH[L 15 0, 1]
1 LT T
+§8>\8“H[1,1 3 8)\8,,,1]
1172 27072 4 3 2712
R 1 sIn” 22 M= + £ In2*M
i 732(47r2)38“8”m = +... (D.1.27)

Evaluation of H|[1,0,0, ; 0,0, 1]

In this case the CDR decomposition into trace+traceless+local terms ([L2.38]) will be used

again, as in (L3.50) and (L.3.58])

1 1 1
HA[1,0,05; 0,0x,1] = —Z(Aauayﬂ)R — Z[A(a“ay — Zéﬂym)ﬂ]R
1 1
- — — 24,0
12872 B0 AR = 15551800, = 70w D) Al
64
+7(47r2)5 LA r (D.1.28)

where 5, stands for the integral with the traceless parts. This was calculated in [14], and
the result was found to be

64 5
2 _9,0,A% +

13
— 1 = — LAY D.1.2
[@m2)F AR = Ger Ow AR (D-1.29)

48 M
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Adding up all the terms, it is easy to arrive to

1 1n? 22 M? — 2 In 22 M?
HR 1 -0, 1 VD 6 36
[1,0,0 ; 0,0, 1] 732(47r2)3 0,0 =
—Ln?22M? — Bn2M?
24 72
+6,,00 - T
(D.1.30)
Evaluation of H[1,0,0, ; 1,0,0,]
In this case, applying , (L3.53), (I.3.54), (I.3.56) and (L3.63) we get
H[1,0,05; 1,000,] = HI[1,0,0x; 0,0x,1] —05H[1,0,0, ; 1,0,]
—0yH[1,0,0\ ; 1,0\] — 0505H[1,0,0 ; 1,1]
R 1 88D%lr12z2M2—|—%lnzzM2
~ 32(4m2)3 | MY 22
—Ln? 2202 — L p 22 M2
_'_ 5uy|:||:| 24 22 72
(D.1.31)

D.2 UV and IR divergent integrals

In this section we will detail the renormalization of three relevant integral expressions that
appear when considering two-loop diagrams made up by the insertion of a one-loop propaga-
tor. Examples of this are diagram (a) of QED or diagram (b) of the Yang-Mills case. These
expressions are

I’z —y) = /d4ud4v ApuAy, A2,
Ig(x —y) = /d4ud4v AmAyU(AuvaﬁAw)

Igy(a: —y) = /d4ud4v ApuAyy (A 0,0, Ayy) - (D.2.32)

D.2.1 Renormalization of I°

The renormalization of I° is detailed in section [LI.3, and here we only recall the final
renormalized result found there.

1

32172 [In® 2® M7y + 2Ina® M7p(1 — Ina®M?)] + ...

Ip(z —y) =

(D.2.33)



112 APPENDIX D. EXPLICIT CALCULATIONS

As in diagram (b) of the Yang-Mills theory we have contributions of the form AOIY and
Ad,0,I° we have to evaluate them. For the first one, it is clear that

DIO(I» — y) = O / d4ud4v AZ‘UAZJ'UA’!%U

— /d4v A, A2
= —I'(z—y)
1 In(z —y)2M?

R
Rl T v (D.2.34)

where we have used the renormalized value found for I'. Finally, in order to obtain Ad,d,I°
we have to consider (D.2.33)) and apply usual DiffR. With this, we find

1 In 22 M2 11?22 M2 + Ln 22 M2
[A@M@]O]R(;p) = m [auay% +6WD4 n°x Tnx

T (D.2.35)

T2

D.2.2 Renormalization of 12

The renormalization of ]2 is straightforward, once we recall that CDR imposes ]2 R= %0;”[%.

D.2.3 Renormalization of I,
Applying CDR to the subdivergence we find

1

IEV = %/d‘lud‘lv Ay (0,0, — 15uuD)(Aiv)R +

1
+2887T2 /d4ud4v DAy (0,0, — 6,,0)6(u — v)
= laafo—ia DIO+¥88 /d4uA A +5“7”A
3R TR T o (4 VT4 T

With this we can evaluate the expression that appears in diagram (b) of the Yang-Mills case
(AI},). We find the following result

[Afgu]}z(x) =

1 %lnx2M2 —Ln 22 M2
), 8 0—— | + . D.2.
EDPE {@8 poam " + (D.2.36)



Resumen

Renormalizacion diferencial

Renormalizacién diferencial [7] es un método de renormalizacién en el espacio de posiciones
que consiste en sustituir expresiones que son demasiado divergentes para tener una trans-
formada de Fourier bien definida, por derivadas de otras expresiones menos singulares. Asi,
por ejemplo 1/z* no tiene una transformada de Fourier bien definida, y renormalizacién
diferencial proponer reemplazarla por la solucion de la ecuacién diferencial

L~ o6 240, (37)

4
x
que es

——O— (38)

1 1 B 1 Inx2M?
R_ 4 2

ot
Notar que se ha introducido una constante con dimensiones de masa M que parametriza la
ambiguedad local. Debido a que un cambio en M puede ser reabsorbido en un reescalamiento
de la constante de acoplamiento, esto sugiere que las amplitudes renormalizadas satisfacen
ecuaciones del grupo de renormalizacién, con M jugando el papel de escala del grupo de
renormalizacion.

Aunque en este trabajo se traten sélo teorias sin masa, renormalizacion diferencial puede
ser aplicada sin ningtin problema a teorias masivas, ya que las masas solo alteran el compor-
tamiento a larga distancia de los correladores |7, [11].

Renormalizacién diferencial se puede aplicar para renormalizar diagramas de orden ar-
bitrario en teoria de perturbaciones. En concreto, en [I3] se expone una implementacién
sistematica de renormalizacién diferencial a cualquier orden en teoria de perturbaciones. En
general, cuando se aplica renormalizacién diferencial a un calculo a orden superior, apare-
cen nuevas escalas correspondientes a la renormalizacion de los distintos subdiagramas que
forman el diagrama completo.

También es relevante senalar que, aplicando renormalizacién diferencial en espacio de
momentos, se pueden renormalizar divergencias IR. Asi, por ejemplo

1 1 Inp?*/M3,
Lﬂ =0 e (p). (39)

Sin embargo, a la hora de renormalizar una teoria que tenga divergencias IR y UV, se ha
de tener en cuenta que ambas renormalizaciones han de estar desacopladas, implicando por

113
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ello que ambas escalas (IR y UV) han de ser independientes. En concreto, en este trabajo
se discute una expresién divergente IR de la forma Inp?/M?/p*, donde M es una escala
UV producto de una renormalizacion previa en espacio de posiciones. En este caso, la
independencia de las escalas se consigue en el momento que imponemos la relacion

2] -]

M
oM pt oM pt

(40)

R

Esto se satisface ajustando los términos locales en los que aparecen ambas escalas, obte-
niendo entonces la siguiente forma para la expresiéon renormalizada mas general [15]
[lan/M2] 1 —In®p?/ M2, +2Inp?/ Mz, (1 + Inp?/M?) M3,

= —=0O + In
p4 B 8 P p2 (aIR 2

+b1r)6(p) -

(41)

Una de las caracteristicas mas importantes de renormalizacién diferencial es que la in-
variancia gauge se preserva. Sin embargo, debido a las ambiguedades que se generan en el
método de renormalizacién, se han de imponer en cada calculo (con una teoria gauge) las
identidades de Ward de forma explicita, de tal manera que se fije el esquema de renormal-
izacion. El hecho de que se preserve invariancia gauge se refleja en que siempre es posible
satisfacer estas identidades con las expresiones renormalizadas (excepto por supuesto las
anomalias).

Renormalizacion diferencial restringida

Para evitar la necesidad de imponer las identidades de Ward explicitamente en cada calculo,
se desarrollé Renormalizacién Diferencial Restringida (RDR) [21]. Este método consiste en
proporcionar una serie de reglas que a priori fijan toda la ambiguedad inherente al proceso,
de tal modo que las expresiones renormalizadas sean directamente invariantes gauge (no es
necesario imponer las identidades de Ward). Las reglas que impone RDR son:

1. Reduccion diferencial

e Funciones con comportamiento peor que el logaritmico se reducen a derivadas de
(como mucho) funciones logaritmicamente divergentes sin introducir constantes
dimensionales extra.

e Expresiones logaritmicamente divergentes se escriben como derivadas de funciones
regulares, introduciendo una tnica constante M, que tiene dimensiones de masa
y juega el papel de escala del grupo de renormalizacion.

2. Integracion por partes formal. No se tienen en cuenta los términos de contorno diver-
gentes que aparecen cuando integramos por partes. En relacién a esto, la renormal-
izacion y la diferenciacién deben ser dos operaciones conmutativas: si F' es una funcién
arbitraria, entonces [0F|g = O[F|g.

3. Regla de renormalizacion de la funcion delta

[F(x,21,...,2,)0(x —y)|r = [F(x,21,...,2,)]r0(T — ¥) (42)
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4. Validez de la ecuacion del propagador
[F(z,21,...,2,)(0 —m?)An(2)]g = —[F(x,21,...,2,)0(2)]g (43)
donde A,, es el propagador de una particula de masa m y F' una funcién arbitraria.

Aplicando estas reglas, obtenemos un conjunto basico de expresiones renormalizadas.
Por lo tanto, el proceso de renormalizacién consta de dos partes: en un primer momento,
se realizan todas las contracciones de indices (RDR no conmuta con esta operacién) y se
escribe la expresion desnuda en términos de estas funciones basicas. En un segundo paso, se
sustituyen estas funciones por sus valores renormalizados.

Aplicacion de RDR a calculos a dos bucles

Aunque RDR se ha desarrollado sélo para calculos a un bucle, proporciona informacion til
cuando tratamos cdlculos a dos bucles. Veremos que aplicar RDR fija univocamente los
coeficientes de todos los logaritmos de las escalas en la expresion a dos bucles renormalizada,
que son los términos que necesitamos para evaluar la ecuacién del grupo de renormalizacién.
Es por ello que, al obtener las expresiones renormalizadas a dos bucles, no tendremos en
cuenta los posibles términos locales que se generen. Distinguiremos dos situaciones diferentes:
diagramas con divergencias anidadas y diagramas con solapamiento.

Divergencias anidadas

En este caso, empezamos imponiendo RDR a la subdivergencia. Al hacer esto, fijamos los
términos locales a un bucle que tenemos en el diagrama, junto con los logaritmos de las
escalas a un bucle (Inz?M?). Entonces, al considerar la expresién completa del diagrama
y aplicar renormalizacién diferencial normal, nos encontramos que todos los coeficientes
que corresponden a logaritmos de las escalas estan univocamente determinados, ya que los
términos locales a un bucle (que se promocionan a logaritmos) han sido fijados por RDR. Con
este procedimiento, realizamos la renormalizaciéon de diferentes expresiones que contienen la
siguiente integral que se utiliza a lo largo del trabajo: I' = [ d*ul;,A2,

1 In? 22 M? + 21n 22 M2

[AT'] (@) = — RS O p + (termin. locales)
1 In® 22 M? + In 22 M? .
[AD, ] (@) = — 64(47r2)3a“|:] o + (termin. locales)
1 In? 22M? + 2 In 22 M?
[A@u&,[l} R (Zlf) = —m laua,,ﬂ x23
1 1112:172M2+1—311nx2M2 i
- 15,“,55 p + (termin. locales)
1 1 In 22 M? .
[ADI ]R () = 32(47?2)2DD o~ + (termin. locales) . (44)
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Divergencias con solapamiento

En el caso de divergencias con solapamiento, la situacién es mas complicada, ya que muchas
veces es dificil reconocer las expresiones a un bucle a las que hay que empezar aplicado
RDR. Por lo tanto, lo que hemos hecho es obtener una conjunto completo de integrales
renormalizadas con solapamiento, con como mucho cuatro derivadas actuando sobre los
propagadores y dos indices libres. Con esta lista podemos obtener la expresién a dos puntos
renormalizada de cualquier teoria con acoplos derivativos; lo que implica que, aplicando el
método del campo de background, nos permite obtener la funcion beta. Para evaluar las
integrales hemos empleado basicamente dos métodos:

e Mediante igualdades integrales rescribimos las integrales en términos de otras que ten-
gan un d’almbertiano actuando sobre uno de los propagadores. Esto permite obtener
la integral como suma de contribuciones de integrales con divergencias anidadas, en
las cuales se aplica lo que hemos discutido anteriormente.

e Utilizamos la descomposicién en parte con traza y sin traza que impone RDR (en la
que se anade un término local fijo).

Esta lista esta escrita en términos de una expresion H que hemos definido como
HIO1, 025 04,01 = [ d'ud's (OF8,) (058, (O30, ) OB A, (45

siendo O; un operador diferencial.

HE1,1: 1,1 = f’gjfz()i)A =aA (46)
HA9,, 15 1,1] = %(@Mnga@ (47)
HE[1,0y: 1,0,] = —16(;2)351“Z;M2+... (48)

HKHR1,0,; 1,00 = _32(;2)38“5%1“;22]‘42 49)
RH1L1; 0301 = o (iﬂz)gaugiw 22M2;%1nz2M2 . 0

HE[1,00; 000, 1] = 32(;2)38#5%1]&2 Z2M2Z; £ 1n 22 M? (51)

HR(0,00, 05 5 1,1] = 32(;2)3@”5_%1“222]‘4222_IHZQMQ+... (52)
RHEL,0, ; 0,001 = m [8u8VD%1n2Z2M2;%1n22M2

+4,,00 (53)

»2

—i lnzzMT
S ot g
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1 —11n 22 M2
R ) _ 2
H [1,8,“ 1,0,] = 32(4%2)36‘”D o + (54)
N 1 —11n 22072
0>\HR[1,8)\ X (%8,,, ].] = m |:8N8VD2T
ll 2 2M2 + §1 2M2
+4,,008 n e = s 1% +... (55)
. 1 11n 22 M2
OYHY[1, 005 1,0,0,] = (472 {@8”!:127
L1n2 22 M2 4 3 1n 22 M2
+6,,002 ne ;;8 ne ] (56)
1 1n® 22M? + 3 In 22 M?
R ) _ 04 4
HR[1,1; 0,0,,1] e 47r2)35’“’ = + (57)
. 1 11n? 22 M2 + 3 1n 22 M2
8/\HR[1,1; 8)\81,,8“] = méwjm 8 2 8 + (58)
1 10?22 M2 + 2 In 22 M2
z TR . _ 8 8
OLHE[L,1: 0,0,,0\] = ma@m -
1 1102 22 M2 — 5 1n 22 M2
HR[L&uaA; 8V8>\,1] — m [8“8,,56 n-z 5 36 11 %
—Ln? 222 — 21 22 M2
24 72
+46,, 00 = +... (59)
1 112 22012 4+ 491 .2 )2
HR[]_,aua)\; 1,(9,,(9)\] = m [aﬂaumﬁ n z 22 36 nz
—5; In® 22M? — L In 2° M?
+4,,00—2 = 2 + (60)

Ejemplos abelianos

QED

La renormalizacién diferencial de QED a dos bucles fue realizada en [14] empleando identi-
dades de Ward para relacionar las escalas. En este trabajo reharemos este calculo empleando
RDR a un bucle, que nos permitira obtener la funcién beta de QED sin necesidad de emplear
dichas identidades. Utilizaremos para los célculos los convenios de [14], por lo que la accién
que consideramos es

1 _
L = ZFWF’W + Yy (0, +ieA, )Y, (61)

donde 1 es el campo fermiénico y F), se expresa en términos del campo gauge A, como

Fru(2) = 0,4,(2) — 0,4, (x).
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A diferencia que en [14], realizaremos los célculos con el método del campo de background.
Con este método, se divide el campo gauge en dos contribuciones A, — A, +B,,: una cudntica
(A,), que es la variable de integracion en el la funcién de particién y por lo tanto sobre la que
se fija el gauge, y otra background (B,,), en la que se mantiene invariancia gauge explicita.
Esto tiene multiples consecuencias, entre las que destacamos el hecho de poder obtener la
funcién beta a partir sélo de la funciéon a dos puntos.

Un bucle

La autoenergia del fotén a un bucle tiene una expresiéon desnuda de la forma

MO0 = (el Tr 37 Ay 0YA]
= —e*Tr [vlﬂ/\%va} (Ox(AD-A) — A0LO,A) (62)
a partir de la que, de acuerdo a las reglas de RDR, obtenemos el siguiente valor renormalizado
2 In 22 M? e?
nt = — —5,0) |—— g - .
uVR(x) (aual/ 5uu ) ]_271‘2 (471‘2) 1’2 367’(‘2 5(1’) (63)

Obtenemos ahora la autoenergia del electréon, ya que es una insercion dentro de uno de
los diagramas a dos bucles. La expresion para esta contribucién es

L@)V = 5827 0A @) | (64)

que utilizando el propagador del fotén en un gauge general y las funciones basicas de RDR
se renormaliza como

(1) 9 1 In 22 M? 1 In 22 M? 1
E(x)R (IL’) = &Y 4(47_‘_2)28)\‘:] 22 + (Oé - 1) 4(47’(’2)28)\‘:] 22 + 1671'28)\5(:1:) .
(65)
Autoenergia del foton background a dos bucles
(a) (b)

Figure D.1: Diagramas a dos bucles de QED.

En primer lugar, senalar que los cdlculos a dos bucles los realizamos en el gauge de
Feynman. Esto es debido a que la seleccion de este gauge en concreto no afecta a la ver-
ificacién de las ecuaciones del grupo de renormalizacién a dos bucles, como se vera al dis-
cutir dichas ecuaciones. Por lo tanto, el propagador desnudo del fermién en dicho gauge es

YW () = =22  AD\A().
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Comenzando por el diagrama (a), este tiene la siguiente expresién desnuda

N2z —y) = —(ie)? / d*ud*v Tr [y, (=05 A0u) B (w0 = )7 (=02 Ay )17 (A )] -
(66)
Para simplificar la notacién, definimos I}) como I} = [ d*ud*v AyuDyy(Auw0uAuy), que nos
permite escribir esta contribucién como
N9 (x) = e [=32(0,A)000, 13 + 166, (05 A)OND, 15 + 16(0,A) 01 — 85, (9,A)019] .
(67)
Por lo tanto, la renormalizacién de esta expresion pasa por estudiar la renormalizacion de Ig.
Es facil demostrar que esto se puede escribir en términos de la renormalizacion de la integral
I' definida previamente. Asi, 9,17 p = —31} y OIf) p = —18,I},. Entonces, la contribucién
renormalizada de este diagrama es
—In®22M? — 3 In 2 M?
+4,,00

2 T

64

24(472)3

+ (termin. locales) .

In?22M? + & n 22 M2
2a
M2 () = e

0,0,

(68)

Pasamos ahora a renormalizar el diagrama (b). En este caso, lo que tenemos es un
diagrama con divergencias de solapamiento. La expresion béasica de este diagrama es

e (@ —y) = —(ie)* / dud*v Tr [1,(* 02 D)V (VP O Ay )y

X (VBAY) Y (V05 Ava) A
(69)
Mediante identidades de las matrices v, e integrando por partes las derivadas que actian
sobre A, y Ay, podemos rescribir esto en términos de las expresiones H como
NEY =e* [ =85, 0H[1,0x; Ox, 1]+ 1607 H[1,0, ; O,1] — 85,05 H[1, 05 ; O, 1]
=160, H[1,0x ; Ox0,, 1] + 1605 H[1,0x ; 0,0,,1] — 160y H[1,0,, ; 0x0,,1]
—160,H[1,0; 0,,1] +80,,0yH[1,0; 0, 1] + 160H|[1,0,0, ; 0,,1]
—160YH|[1,0,0, ; O, 1] + 160, H[1,0,0, ; Ox,1] —16H[1,0; 0,0,,1]
+80,, H[1,0; O,1] + 32H[1,0,0 ; 0,0,1] —16H][1,0,0, ; O,1]]. (70)
Aquellas contribuciones que tienen un d’alamebertiano se pueden rescribir en términos de
la integral I', por lo que su renormalizacién es inmediata. El resto se encuentran dentro de
la lista de integrales con divergencias de solapamiento (o pueden ser facilmente expresadas

en términos de esas integrales), con lo que sélo hay que sustituir el valor renormalizado
correspondiente. Por lo tanto, la contribucién renormalizada del diagrama (b) es

4 In? 22 M? + Y 1n a2 M2 In? 22 M? + L7 1n a2 M2
NC0() = g |0,0.0 : :
" 12(472)3 2 72

+ (termin. locales) . (71)

- ~ §,,00
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Entonces, la contribuciéon total renormalizada a dos bucles de la autoenergia del foton es

2 h(x) = 2029(2) + 1EY(x)
4 1 2M2
— 67(6“(‘3” _ 5MVD)DL

(4723 (72)

12

donde . .. corresponde a los términos locales que no estamos teniendo en cuenta.

Ecuaciéon del grupo de renormalizacion

Estudiando la ecuacion del grupo de renormalizacién a un bucle para la funcién a dos pun-
tos de los campos cuanticos, obtenemos que la funcién que corresponde a la variacion del
pardmetro gauge en dicha ecuacién 7, (e)0/0a. Esta funcién tiene una expansién de la forma

Yal€) = —%62 + O(e?). Esto justifica el poder realizar el cdlculo a dos bucles en el gauge

de Feynman, ya que 7,(e)0/0a actuando sobre cualquier diagrama a dos bucles no afecta
a la verificacién de las ecuaciones del grupo de renormalizacién (es de orden superior en e,
yva que la primera dependencia en « de la autoenergia del foton background aparece a dos
bucles).

En cuanto a los campos background, si definimos B, = %B:L, tenemos que la dimensién
anémala de este nuevo campo es nula, ya que la renormalizacion de B, y de la constante
de acoplamiento verifican la relacién Z../Zg = 1. Por lo tanto, la ecuacién del grupo de
renormalizacion que verifican estos campos es

9 9\ BB _
(MaM —i—ﬁ(e)ae) | R =0, (73)
con

Fff(x —y) = (0,0, —6,0) 5 (z—y) =z —y). (74)

Con las contribuciones renormalizadas que tenemos para II,,,, obtenemos que la funcién
beta a dos bucles de QED es

1
3(472)° T 4(4m2)

S+ 0(e7) . (75)

SuperQED

Pasamos ahora a obtener la renormalizacién de la extension supersimétrica del caso anterior,
SuperQED. Aqui, aplicamos los convenios del superespacio definidos en [38], con los que la
accién de SuperQED es

S = / dzd*0 W*? + / d'zd'0 O eV D, + / d*zd*0 ®_e Vd_ | (76)

donde W, es un supercampo quiral, que se expresa en términos del supercampo real gauge
V' v de superderivadas covariales D, como W, = iD?D,V. ®, son supercampos quirales
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de materia. Es importante senalar también que se puede definir teoria de perturbaciones
en el superespacio: en este caso tenemos diagramas definidos en términos de superpropa-
gadores P;; = A;;0;5, donde A;; es el propagador usual y d;; es la funcién delta de variables
grassmanianas.

Al igual que en el caso de QED, realizamos los calculos en el gauge de Feynman (se
justificard posteriormente su uso) y con el método de campo de background. El supercampo
gauge V' se divide por lo tanto en dos contribuciones V' — V + B: V es el supercampo gauge
cuantico y B el background.

Funcién a dos puntos del campo B a un bucle

Figure D.2: Diagrama a un bucle en SuperQED.

En este caso, la expresion desnuda es
) g2 — —
F+ = 5 /d821d822 B(Zl)B(ZQ) [D%Pm D22:| [DSPH D21:| (77)
que, con el algebra de derivadas covariantes, puede ser rescrita como

2
= & / d*zd'yd* B, 0) [D*D*B(y, 0)] A2,
2
—|—%/d4xd4yd49 B(z,0)B(y, 0)Azy (OA)
- 9
—%/d4xd4yd49 B(x,0) [DdD&B(%Q)} Ay 0ia Ay - (78)

Aplicando RDR,, obtenemos el siguiente valor renormalizado

2

u 9 4., g4, 94 a2
ro _m/dm yd'"9 B(x,9) [D*D*DaB(y, 6)] O

In(z — y)2M?
(z—y)?

(79)
Funcién a dos puntos del campo B a dos bucles

Omitiendo la expresién desnuda de cada diagrama en términos del superpropagador P;;,
tras aplicar el dlgebra de superderivadas covariantes tenemos las siguientes contribuciones
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f f (a) : E (b)
Ei (©) E E (d)
Figure D.3: Diagramas de SuperQED a dos bucles.

no renormalizadas

4

re” — % / d'zd'yd'0 B(z,0)B(y,0) [O(AIY) — 2A% — 3°4(Adua )] (z — )

+92 / d*zd*yd*0 B(x,0) [D*D*D,B(y,0)] [AI'] (z —y)
reY = g / d'zd'yd'0 B(z,0)B(y, 0) [~O(AIY) + 2A% + 9°% (AdualY)] (z — y)

—g /d4xd4yd49 B(z,0) [D*D*DoB(y,0)] [AI'] (z —y)

4
réd = % / d'zd'yd'0 B(z,0) [D*D*D,B(y,0)] [AI'] (z —y)
4
+g— /d4xd4yd49 B(x,0)B(y,0) [D(All) — A3 — 80‘0"(A8ad11)} (x —y)
+L / d*zd'yd'0B(z,0) [D’ D*D*B(y,0)] CB"“H[%B, 1;1,0nd
rx = L / d*zd*yd*0 B(x,0)B(y,0)A?, . (80)

Antes de obtener las expresiénes renormalizadas, podemos sumar todas las contribuciones
desnudas que forman la expresion a dos bucles, ya que al emplear RDR todas las estructuras
se renormalizan siempre con las mismas escalas. En [37], donde se obtuvo la renormal-
izacion diferencial de SuperQED a dos bucles, este calculo simplificado no se podia realizar,

ya que habia que renormalizar cada estructura con su escala correspondiente, para al fi-
nal relacionarlas mediante las identidades de Ward. La expresién final renormalizada que
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encontramos es

2a 2b 2¢ 2d
r2 = 2(r(+ )T 417 4+ 1¢ ’)‘R

= g4/d4xd4yd49 B(x,0) [DBDQDO‘B(y,H)} C’B‘j‘HR[ﬁﬁﬁ-,l i 1, Onal

4 2]\[2
g 4 4 4 a2 hl(l y)
0——+ ...
= 16( 2)3 /d xd yd 9 B(SL’,H) [D D DQB(y,e)} ( y)2

(81)

Ecuacién del grupo de renormalizacién

Al igual que en QED, evaluando la ecuacién del grupo de renormalizacion a un bucle de los
campos cuanticos, obtenemos que el valor de la funcién correspondiente a la variaciéon del
parametro gauge es de orden g2. Esto, unido al hecho de que ni el nivel arbol ni la correccién
a un bucle de la autoenenergia del campo B dependen del parametro gauge, justifica que
hayamos podido realizar el calculo en el gauge de Feynman. Con la ecuacién del grupo de
renormalizacion para campos background, obtenemos el valor de la funcién beta a dos bucles
como

1 1
B(9soep) = WQA?S)‘QED + mgg@m) + O(gg‘QED) ; (82)

donde empleamos la normalizacién usual de la constante de acoplamiento, g = \/iggQED.
Estos valores concuerdan con resultados previos encontrados en la literatura [39] 40, [41].

Ejemplos no abelianos

Yang-Mills
El lagrangiano de esta teoria es
1 1 . “
L= JELEL+ 5 (0u4,) (0,A)" + (@um) (Dun)" (83)

donde A}, es el campo gauge, n y 7 son los fantasmas de Fadeev-Popov, Iy, = 0,47 —
0,AS + g f“bCAZAﬁ y f¢ las constantes de estructura del dlgebra de Lie asociada al grupo
de simetria. Al igual que en los ejemplos previos abelianos, los calculos los realizaremos en
el gauge de Feynman y con el método del campo de background, obteniendo la funcién de
dos puntos renormalizada del campo background Bj.

Un bucle

Si estudiamos la autoenergia del campo background en el gauge de Feynman, obtenemos la
siguiente expresion desnuda (suma de las contribuciones del bucle de gluones y fantasmas)

< Bi2)Bly) > = ¢°Cad™ [40,0,A% — 48,,0A% +20,(A0,A) — 409,0,A]
(84)
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TOO. TOO>
Figure D.4: Diagramas de Yang-Mills a un bucle.

que se renormaliza como
11 In 22 M? 1

- -5
ASm2(4m2) a2 7220 )

< Bix)BY(0) > = ¢°Ca6* (0,0, — 6,,0)
(85)

También consideramos la funciéon a dos puntos del campo gauge cuantico, ya que sera
una insercion en uno de los diagramas a dos bucles. El valor total no renormalizado de esta
funcion es

< AUD)A(Y) > = ¢PCa6™ [0,0,A7 — 5,007 4 49,(AD,A) — 28,0 (ADA)
— 4AD,0,A — 5, A(DA)] | (36)

y aplicando RDR

5 1
< Al()A(0) >p = g*Cad™ [g(ﬁu&/ — 6, 0) AR () — W(aﬁu - 5uu‘3)5($)]
2 ab 2 2
= IO 6, 5,0 | p M 25(:6)} | (87)

472

14472 T

Accién efectiva en un gauge genérico

A diferencia que en los ejemplos abelianos, el restringirnos al gauge de Feynman no es inocuo
en este caso. Para incluir las variaciones del pardmetro gauge en la ecuacion del grupo de
renormalizacién, obtendremos la dependencia lineal en £ (el pardmetro gauge definido a
partir del usual como é = 1+ &) de la accién efectiva background expandida a segundo
orden en los campos Bj;. Para obtener dicha accién efectiva, consideramos el generador de
funciones de Green conectadas W

1
W= —gtrin [5,0% - 29/ B;, + €(D,D,)"] | (88)

con D§¢ = 9,07 + gf“chZ y 0% = (D*D,,)®. A primer orden en ¢ y segundo orden en By,
esto se rescribe como

14

W = €£Cug°tr [%ABZVABZV—ZABZVAB“AA(‘)A@M : (89)

Renormalizando esta expresion, se obtiene facilmente la accién efectiva como

_£Caug?

. =
$T T 4(4n?)

/ dhedty B2 (x) B (y) (0207 — 6,,0) (DA — ) (90)
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Renormalizacion del propagador background a dos bucles

B0 oo

4
' (a)

Figure D.5: Diagramas de Yang-Mills a dos bucles (a)-(e).

Los diagramas (a)-(h) tienen divergencias anidadas, mientras que (i), (j) y (k) correspon-
den a expresiones con divergencias de solapamiento. En concreto, si evaluamos el diagrama
(a), tenemos la siguiente expresién desnuda

< BUOB) = = <20 0 [ o 8,5 -5 DA
X (O3 Auw) Ao (O3 Agu)
(91)
que puede ser rescrita en términos de la integral I' previamente definida como
< Bi(x)Bl(y) >a = —¢'C30% [40,(A0.I") — 0,0,(AI") —4A0,0,1'] . (92)

Con los resultados mostrados para I', esto se puede renormalizar de forma inmediata y
escribir como

42 sab 11,2272 8 2172
g C30 —zIn"2*M* — SIna*M
< BYz)B%0) > = 22— 10,0,0-2 9
KB e = Syt |0 -
5 In® 22 M? + & In 2 M?
+0,,002 S 2 2 + (termin. locales) .

i

(93)
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Q) 8

)

Figure D.6: Diagramas de Yang-Mills a dos bucles (f)-(k).

Tomando ahora (i) como un ejemplo de integrales de solapamiento, esta contribucion se
puede escribir en términos de las integrales H como

< BZ(:):)BS(y) >,= —%g‘*(]ﬁé“b [ 0L0VH[1,0x; Ox,1] — 20 H[1, 0 ; 0x0,,1]
—283[’[[1, a)\au X 0A, 1] + 4H[1, QﬁA X 81,@, 1] ] .
(94)

Una vez que tenemos esto, con la lista de expresiones H renormalizadas, llegamos inmedi-
atamente al siguiente resultado renormalizado

4,2 sab 1 2.2 2 17 2 2
a b _giC%0 —i5 In" 2 M — seInx” M
< B,(2)B)(0) >ip = 32(4r2)? 0,0,0 o
5 In? 22 M? 4 2 In 2% M>
+ 0,00+ = 2 ’ + (termin. locales) .
xr

(95)

Procediendo de forma similar en el resto de los diagramas, obtenemos la renormalizacion
de todas las contribuciones. Sumando todos los resultados, obtenemos el valor renormalizado
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de la funcién a dos puntos del campo background como

4,2 sab 1 2M2
_9 CA6 (8“8,,—5H,,D)DL

a b
< B(2)B,(0) >p (A =

+ (termin. locales) .

(96)

Ecuaciéon del grupo de renormalizaciéon

Evaluando la ecuacién del grupo de renormalizacion a un bucle para la funciéon a dos puntos
del campo cuantico, obtenemos el valor del coeficiente que se ocupa de las variaciones del
parametro gauge. Dicho valor es

5Ca 2,

_ 97
YL (97)

Ve =
Entonces, empleando ¢, la accién efectiva background a un bucle en un gauge genérico y el
resultado para la autoenergfa renormalizada del campo B} a uno y dos bucles, obtenemos
a partir de la ecuacién del grupo de renormalizacion background el valor de la funcién beta
como

Blg) = Big’ + Bg” +O(g")

B 11C 4
e T
1702

Super Yang-Mills

Pasamos ahora a estudiar la version supersimétrica del modelo anterior, Super Yang-Mills.
Al igual que con SuperQED, aplicamos los convenios de [38]. En este caso, la divisién del
campo gauge en parte cudntica y parte background es no lineal e9Verin = eVt con
V' el campo cuantico gauge y €2 el prepotencial background. Por lo tanto, las derivadas
covariantes gauge se escriben en una representacion quiral cuantica y vectorial background,
por lo que la accién dividida tiene la forma de

1 —
§ = g4t / d'zd'0 (e Ve )V (e Vet (99)
g

donde V, es la derivada covariante background. Esto implica que el la parte cuadratica en
V de la accién con el gauge fijado (de la cual se deriva el propagador cudntico) depende de
los campos background como

1 - e 1_ ..
—5tr / d*zd*oV [EI —iWoV, —iW V4|V |, O= §V°‘“Vm,

donde denotamos el operador cinético como 1= 0 —iW*V, —iW V. Otra consecuencia
del método de campo de background en el superespacio es la aparicién de los fantasmas
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de Nielsen-Kallosh, que corresponden a la normalizacién de la funcion que se utiliza para
realizar el promedio sobre los pardmetros gauge en el procedimiento funcional estandar de
cuantizacion. Hay que destacar que, como estos fantasmas entran cuadrdticamente en la
accién y sélo interaccionan con el campo background B (2 = Q = %B), solo contribuyen a
primer orden en teoria de perturbaciones.

Debemos notar también que para realizar los cdlculos a dos bucles empleamos supergraficos
covariantes. Basicamente, realizamos los calculos sin extraer de la derivada covariante la
conexién espinorial, mediante el dlgebra de las derivadas covariantes. Por lo tanto, tenemos
menos graficos y estos son mas convergentes.

Un bucle

A la autoenergia background a un bucle sélo contribuyen los fantasmas (tanto los de Fadeev-
Popov como los de Nielsen-Kallosh), siendo la expresién desnuda

BCA a B a
rm = -5 / d*zd*yd*9 B*(x,0) [D*D*B"(y,0)] A2,

30
2

13C' 4
+ 2

d'zdyd'0 B*(x,0)B"(y,0)A.,0A,,

/d4xd4yd4«9 B*(z,0) [D*D*B"(y,0)] Auy0sAuy (100)

que se renormaliza de acuerdo con las reglas de RDR como

3C _
1 _ A 4 .74, 74 a a 72 a 0
r 6@ /d vd'yd*0 B%(x,0) [D*D*D,B"(y,0)]

In(z — y)>M?

(z —y)?
(101)

En cuanto a la funciéon a dos puntos de los campos gauge cuanticos, las contribuciones
corresponden a los siguientes diagramas:

AVaVaV AVaVaY

A
' @ (b)

Figure D.7: Contribuciones a la funciéon de dos puntos cudntica a un bucle.

La contribucién final renormalizada en este caso es

39*Ca

B In(z — y)2M?
16(4m2)?

r [ dtdtyats Ve, 0)00,20(0,6)0
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Accion en un gauge genérico

Al igual que en caso de Yang-Mills, tenemos que evaluar la accién efectiva background
en un gauge genérico para tener en cuenta el término de variacion del parametro gauge &
(redefinido a partir del usual como £ + 1 = é) en la ecuacién del grupo de renormalizacién.
Obtendremos el término lineal en £ correspondiente a la contribucién a segundo orden en
campos background de la expansion de la accion efectiva. Para ello, a partir de un célculo
funcional, escribimos dicha accién como

Ty = —%tr In [ﬁ+§ <V2€2 + ?QVQH +trin [D_ +EevRiv?
= —%trlnﬂ—l—trlnﬂ_—l—Q, (103)
donde
0, = O0-iW*V,— %(V“Wa)
O = O—iWtv, — %(vdwd) | (104)

Considerando la expresiones inversas de los operadores, y quedandonos a segundo orden
en campos background, obtenemos el valor renormalizado como

5 / 4, .74 2 e
I d*xd*yd 0 Wz W O
3 16(1 2)2t’l" Yy 0 ( 79) a(y>9)

ln(x - y)2M12R
(x —y)?

+ 0% BY) .
(105)

Dos bucles

Para realizar la renormalizacién a dos bucles con supergraficos covariantes, simplemente
tenemos que considerar el siguiente diagrama de vacio:

Figure D.8: Contribucién a dos bucles a la accién efectiva background.

En dicho diagrama, los propagadores gauge ot dependen de los campos background,
por lo que hemos de expandirlos y quedarnos con el segundo orden en B. De esta expansion
tenemos dos tipos de contribuciones. Unas tienen campos W, explicitos, mientras que otras
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se construyen en base a las conexiones espacio-temporales background I',4. Asi, tenemos los
siguients resultados renormalizados para las contribuciones con campos W,

(2) 32'92031 4., 34 14 a VAR vas VA Yy a
SorPln = =2 [ diad'yd [W (2,0)0" W + W (z,0)8", W(y, )
i=1

x [AI°] (= y)
3ig*C3 / 4o o " In(z —y)*M? 3
29 A gy | dadyd W e, )W (y, 0)07, ——L 1+ O(B

(106)

la cual, mediante una identidad de Bianchi se puede escribir en una forma invariante gauge
como

2
ZF§2)|R = 3920itr/d4xd4yd29 W*(x,0)W ,(y,6)0 [A[O}R (xr —vy)

39°C3 / 4, g4 12 In(z — y)*M? 3
—— ¢ d*xd yd“0 W (z,0)W ,(y, )0 ————— B?).
16(47T2) r zray (x,0) (y,9) (z —y)? +0(B7)
(107)
Por otro lado, la suma de los diagramas con conexiones espacio-temporales es
5
YrP|R = —3¢°Catr / d*zdiyd 0 T°%(z, 0)T7%(y, ) (fﬁdé‘;g — (2CQBCQB)D)
i=3

M EN e 1 In(z —y)*M?
1187106 =)~ g

que, debido a ser una expresion transversa se puede escribir en términos de W, como

} +0(B?), (108)

tr / d'wd'yd’0 Tz, 0)07(y,0) (02,05, — 2CasCail) flw — )

fe%e's bgs
= —3tr / d*zd*yd*0 [D*B(x,0)] [D*D,B(y,0)] Of(z —y) + O(B®)
= 3tr / d*xd*yd?0 W(x, )W o (y,0)0f (z —y) + O(B?) . (109)

Por lo tanto, la expresién total renormalizada a dos bucles y segundo orden en los campos
background es

5
% SN = / d*xd yd>0W® (2, 0)W o (y, )LD (z — y) (110)

con
32C% 1 2?MP, + SIna?ME(1 — Ina?M?) + In 2 M?

64(4n2)? 2

+ (termin. locales) . (111)

r®@) =
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Ecuaciéon del grupo de renormalizaciéon

A la hora de evaluar la ecuacién del grupo de renormalizacién, los pasos que hemos de dar
son idénticos al caso de Yang-Mills. En primer lugar, con la ecuacién correspondiente a la
funcién a dos puntos de los campos cuanticos a un bucle, obtenemos el valor del coeficiente
de variacion del pardmetro gauge, 7:0/0¢. En concreto, tenemos el siguiente resultado

3C 4

Ve = —4(4W2)92+0(94)- (112)

Entonces, con 7, la accién efectiva en una gauge genérico y la contribucién a uno y dos
bucles a la autoenergia background, de la ecuacion del grupo de renormalizacién satisfecha
por los campos B

M+ Bl +elo) g | Tl =0 (113)

=0

obtenemos la expansién de la funcién beta como

Blgsyar) = —(3/2)[Ca/ (87)gdyrs — (3/2)[Ca/ B7) 98y 1 + Olgv ) (114)

donde hemos utilizado, igual que en el caso de SuperQED, la constante de acoplamiento
usual, que difiere en un factor v/2 de la que se emplea en [38]. Notar que, al igual que
en el resto de las teorfas consideradas, no tenemos dimensién anémala (yg), ya que con la
normalizacion que tenemos del campo background y la relacién entre la renormalizacion de
dicho campo y la constate de acoplamiento, vz se anula.

Este cdlculo nos permite dar una nueva visiéon sobre un punto controvertido: el origen de
las correcciones més alld de un bucle a la funcién beta de Super Yang-Mills. En un princi-
pio, Novikov, Shifman, Vainshtein and Zakharov (NSVZ) en [8] obtuvieron la “funcién beta
exacta” (fBnsyz) empleando un célculo de instantones, siendo posteriormente reobtenido
el coeficiente a dos bucles de esta funcién mediante cdlculos perturbativos (empleando re-
duccién dimensional) [55] 56 [63]. Aunque algunos célculos parecian indicar un origen IR a
las correcciones de orden superior de Sygyz [8, 41l 63], esto fue cuestionado en [9, [10], donde
empleando un formalismo wilsoniano (por lo tanto, en principio sélo dependiente del compor-
tamiento UV de la teoria) y diferenciando entre una constante de acoplamiento holomérfica
y una canoénica, se obtuvo un flujo NSVZ para la ltima.

Nuestro calculo tiene la virtud de evitar uno de los puntos conflictivos de la aplicacion
de métodos dimensionales a Super Yang-Mills: la regularizacién de tanto las divergencias
UV como IR con el mismo parametro infinitesimal, que implica que se mezclen ambas con-
tribuciones en los resultados renormalizados. Nosotros en cambio tenemos las divergencias
claramente diferenciadas al tener asociadas dos escalas independientes. Lo que hemos en-
contrado es que la escala correspondiente a la renormalizacién a un bucle es la que genera la
contribucién a dos bucles de Sysyz. No existe una escala a dos bucles UV (lo cual coincide
con la conclusién obtenida en [56], conforme a la cual, en un esquema de regularizacién en
cuatro dimensiones no hay divergencias superficiales), aunque esto no implica que el coefi-
ciente a dos bucles de la funcién beta sea nulo. Como se ve en este caso, la escala UV a un
bucle sobrevive a dos bucles al tener en cuenta los efectos IR.
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