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I. INTRODUCTION

The formulation of the Lorentz-violating Standard Model extension (LV SME) in [1,

2] became a milestone that defines the framework for studies of Lorentz-violating (LV)

field theory models. In the mentioned papers, the minimal LV extensions of Abelian and

non-Abelian gauge theories coupled to spinor and scalar fields were introduced, and the

perturbative calculation of the Carroll-Field-Jackiw (CFJ) term was performed. Further

extension of the LV SME has been carried out through the introduction of non-minimal

operators, such as non-renomalizable couplings and higher-derivative kinetic terms [3]. At

the same time, one more direction for constructing a more generic LV field theory model

consists in the introduction of new fields. In this context, the most interesting candidate

to be included in the extended model is the Rarita-Schwinger (RS), spin-3/2 field originally

proposed in [4] and actively studied within the supergravity context (see f.e. [5]). In the

Lorentz-invariant case, various issues related to the quantum dynamics of this field have

been discussed in [6, 7], and simplest LV extensions of this theory together with its coupling

to the gauge field, were constructed in [8], where the examples of one-loop calculations for

the case of the massive RS field, including the explicit obtention of the CFJ term, were

performed. In [9], this theory was generalized for a non-Abelian gauge field.

In the massless case, the studies of quantum dynamics of the RS field become more

complicated. Indeed, in this case the free RS theory turns out to possess a gauge symmetry,

which requires the introduction of a gauge-fixing Lagrangian for the RS field, therefore its

propagator must be strongly modified. Certainly, it will imply in very different results for

quantum corrections in the massless RS field theory. In this case we will study this theory

and calculate the lower LV quantum correction in the gauge sector, that is, the CFJ term.

It should be emphasized that, since the propagators in the massless and massive cases have

essentially distinct forms, the results for the CFJ term in the massless case can be different

from those ones obtained in [8, 9], and in this paper we will demonstrate this difference

explicitly.

The structure of the paper looks as follows. In section 2, we write down our Lagrangian

and the corresponding Feynman rules. In the section 3 we calculate the one-loop contribution

to the CFJ term for the linear gauge condition, and in the section 4, the same correction is

obtained with use of the nonlinear gauge. Finally, in section 5, we discuss our results.
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II. LAGRANGIAN AND FEYNMAN RULES

The starting point is the massless Rarita-Schwinger Lagrangian of the spin-3/2 field

coupled to the Maxwell field with the inclusion of a Lorentz-breaking term proportional to

the constant axial vector bµ, given by (cf. [9]):

L0 = ψ̄µ
i

2
{σµν , (i/∂ − e /A− /bγ5)}ψν . (1)

This theory will be called the Rarita-Schwinger LV QED.

The above Lagrangian can be rewritten as

L0 = ψ̄µ(i /Dg
µν − i(γµDν + γνDµ) + iγµ /Dγν + /bγ5g

µν

−(γµbν + γνbµ)γ5 + γµ/bγνγ5)ψν , (2)

where Dµ = ∂µ + ieAµ is the covariant derivative. Observe that with b = 0, the free part

of the above expression is the form of the free spin-3/2 Lagrangian, corresponding to the

choice of the constant A defined in [7, 8] to be equal to 1, given by

LRS = ψ̄µ(i/∂g
µν − i(γµ∂ν + γν∂µ) + iγµ/∂γν)ψν . (3)

It is also easy to observe that the above expression can be rewritten as

LRS = −ϵµνκλψ̄µγ5γκ∂λψν . (4)

Let us now consider the Feynman rules. The tensor operator of Lagrangian (3) is not

invertible because of the gauge symmetry of the theory (see [10] for details). From the

form (4) of this Lagrangian, the invariance under the transformations δψν = ∂νχ folllows

immediately. Therefore, it is necessary to add a gauge fixing term, e.g., given by

LGF = − 1

α
ψ̄µγ

µi/∂γνψν . (5)

Thus, by considering that LRS + LGF = ψ̄µ(G
−1)µνψν and Gµα(G

−1)αν = igµ
ν , for the

spin-3/2 field propagator Gµν in D dimensions, we find

iGµν(p) =
i

p2

(
/pg

µν − 2

D − 2
(γµpν + γνpµ) +

1

D − 2
γµ/pγ

ν

)
+

i

p4

(
4

D − 2
− α

)
pµ/pp

ν , (6)

We note that the theory possesses two gauge symmetries, so that within the first of them,

the standard one, the Aµ is transformed through the standard gauge transformations Aµ →
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Aµ + ∂µξ, and the RS field plays the role of the matter transforming like ψν → eieξψν , and

within the second one, the ψµ is transformed through its gradient gauge transformations

δψν = ∂νχ. At the same time, the gauge fixing term (5) is evidently not invariant under the

transformations ψν → eieξψν , i.e. besides the desired breaking of the gradient symmetry for

ψµ, necessary to define its propagator, it also breaks the standard gauge symmetry for this

field, which is a less desired effect. It is clear that it could be very interesting to maintain

the standard gauge symmetry for the RS field, but this will require a Aµ-dependent gauge

condition, i.e. a nonlinear gauge [11, 12]. We will consider such a possibility in the section

IV. Now, as a first step we consider a simplified situation, our gauge is linear, and there is

no additional vertices generated by the gauge condition, but the consequence of this gauge

choice will consist in gauge dependence of our CFJ term, as we will see further. We note

that the propagator of the massive RS field [8], in the zero mass limit, does not reduce

to this expression in any gauge. It can be emphasized also that our theory is essentially

four-dimensional, which excludes the scenario D → 2 and the related singularity of the

propagator. For the RS-photon vertex, we write

−ie
(
gµνγλ − (γµgνλ + γνgµλ) + γµγλγν

)
= −ieγµλν . (7)

The coefficient for Lorentz and CPT violation bµ leads to an insertion in the spin-3/2 field

propagator, given by

−i(gµν/bγ5 − (γµbν + γνbµ)γ5 + γµ/bγνγ5) = −ibλγµλνγ5, (8)

This insertion is the analogue of the standard b/γ5 insertion present within the calculation of

the CFJ term in the standard LV QED, see f.e. [13].

III. TWO-POINT FUNCTIONS: LINEAR GAUGE

Let us write down the contributions to the two functions of the gauge field, in which the

graphs are depicted in Fig. 1, with the symbol • is for the insertion (8).

The corresponding action, with one insertion of the coefficient bµ in the propagatorGµν(p),

is given by

S
(2)
CFJ =

i

2

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(Πλτ

1 +Πλτ
2 )Aλ(−k)Aτ (k), (9)
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FIG. 1: CFJ contributions to the two-point function of the vector field.

with

Πλτ
1 = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνGνα(p)bκγ

ακβγ5Gβρ(p)γ
ρτσGσµ(p+ k), (10a)

Πλτ
2 = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνGνρ(p)γ

ρτσGσα(p+ k)bκγ
ακβγ5Gβµ(p+ k). (10b)

Note that, by considering the shift pµ → pµ − kµ in (10b), we have

Πλτ
2 = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γρτσGσα(p)bκγ

ακβγ5Gβµ(p)γ
µλνGνρ(p− k)

= Πτλ
1 (−k). (11)

So, let us calculate only Πλτ
1 .

Thus, by considering Gµν = Gµν
1 +Gµν

2 , where

Gµν
1 (p) =

1

p2

(
/pg

µν − 2

D − 2
(γµpν + γνpµ) +

1

D − 2
γµ/pγ

ν

)
, (12)

Gµν
2 (p) =

1

p4

(
4

D − 2
− α

)
pµ/pp

ν , (13)

we can rewrite (10b) as Πλτ
1 = Πλτ

1a +Πλτ
1b +Πλτ

1c +Πλτ
1d +Πλτ

1e +Πλτ
1f +Πλτ

1g +Πλτ
1h , with

Πλτ
1a = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνG1να(p)bκγ

ακβγ5G1βρ(p)γ
ρτσG1σµ(p+ k), (14a)

Πλτ
1b = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνG1να(p)bκγ

ακβγ5G1βρ(p)γ
ρτσG2σµ(p+ k), (14b)

Πλτ
1c = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνG1να(p)bκγ

ακβγ5G2βρ(p)γ
ρτσG1σµ(p+ k), (14c)

Πλτ
1d = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνG1να(p)bκγ

ακβγ5G2βρ(p)γ
ρτσG2σµ(p+ k), (14d)

Πλτ
1e = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνG2να(p)bκγ

ακβγ5G1βρ(p)γ
ρτσG1σµ(p+ k), (14e)

Πλτ
1f = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνG2να(p)bκγ

ακβγ5G1βρ(p)γ
ρτσG2σµ(p+ k), (14f)

Πλτ
1g = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνG2να(p)bκγ

ακβγ5G2βρ(p)γ
ρτσG1σµ(p+ k), (14g)

Πλτ
1h = e2 tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµλνG2να(p)bκγ

ακβγ5G2βρ(p)γ
ρτσG2σµ(p+ k). (14h)
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As the denominators are different, we must use different Feynman parametrizations (with

the same shift, pµ → pµ + kµ(x− 1)), so that, after calculating the trace, we obtain

Πλτ
1a =

∫ 1

0

dx 2xµ4−D

∫
dDp

(2π)D
4ie2ϵλτµνbµkν

(p2 −M2)3(D − 2)2D
((D − 2)((D − 5)D + 2)DM2(x− 1)

+p2((D − 2)(D + 2)((D − 5)D + 2)x− 2(((D − 9)D + 22)D + 28)D + 304)), (15a)

Πλτ
1b =

∫ 1

0

dx 6(x− 1)xµ4−D

∫
dDp

(2π)D
4ie2ϵλτµνbµkν

(p2 −M2)4(D − 2)2D
(α(D − 2)− 4)(k2p2x

×(D2 + 2(D − 2)(D + 4)x2 − 4((D − 3)D + 6)x− 4D + 16) + (D − 2)

×DM4x+ p4((D − 2)(D + 4)x− 2(D − 8)D − 40)), (15b)

Πλτ
1c = −

∫ 1

0

dx 3x2 µ4−D

∫
dDp

(2π)D
4ie2ϵλτµνbµkν

(p2 −M2)4(D − 2)D
(α(D − 2)− 4)(k2(x− 1)2

×(DM2(x− 1) + 2p2((D + 4)x−D + 1)) + p4(D(x− 2) + 4x+ 2)), (15c)

Πλτ
1d =

∫ 1

0

dx 12(x− 1)x2 µ4−D

∫
dDp

(2π)D
4ie2ϵλτµνbµkν

(p2 −M2)5(D − 2)2D(D + 2)
p2(α(D − 2)− 4)2

×(k2(p2(D2(x− 1)(2x+ 1) + 3Dx+ 4x(7− 8x)) + (D + 2)M2(x− 1)

×((D − 4)x+D − 1)) + (D − 4)(D + 2)p4), (15d)

Πλτ
1e =

∫ 1

0

dx 3x2 µ4−D

∫
dDp

(2π)D
4ie2ϵλτµνbµkν

(p2 −M2)4(D − 2)2D
(α(D − 2)− 4)(2k2p2(x− 1)2

×(−2D2 + (3D − 14)(D + 4)x+ 7D + 10) + (3D − 14)Dk2M2(x− 1)3

+p4(D(3Dx− 4D − 2x+ 14)− 56x+ 20)), (15e)

Πλτ
1f = −

∫ 1

0

dx 12(x− 1)x2 µ4−D

∫
dDp

(2π)D
4ie2ϵλτµνbµkν

(p2 −M2)5(D − 2)3D(D + 2)

×p2(α(D − 2)− 4)2(k2p2(−(D + 4)(D2 +D − 14)x+ 2(D − 4)(D − 2)(D + 4)x2

+((3D − 22)D + 48)D) + (D + 2)(k2M2(x− 1)(D((D − 6)x+D − 13)

+8x+ 30) + (D − 4)(D − 2)p4)), (15f)

Πλτ
1g = 0, (15g)

Πλτ
1h = 0, (15h)
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where M2 = k2(x− 1)x.

Then, after we calculate the momentum integrals and sum the contributions, we have

Πλτ
1 = (N0 + αN1 + α2N2)ϵ

λτµνbµkν , (16)

with

N0 = −
∫ 1

0

dx
21−Dπ−D

2 xe2µ4−DMD−4

(D − 2)3
Γ

(
2− D

2

)
(D(−16(D − 4)(D − 2)(D − 1)

×x2 + 2((D(D + 4)− 75)D + 234)Dx+ (D(D(17− 3D) + 26)

−300)D − 472x+ 312) + 16(9x+ 28)), (17a)

N1 =

∫ 1

0

dx
2−Dπ−D

2 xe2µ4−DMD−4

(D − 2)2
Γ

(
2− D

2

)
(D(−8(D − 4)(D − 2)(D − 1)x2

+2((7D − 45)D + 66)Dx− (D − 4)D(13D − 62) + 88x− 320)

+16(74− 9x)), (17b)

N2 =

∫ 1

0

dx
2−Dπ−D

2 xe2µ4−DMD−4

(D − 2)
Γ

(
3− D

2

)
(D(D(−2D + 10x+ 7)− 38x+ 20)

+28(x− 3)). (17c)

Let us now expand the above expressions around D = 4, so that we obtain

N0 =

∫ 1

0

dx

[
−5x(3x− 2)e2

2π2ϵ′
+
x(8(5− 6x)x− 11)e2

4π2

]
, (18a)

N1 =

∫ 1

0

dx

[
3x(3x− 2)e2

2π2ϵ′
+
x(3(8x− 11)x+ 8)e2

4π2

]
, (18b)

N2 =

∫ 1

0

dx
x(9x− 5)e2

8π2
, (18c)

where 1
ϵ′
= 1

ϵ
− ln M

µ′ , with ϵ = 4−D and µ′2 = 4πµ2e−γ.

Finally, by calculating the x integrals, we have

Πλτ
1 = − 5e2

4π2
ϵλτµνbµkν +

α(α− 2)e2

16π2
ϵλτµνbµkν . (19)

Therefore, for α = 2 or α = 0, we have

Πλτ
1 = − 5e2

4π2
ϵλτµνbµkν , (20)

and at α = 1
20
(−1 ±

√
21), our CFJ term vanishes. We note that the non-triviality of our

result consists in the fact that the CFJ term is found to be gauge dependent. This fact, in

a certain sense, can be treated as an analogue of the famous ambiguity of the CFJ term in

usual LV QED.
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IV. TWO-POINT FUNCTIONS: NONLINEAR GAUGE

The above situation can change if we consider a gauge-fixing term, corresponding to a

nonlinear gauge, that is,

LGF = − 1

α
ψ̄µγ

µi /Dγνψν −
1

β
ψ̄µγ

µ/bγνγ5ψν , (21)

where new vertices and the LV insertion are introduced (for the Lorentz-invariant case such

a scenario was treated in [11, 12]). We note that new gauge-fixing term does not break the

”usual” gauge symmetry within which the RS field is transformed as a matter. Thus, within

the expressions (7) and (8), we have now

γµλνa = gµνγλ − gµλγν − gνλγµ + γµγλγν
(
1− 1

α

)
(22)

and

γµλνb = gµνγλ − gµλγν − gνλγµ + γµγλγν
(
1− 1

β

)
, (23)

respectively. Here, within the new gauge-fixing term (21), in order to keep track from its

Lorentz-invariant and LV parts, we introduced two gauge parameters α and β, and only at

the final step we consider the ”simple” case α = β. We note also that the non-linearity of

the gauge will imply in arising a new contribution to the CFJ term from the ghosts sector,

besides the expected one, generated by the RS sector. Let us obtain both these results.

A. Contribution from the RS sector

For the RS sector, we can follow the same lines as in the previous section. So, after

calculating the trace in (14), now considering γµλνa in the vertices and γµλνb in the insertion,

and evaluating the momentum integrals, using the same Feynman parametrizations as in

(15), we obtain

Πλτ
1 = (α−2N−2 + α−1N−1 +N0 + αN1 + α2N2 + α3N3)ϵ

λτµνbµkν , (24)

with

N−2 =

∫ 1

0

dx
23−Dπ−D

2 xe2µ4−DMD−4

3β(D − 2)3
Γ

(
2− D

2

)
(D(D3(1− 2x)4 + 2(2(2x− 5)x

+1)(D − 2Dx)2 + 4D(2x(5− 2(x− 2)x)− 5)x− 8x(2x((2x− 7)x+ 10)

−3)) + 32x), (25a)
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N−1 = −
∫ 1

0

dx
21−Dπ−D

2 xe2µ4−DMD−4

3β(D − 2)3
Γ

(
2− D

2

)
(3D5(1− 2x)4 − 6D4(1− 2x)2

×(4β(x− 2) + 7)− 4D3(84β − 6β(8(x− 8)x+ 55)x+ 4((x(15x− 22)− 60)x

+63)x− 67) + 8D2(84β + 6β(2x(x+ 35)− 49)x+ 4x(56− 83x)− 65)

+32Dx(−39β + 2x(3x2 − 3β(x+ 11)− 4x+ 28) + 29) + 64(39β − 29)x), (25b)

N0 =

∫ 1

0

dx
2−1−Dπ−D

2 xe2µ4−DMD−4

3β(D − 2)3
Γ

(
2− D

2

)
(3D6(1− 2x)4 + 2D5(6β(11− 2x

×(8(x− 3)x+ 19))− (1− 2x)2(2(6x− 19)x+ 49))− 4D4(3(97β − 61)

+x(−912β + 2x(516β + 2x(−48β + 15x+ 50)− 473) + 753)) + 8D3(405β

+x(−1281β + 2x(750β + x(−36β + 30x+ 35)− 526) + 951)− 297) + 16D2

×(−111β + x(519β + 2x(−492β + 6x2 + 4(7− 6β)x+ 225)− 601) + 292)

+32D(−33β + x(171β − 6x(−38β + x(−4β + 2x+ 5) + 10) + 307)− 160)

−64(21β(5x+ 4) + 82x)), (25c)

N1 =

∫ 1

0

dx
2−3−Dπ−D

2 xe2µ4−DMD−4

3β(D − 2)2
Γ

(
2− D

2

)
(D6(−(1− 2x)4) + 4D5(1− 2x)2

×(−12β + 2x(3β + x− 8) + 15) + 8D4(27β + x(−207β + 2x(2(63β − 88)

+x(−24β + 5x+ 78)) + 233)− 52)− 16D3(−57β + 2x(−147β + x(174β

+x(−9β + 5x+ 43)− 127) + 118)− 51)− 16D2(336β + 2x(198β + 2x

×(x2 − 6β(x+ 18) + 20x− 17)− 205) + 9) + 64D(6β + 2x(45β + x(x2

−3β(x+ 8) + 13x− 22)− 132) + 3) + 256(69β + 49x− 6)− 2688βx), (25d)

N2 =

∫ 1

0

dx
2−2−Dπ−D

2 xe2µ4−DMD−4

3β(D − 2)
Γ

(
2− D

2

)
(D(8(D − 5)(D − 2)(D − 1)(D + 1)

×x3 − 4(D − 1)((D(3D − 13)− 20)D + 80)x2 + 2(((3D − 17)(D + 3)D + 76)D

+348)x− (D + 7)((D − 8)(D + 2)D + 144)) + 6β(D(((2D − 15)D + 8)D + 164)

−2(D − 4)(D − 1)(5D − 14)x)− 32(63β + 23x− 66)), (25e)

N3 = −
∫ 1

0

dx
2−2−Dπ−D

2 xe2µ4−DMD−4

3β
Γ

(
3− D

2

)
(D(3D2 + 4(D − 1)(D − 3)x2

−8(D − 3)2x− 31D + 82) + 8(4x− 3)). (25f)

9



Finally, expanding the above expressions around D = 4, we get

N−2 =

∫ 1

0

dx

[
e2

π2βϵ′
(8(x− 1)x(2x− 1)(15(x− 1)x+ 2)

+
e2

3π2β
(x((2x(3(66x− 175)x+ 470)− 315)x+ 28))

]
, (26a)

N−1 =

∫ 1

0

dx

[
− e2

π2βϵ′
(2x(8β + x(−57β + 4x(27β + 5x(−3β + 9x− 20) + 74)

−81) + 6)) +
e2

3π2β
(2x(−12β + x(69β + x(−99β + x(39β − 27x+ 140)

−148) + 39) + 1))

]
, (26b)

N0 =

∫ 1

0

dx

[
− e2

2π2βϵ′
(x(−34β + x(3(71β + 40)− 4x(2(51β + 62) + 5x(−12β

+18x− 37)))− 8)) +
e2

12π2β
(x(−45β + x(264β + 2x(−318β + x(204β

−486x+ 569) + 26)− 411) + 116))

]
, (26c)

N1 =

∫ 1

0

dx

[
− e2

2π2βϵ′
(x(6β + x(4x(24(β + 1) + 5x(−3β + 3x− 7))− 9(5β + 2))))

+
e2

12π2β
(x(42β + 2x(−126β + x(6(40β − 19) + x(−141β + 171x− 149))

+120)− 37))

]
, (26d)

N2 =

∫ 1

0

dx

[
− e2

π2βϵ′
x3(5x− 4) +

e2

24π2β
(x(−15β + x(27β + 2x(56− 13x)

−75) + 2))

]
, (26e)

N3 = −
∫ 1

0

dx
e2

4π2β
x3. (26f)

Then, by calculating the x integrals, we obtain

N−2 = N−1 = 0 (27)

and

N0 = − 5e2

4π2
, N1 =

e2

8π2
+

e2

4π2β
, N2 =

e2

16π2
− e2

8π2β
, N3 = − e2

16π2β
, (28)
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so that we have

Πλτ
1 =

e2

4π2

(
−5 +

α

2
+
α

β
+
α2

4
− α2

2β
− α3

4β

)
ϵλτµνbµkν , (29)

which perfectly corresponds to the CFJ term. We note the finiteness of this result. The case

β → 0 is excluded since it corresponds to the physically inconsistent scenario of a large LV

term. For β → ∞, that is, if the gauge-fixing term is perfectly Lorentz-invariant and does

not involve the LV vector, we obtain

Πλτ
1 = − 5e2

4π2
ϵλτµνbµkν +

α(α + 2)e2

16π2
ϵλτµνbµkν , (30)

which is only slightly different from (19). Notably, for the ”simple” case β = α, the result

(29) becomes surprisingly independent of the gauge parameter α, leading to the gauge-

invariant expression for the self-energy tensor

Πλτ
1 = − e2

π2
ϵλτµνbµkν , (31)

therefore, in a certain sense, this result is preferable since it does not depend on any arbitrary

parameters.

B. Ghosts contribution

As we noted above, non-linearity of our gauge corresponding to the gauge-fixing action

(21) naturally implies a nontrivial ghosts action. Indeed, it is natural to present (21), in

the most interesting case α = β, as LGF = − 1
α
ψ̄µγ

µχ, where χ = (i /Dγν + /bγνγ5)ψν is the

gauge-fixing function. Its variation under the standard gauge transformations of the RS

field whose form is δψν = ∂νλ, looks like δχ = (i /Dγν + /bγνγ5)∂νλ, which allows to write the

Faddeev-Popov (FP) Lagrangian, following the standard prescription, in the form

LFP = −ic′δχ|λ→c, (32)

where c, c′ are the FP ghosts. Taking into account that Dµ = ∂µ + ieAµ, we find

LFP = −ic′(i /Dγν + /bγνγ5)∂νc

= −c′(−γµ(∂µ + ieAµ)γ
ν + i/bγνγ5)∂νc

= c′(□+ ieγµγνAµ∂ν − i/bγνγ5∂ν)c. (33)
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Hence we have the ghosts propagator

< c′(−p)c(p) >= i

p2 − /b/pγ5
= Ggh(p), (34)

and the vertex is V = iec′γµγνAµ∂νc.

So, the simplest two-point diagram with a ghost loop looks like (the overall sign + is

caused by i2 from each of vertices, and (−1) arising since ghosts are fermions):

Σgh(k) =
e2

2
tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµγνAµ(−k)pνGgh(p)γ

αγβAα(k)(pβ + kβ)Ggh(p+ k). (35)

The explicit form of this expression is

Σgh(k) = −e
2

2
tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµγνAµ(−k)pν

1

p2 − /b/pγ5
γαγβAα(k)(pβ + kβ)

× 1

(p+ k)2 − /b(/p+ /k)γ5
. (36)

To get the CFJ contribution, we should keep in this expression only the first order in bµ.

Taking into account only relevant terms, we arrive at

Σgh(k) = −e
2

2
tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµγνAµ(−k)pν

/b/pγ5

p4
γαγβAα(k)(pβ + kβ)

1

(p+ k)2

−e
2

2
tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµγνAµ(−k)pν

1

p2
γαγβAα(k)(pβ + kβ)

/b(/p+ /k)γ5

(p+ k)4
. (37)

It remains to calculate traces and integrals. We immediately can see that

Σgh(k) = −e
2

2
Aµ(−k)Aα(k)[T

µα
1 (k) + Tαµ

2 (k)], (38)

where T µα
1 (k) and Tαµ

2 (k), after a cyclic permutation of Dirac matrices, are given by the

expressions

T µα
1 (k) = tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµγνpν

/b/pγ5

p4
γαγβ(pβ + kβ)

1

(p+ k)2
,

Tαµ
2 (k) = tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γαγβ(pβ + kβ)

/b(/p+ /k)γ5

(p+ k)4
γµγνpν

1

p2
. (39)

In Tαµ
2 (k), we can make the change pµ → pµ − kµ, so that we obtain

Tαµ
2 (k) = tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γαγβpβ

/b/pγ5

p4
γµγν(pν − kν)

1

(p− k)2
, (40)

where, as a result, we observe that T µα
1 (k) = Tαµ

2 (−k). This relation between two contribu-

tions is a standard situation for two contributions to the CFJ term, formed by LV insertions
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in two different propagators (see e.g. [2]). Therefore, let us calculate one of these contribu-

tions, say T µα
1 (k). First, we use Dirac matrices commutators to write γνpν/b/p = 2(p·b)/p−/bp2.

Thus, we have

T µα
1 (k) = tr

∫
d4p

(2π)4
γµ[2(p · b)/p− /bp2]γαγβ(pβ + kβ)γ5

1

p4(p+ k)2
. (41)

Now, we can calculate the trace of the product of Dirac matrices by the rule

tr(γαγβγγγδγ5) = 4iϵαβγδ and then obtain

T µα
1 (k) = 4iϵµρασ

∫
d4p

(2π)4
[2(p · b)pρ(pσ + kσ)− bρ(pσ + kσ)p

2]
1

p4(p+ k)2
. (42)

After we employ the Feynman representation,

1

p4(p+ k)2
= 2

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)

[(p+ kx)2 + k2x(1− x)]3
, (43)

and define the new integration variable lµ = pµ + kµx, we can rewrite (42) as

T µα
1 (k) = 8iϵµρασ

∫
d4l

(2π)4

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)

[l2 + k2x(1− x)]3
[2(l · b− k · bx)(lρ − kρx)(lσ + kσ(1− x))

−bρ(lσ + kσ(1− x))(l2 − 2l · kx+ k2x2)], (44)

where we must keep only the first order in the external kµ:

T µα
1 (k) = 8iϵµρασ

∫
d4l

(2π)4

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)

[l2 + k2x(1− x)]3
[−2lρlσ(k · b)x− 2kρxlσ(l · b)

+2lρ(l · b)kσ(1− x)− bρ(−2lσ(l · k)x+ kσ(1− x)l2)]. (45)

Now, we employ the averaging over directions by the rule lρlσ → 1
4
gρσl

2, which yields (taking

into account that ϵµρασgρσ = 0)

T µα
1 (k) = 8iϵµρασ

∫
d4l

(2π)4

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)l2

[l2 + k2x(1− x)]3

×[−1

2
kρbσx+

1

2
kσbρ(1− x) + bρ(

1

2
kσx− kσ(1− x))]. (46)

Thus, after straightforward simplifying, we find

T µα
1 (k) = 8iϵµρασkρbσ

∫
d4l

(2π)4

∫ 1

0

dx
l2

[l2 + k2x(1− x) + µ2]3
(1− x)(1− 3x), (47)

where we introduced the IR regulator µ2 in the denominator. Let us keep only the lower

(linear) order in kµ in the above expression, so that we have

T µα
1 (k) = 4iϵµρασkρbσ

∫
d4l

(2π)4

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)(1− 3x)
l2

[l2 + µ2]3
, (48)
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with
∫ 1

0
dx(1 − x)(1 − 3x) = 0. Therefore, we conclude that the first-order contribution in

kµ (which is only necessary to us) is zero, i.e., T µα
1 (k) = 0. Similarly, Tαµ

2 (k) vanishes as

well, and thus the ghosts contribution is zero.

At the same time, if we average over directions by the rule lρlσ → 1
D
gρσl

2 in (44), with

also d4l/(2π)4 → µ4−DdDl/(2π)D, we arrive at the same zero result for T µα
1 (k) in all orders

of kµ.

We note that this calculation can be easily generalized for the case α ̸= β, the only

modification to do is to replace bµ → α
β
bµ throughout this subsection, and the final result

for the CFJ contribution from the ghost sector evidently again will be zero.

V. SUMMARY

We considered the model in which the usual gauge field is coupled to the massless RS

term, obtained the propagators in this model, and calculated the one-loop CFJ term. We

found that it is finite as occurs not only in the usual LV QED (see f.e. [13]), but also in

the LV theory of the massive RS field coupled to the gauge one considered in our previous

papers [8]. We note that our result, for the linear gauge condition, first, depends on the

gauge parameter, which is a very rare situation in the purely gauge sector, especially for the

two-point function, second, does not reproduce any of the results found in [8]. This situation

can be treated as a natural analogue of the scenario taking place in the usual spinor LV QED

where the results for the CFJ term for massive and massless fermions are essentially different

[14]. Then, we performed the calculation for the nonlinear gauge condition, and found that

within this scenario, in the case where the gauge-fixing term is completely described by only

one parameter, the CFJ term is gauge independent, which apparently signalizes that this

scheme is the most appropriate. We note that, in some sense, this difference of results for

the CFJ term can be treated as a certain analogue of the famous ambiguity of the CFJ

term taking place in the usual LV QED, and caused by the fact that the gauge invariance of

the CFJ term itself, together with the requirement for the procedure of the regularization

of the one-loop contribution to be compatible with the gauge symmetry are not sufficient

to remove this ambiguity, in a total analogy with the usual spinor QED [14, 15], where the

CFJ term is also superficially divergent. Moreover, this ambiguity can be naturally expected

to be also related to some anomaly, potentially being able to display a scenario similar to
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[16]. Besides that, it should be noted that, within a possible embedding of our study in

a curved space-time, natural within the supergravity context, the ambiguity of the CFJ

term could break the Bianchi identities [17, 18], hence, in a certain sense, even in the flat

space-time the zero result for the CFJ term is preferable. At the same time, we note that

within our calculations, we employed one well-defined regularization, that is, dimensional

reduction. However, we note that the ambiguity of the CFJ term in our theory is rather

natural since, first, our calculations involve the γ5 matrix known to be ambiguously defined

within the dimensional regularization context [17], just as occurs in the usual LV QED. It

is natural to expect that in our theory, similarly to the usual spinor QED, one can relate

an ambiguity of the CFJ term with that one of the chiral current, in analogy with [19]. We

plan to study the functional integral formullation and the chiral current ambiguity for this

theory in forthcoming papers.

One more further continuation of this study could consist in generalizing our calcula-

tions to the non-Abelian case and studying of anomalies for the Rarita-Schwinger LV QED.

Also, we can study various issues like coupling of massless LV RS theory to gravity, which

effectively allows to study a LV supergravity model, or implementing the finite temperature.

We plan to perform these studies in forthcoming works.
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