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We establish a link between the concepts of infrared renormalons, infrared fixed point, and dy-
namical nonperturbative mass generation of gluons in pure Yang-Mills theories. By utilizing recent
results in the resurgent analysis of renormalons through non-linear ordinary differential equations,
we develop a new description for the gluon propagator, thereby realizing the Schwinger mechanism.
Specifically, this approach leads to a nonperturbative, dynamic mass generation for Yang-Mills gauge
bosons in the deep infrared region, a phenomenon closely associated with color confinement. Fur-
thermore, we present arguments about the limit of applicability of the Borel-Ecalle resummation of
the renormalons by comparing it with the Kallen-Lehman representation of the gluon propagator.

I. INTRODUCTION

In Quantum Field Theory (QFT), a prevalent ap-
proach to bridging the gap between perturbative and
non-perturbative phenomena involves examining the
large-order behavior of the power series expansions in
the coupling constant. This analysis, particularly fo-
cused on the points where renormalized perturbation the-
ory becomes inadequate, may shed light on more com-
plex features such as the generation of mass in Yang-
Mills theories and the phenomenon of confinement. One
of the hallmark indicators of perturbation theory reach-
ing its limits is the emergence of singularities along the
semi-positive axis in the Borel plane. These singulari-
ties, termed “renormalons” [1] and distinct from those
associated with semi-classical instantons, are often asso-
ciated with bubble diagrams – for a detailed review about
renormalons see Ref. [2]. More recent renormalon-based
analyses are found in Refs.[3–12].

In some cases, renormalons can also be obtained from
the renormalization group equation (RGE) [13]. Along
this line but exploiting resurgent properties of non-linear
ordinary differential equations (ODEs) [14–16], a deriva-
tion from the RGE of the complete analytical structure of
the renormalons has been proposed in Refs. [17]. Recent
phenomenological applications in the context of QCD can
be found in Refs. [18–20]. The mathematical resurgence
is a theory that enables to reconstruct the nonperturba-
tive information from perturbation theory [21] – for re-
views, see Ref. [22–24]. Ideas from resurgence have been
applied in QFT several times [25–32].

In this paper, we explore the question of dynamical
mass generation in Yang-Mills theories by applying tech-
niques borrowed from resurgence theory, a novel method
in this context. The approach centers on the study
of “renormalons,” to bridge the gap between perturba-
tive and nonperturbative QFT. We demonstrate that
the resurgence of renormalons can realize the Schwinger
mechanism [33, 34] (non-perturbative dynamical mass
generation) in pure gluon-dynamics. This mechanism is

∗ alessiomaiezza@gmail.com
† jvasquezcarmona@amherst.edu

supported by lattice simulations [35, 36].

Furthermore, Ref. [37] argues that the generation of
a dynamical gluon mass implies the presence of an IR
fixed point 1. On the other hand, non-perturbative con-
tributions coming from the Borel-Ecalle resummation of
the renormalons can lead to a fixed point, avoiding Lan-
dau pole [42]. Consequently, we are prompted to investi-
gate the potential relationship between non-perturbative
mass generation, renormalons, and the corresponding
fixed point.

II. SCHWINGER MECHANISM AND
RENORMALONS

Schwinger mechanism underlies a nonperturbative
mass generation: the limit of vanishing four-momentum
in the two-point function, of an originally massless field
at the Lagrangian level, gives a nonzero constant value.
This is an unequivocal sign of dynamical mass gener-
ation [33]. We aim to realize this mechanism in pure
Yang-Mills theory.

To this end, consider the RGE for the renormalized
two-point green function of the massless gauge field. As-
sume that there exists an IR fixed point at a non-zero
coupling constant α(µ∗) = α∗, such that β(α∗) = 0. Let
us consider the two-point function in the Landau gauge
(and Euclidean space). It is a straightforward exercise
to show that the general solution to the RGE equation
when β(α∗) = 0 is of the form [43]

Γ(2)
µν =

[(
gµν − pµpν

p2

)
p2
]
K(α∗)

(
µ2
∗

p2

)γ∗

, (1)

where we write the tree-level expression into the square
parentheses, K is an arbitrary function depending only
on α∗, and γ∗ = γ(α∗). In particular, when γ∗ = 1 the
factor p2 in Eq. (4) cancels out, and the Green function

1 For early discussions on dynamical mass generation, see
Refs. [38]. Additional insights can be found in Refs. [39, 40],
and for a comprehensive review, see Ref. [41].
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takes the form (in the limit of small momentum p)

lim
p→0

Γ(2)
µν =

(
gµν − pµpν

p2

)
K(α∗)µ

2
∗ , (2)

thus realizing the well-known Schwinger mechanism, con-
sistent with the decoupling solution and gluon mass gen-
eration also discussed in Refs. [37–40, 44–46].
Therefore, within this setup, our goal is twofold: first,

show the possibility of having an IR fixed point; second,
see how to implement the condition γ∗ = 1.

a. Nonperturbative physics and renormalons. The
generic tool to realize the above-proclaimed objectives
is the Borel-Ecalle resummation of the IR renormalons,
which are infinitely many singularities in the Borel space
at

zsing = −2n

β1
, (3)

being β1 the one-loop approximation of the beta func-
tion, and n a positive integer. Since β1 is negative in
the case of Yang-Mills theory, the singularities lie on the
semi-positive axis in the Borel plane (zsing > 0), thus
preventing the usual Borel-Laplace resummation. Math-
ematically, one can bypass this problem using a Borel-
Ecalle resummation, as proposed in [17, 27]. As a re-
sult, the IR renormalons can be resummed in terms of a
transseries containing a single unknown parameter. The
latter remains undetermined due to the lack of a semiclas-
sical limit of the renormalons. However, the generalized
resummation implies a huge improvement concerning the
infinitely many ambiguities one faces in the ordinary re-
summation. In addition, the a priori unknown single-
parameter-transseries can be adjusted by matching with
phenomenology.
Specifically, our model relies on the following points:

• We assume that the leading part of large order con-
tributions to the anomalous dimension γ(α) can
be estimated with the n!-growth coming from (IR)
renormalons.

• We Borel-Ecalle resum these contributions, obtain-
ing a nonperturbative approximation (in terms of
a transseries).

We already commented on the second point. The first
one is worth discussing. Indeed, an immediate question
is about the meaning of renormalons in pure Yang-Mills
models since all the skeleton diagram estimations center
on fermion bubbles. The answer is that the singulari-
ties on the semi-positive Borel axis related to the one-
loop beta function (namely IR renormalons, in the case
of the Yang-Mills model) can also be seen directly from
RGE, with a few plausible hypotheses [17]. As we shall
summarize below, the crucial point is a nonlinear ODE,
extracted from RGE and having precisely the properties
of the renormalon in the Borel plane. More important,
the ODE enables one to uniquely Borel-Ecalle resum the
renormalons.

III. RENORMALIZATION SCHEME
INVARIANCE OF THE RENORMALON’S

RESURGENCE APPROACH

In this section, we highlight the framework of the the
resurgent approach to the renormalons [17, 42], necessary
to deal with the Schwinger mechanism. We pay particu-
lar attention to the renormalization scheme independence
of the method.

One basic point is to complete perturbation theory
with a non-analytic function, R(α), whose Borel trans-
form features singularities at integer multiples of 2/β1,
being β1 the one-loop coefficient of the beta function [17].
In particular, we assume the function R(α) to appear in
the finite part of the two-point correlator – the finite
part that is the one to be factorially divergent due to
renormalons [1]. It is worth emphasizing that a recent
study [47] on the Schwinger-Dyson equations confirms
the appearance of n! contributions in the finite part of
the Green function, in agreement with the assumptions
made in this paper.

Finally, R, identified with the Borel-Ecalle resumma-
tion of the renormalons can remove the Landau pole
since it can be used to calculate non-perturbative fixed
points [42].

a. Renormalization group equation. Consider the 1-
particle-irreducible two-point Green function (in Landau
gauge and Euclidean space)

Γ(2)
µν =

[(
gµν − pµpν

p2

)
p2
]
Π(p2, µ2) , (4)

where p is the four-momentum.
Defining L := log(µ2

0/µ
2), with p2 := µ2

0, the vacuum
polarization function Π in Eq. (4) satisfies the RGE[

−2
∂

∂L
+ β(α)

∂

∂α
− 2γ(α)

]
Π(L) = 0 , (5)

with β(α) = µdα
dµ .

One can write the vacuum polarization function in the
scale expansion form

Π(L) =

∞∑
k=0

πk(α)L
k , (6)

showing that RGE corresponds to an infinite system of
ODEs [48–54].

By the renormalization conditions, the finite part of
the above Green function can be written as π0 = 1 at
any order in perturbation theory. If one implements this
at order N , one makes an error of the order of αN+1.
However, due to the n! divergence of perturbation the-
ory, the latter procedure does not hold when N → ∞.
Therefore, the condition π0 = 1 is not well-defined at
the non-perturbative level, and one expects that π0 must
be completed with a non-perturbative function, R(α), in
line with the concept of renormalon (as recalled at the
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beginning of this section). Therefore our ansatz is [17]

π0(α) = 1 +R(α) . (7)

Plugging Eq. (6) into Eq. (5) and equating to zero the
coefficients of the term Ln, one gets the following infinite
set of differential equations

2γ(α)πk(α) + 2(k + 1)πk+1(α) = β(α)π′
k(α) , (8)

with k = 0, 1, 2, .... Consider now the equation when
k = 0, namely

2γ(α)π0(α) + 2π1(α) = β(α)π′
0(α) , (9)

and plugging Eq. (7) into Eq. (9) one gets

2γ(α)(1 +R(α)) + 2π1(α) = β(α)R′(α) , (10)

Both γ and β must also depend on R: by solving RGE,
the knowledge of γ and β would completely determine the
two-point correlator, which depends on R. When R → 0,
the anomalous dimension γ(α) = −π1(α) := γpert, as it
should be and consistently with Eq. (10).
Thus, in general, one can formally write

γ(α) = γpert(α) + fγ(R) , (11)

β(α) = βpert(α) + fβ(R) , (12)

such that both the a priori unknown functions fγ , fβ →
0 when R → 0, and where γpert and βpert denote the
perturbative expressions for the γ and the β functions:

γpert(α) = γ1α+ γ2α
2 + ... , (13)

βpert(α) = β1α
2 + β2α

3 + ... . (14)

In what follows, we shall assume that the function R
enters linearly in γ, and we label this as the minimal
setup. Thus we have 2

γ(α) = γpert(α)− qR , (15)

β(α) = βpert(α)− b αR . (16)

By matching with the one-loop Landau pole structure,
UV and IR respectively, the parameter q is +1 for asymp-
totically free models (and -1 for non-asymptotically free
models) [17, 42]. Since we discuss Yang-Mills models in
this work, we set q = 1 from here on.
A comment on Eq. (16) is in order. The appearance of

R, so the renormalons, in the beta function may result
unfamiliar to the Reader. Nevertheless, the absence of
renormalons into β is just a feature of the MS-scheme,
while they are present in on-shell-scheme [55] – see also
the discussion in Ref. [17].

2 For convenience, we have made a change of sign in the linear
term concerning Ref. [42].

b. A non-linear ODE. Upon substitution of the
leading term in Eq (14) into Eq. (10) and changing vari-
able α = 1/x, one gets

R′(x) = F (1/x,R(x)) =

2
β1

− 2
β1
γ(x)

1− b
β1
xR(x)

R(x) . (17)

Next, by replacing γ(x) using Eq. (15), we bring the ODE
above to its normal form – as presented in Sec. (5.4) of
Ref. [16]. To this end, we perform first the change of
variables

R(x) =
U(x)

x
= αU(α) (18)

and Eq. (17) becomes

U(x)′ =−QU(x) +A
U(x)

x
+O(1/x2, U(x)2) , (19)

where,

Q = − 2

β1
, and A =

β1 − 2γ1
β1

. (20)

Finally, one shifts Ū(x) = U(x) + O(1/xN+1), being N
large enough to have a formally small shift. This yields

Ū(x)′ =−QŪ(x) +A
Ū(x)

x
+O(1/xN+1)

+O(1/x2, Ū(x)2) . (21)

Considering higher-loop corrections in Eq.(17) expansion
(e.g. β2) only modifies the term A as follows

A =
β2
1 − 2β1γ1 + 2β2

β2
1

, (22)

and the meaning of A is discussed in more detail in the
next paragraph.

c. Analytic properties of the Borel transform. The
previous (kind of) equation is important for its proper-
ties of the Borel transform B(Ū(x)) of Ū(x): the non-
linearity in Ū , via self-convolution, gives infinitely many
singularities at (see e.g. Ref. [16])

zsing = nQ = −2n

β1
(n is a positive integer) . (23)

The same holds for B(R(x)). Notice that we do not ex-
plicitly write the non-linearity in Eq. (21) since the spe-
cific form is irrelevant, but their presence is pivotal.

The crucial point is that these singularities match with
the one in Eq. (3). Therefore, Ū(x) can be identified with
the resummation of IR renormalons.

The coefficient A controls the type of poles in the Borel
transform of Ū(x), namely whether the singularities in
the Borel transform are simple, quadratic poles or, in
general, branch points:

B(Ū(x)) ∝ 1

(z −Q)
1+A

. (24)

As shown in Eq.(22), higher loop corrections only affect
the kind of singularities in the Borel transform of the
Green function.
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d. Resurgence of the renormalization group equation.
Let us make manifest the resurgent properties of the gen-
eral solution of Eq. (21), which is of the form [14] 3

Ū(x) =

∞∑
n=0

CnŪn(x)e
− 2nx

β1 , (25)

which is a single-parameter transseries. Note that since
Eq. (21) is a first-order ODE, there is only one arbitrary
parameter, C.
The function Ū0(x) is the result one obtains from per-

turbation theory, and all the other Ūn(x) can be recur-
sively calculated as

Ūn(x) = enx

δ0Ū0(x)−
n−1∑
j=1

e−jxŪj(x)

 , n ≥ 1 ,

(26)
where δ0 is the discontinuity calculated along the positive
real axis in the Borel complex plane. This expression
shows the resurgence within the ODE formalism.
Remarkably, as demonstrated in Eq. (20), the non-

perturbative constants Q and A depend solely on the
coefficients γ1, β1 and β2. These coefficients are notable
for their independence from the renormalization scheme.
The higher-order coefficients β3, ... and γ2, ..., however,
come into play at higher orders, specifically in terms of
Ū(x)2 or 1/x2 and higher. Consequently, these coeffi-
cients do not alter the position or the type of singularity
in the Borel transform of the Green functions. This char-
acteristic further confirms the renormalization scheme in-
dependence of Q and A in Eq. (21) and the transseries
solution in Eq. (25). Finally, note that invariance under
changes in the renormalization scale µ is, by construction,
automatically guaranteed for any function satisfying the
RGE.
e. A Non-perturbative Fixed Point. The Eqs. (12)

and (16) show the possibility of having a non-
perturbative fixed point due to R.
Notice that one can turn around the argument: one can

introduce a non-perturbative function R to eliminate the
presence of the (perturbative) Landau pole, thus for the
sake of consistency of the theory[42].

IV. A MODEL FOR DYNAMICAL MASS
GENERATION IN PURE YANG-MILLS THEORY

In this section, profiting from the concepts developed
above, we show how the Schwinger mechanism [33, 34]
can be realized through a combination of renormalon-
inspired considerations and resurgence analysis.

We shall see that the resurgence of renormalons in the
minimal setup (Eqs. (15) and (16)) leads, for the anoma-
lous dimension at the fixed point, to satisfy γ∗ = 1.

3 The transseries solution can also be re-obtained in the Ecalle’s
language of alien calculus [42].

a. Resurgent renormalons and nonperturbative mass.
We now turn our attention to the prediction that one gets
for the solution shown in Eq. (1) within the resurgences’s
formalism for renormalons. To this end, note that when
β(α∗) = 0, the set of differential equations in Eq. (8)
reduces to an infinite set of algebraic equations that can
be solved analytically. In particular

γ(α∗)πk(α
∗) + (k + 1)πk+1(α

∗) = 0 , (27)

where the solution to the above set of recursive relations
is

π∗
k = π∗

0

(−1)k(γ∗)k

k!
. (28)

Replacing in Eq. (6), one gets

Π(L) = π∗
0e

−γ∗L = π∗
0

(
µ2
∗

µ2
0

)γ∗

. (29)

By comparing Eq. (1) with Eq. (29) and choosing µ2
0 =

p2, one finds

K(α∗) = π∗
0 . (30)

Note, the function K(α∗) depends non-analytically on
the coupling α, consistently with a dynamically gener-
ated mass [56]. Thus far, the treatment is general, as
well as the solution to the RGE. In what follows, we are
going to show that the minimal setup shown in Eqs. (15)
and (16) predicts γ∗ = 1.
We now turn our attention to the case of renormalons

(the function R) and see what are the consequences we
get from it. Eqs. (7) and (28) for k = 0 implies

π∗
0 = 1 +R∗ = −π∗

1

γ∗ . (31)

Once again, we adhere to the shorthand notation
R(α∗) = R∗. The relation shown in Eq. (15) is valid
in general and hence also valid at the fixed point, and
(recall q = −1 for Yang-Mills models)

γ∗ = − (π∗
1 +R∗) . (32)

Finally both Eqs. (31) and (32) are satisfied simultane-
ously when

γ∗ = 1 . (33)

Therefore, after setting µ2
0 = p2, the minimal setup gives,

at the leading order, a gauge boson mass (decoupling
solution for confinement), and one finds

lim
p→0

Γ(2)
µν =

(
gµν − pµpν

p2

)
(1 +R∗)µ2

∗

=

(
gµν − pµpν

p2

)
M2

g . (34)
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FIG. 1. The solid line represents the gluon propagator in
Eq. (35); the dotted line represents the lattice values taken
from Ref. [57].

where M2
g = (1 +R∗)µ2

∗. This result is consistent with
the one found using QCD on the lattice estimates [35, 36]
– for a concise review see Ref. [41]. Both the existence
of an IR fixed point and the resurgent approach to the
RGE are crucial in deriving this result.

Finally, note that there exists in the literature an al-
ternative way of defining the coupling constant down to
p2 → 0. More specifically, αs is defined as a product of
(Landau gauge) dressing functions, proportional to the
gluon dressing function [57, 58]. In this alternative non-
perturbative approach there is no dynamical gluon mass
generation, but rather a specific non-perturbative behav-
ior of the running coupling in the deep infrared regime.

V. AN ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLE FOR THE
GLUON DYNAMICAL MASS GENERATION

Knowing the form of the two-point function at the fixed
point in Eq. (34), one can calculate the running of the
gauge propagator at any energy via Eq. (5). We shall
focus on the SU(3) color gauge model.

We aim to provide an illustrative model of the IR gluon
propagator and confront it with known lattice results. To
this end, it is sufficient to implement Eq. (15) with the
one-loop expressions for the β and γ functions, plus the
nonperturbative contributions from the IR renormalons.
Moreover, due to the IR renormalons, we assume the
Borel structure just as an infinite sum of simple poles
with alternate signs (as in Ref. [27]), namely, we set A =
0 in Eq. (24). Conceptually, the latter removes the term
∝ A in Eq. (19). The hypothesis of simple poles, instead
of algebraic branch points, shall not drastically affect the
result, as far as α∗ is sufficiently small [42].

We show our result in Fig. 1. The solid line represents
the propagator resulting from our model (from Eq. (4)

and p2 = µ2
0):

Γ(p) := p2Π

(
log

(
p2

µ2
∗

))
, (35)

for p2 ≥ µ2
∗, and it has the constant value M2

g from

Eq. (34)) below the fixed point, p2 < µ2
∗.

We compare with the dots corresponding to lattice
points taken from Ref. [57]. Notice that to calculate the
propagator in Fig. 1, we need only two a priori arbitrary
constants, C and b, the latter being contained in Eq. (15)
and C is the transseries parameter in Eq. (25). We fix
them choosing α∗ ≃ 0.95, corresponding to two condi-
tions – so fixing two parameters – which are β(α∗) = 0
and Eq. (33). In particular, we obtain C ≈ 0.8 and
b ≈ 48. The choice of the α∗ value aims to approximate
the IR plateau of the lattice points (Fig. 1).

In summary, the result in Fig. 1 qualitatively captures
the behavior predicted by lattice simulations, despite all
simplifying assumptions that do not enable us to quanti-
tatively agree with the simulated propagator. Improve-
ments, however, are possible: first, one should consider
higher loop contributions for βpert and γpert; second, one
can consider a more general pole structure of the Borel
transform of the Green function in Eq. (24). This in-
depth analysis is beyond the scope of the present work.
Furthermore, even if one made the aforementioned im-
provements, it is far from clear whether one can get a
quantitative agreement with the lattice results at all since
we are neglecting all the other non-perturbative contri-
butions – e.g. instantons. Dealing with these together
with renormalons is an open problem since one would
have two superimposed Stokes lines (on the semi-positive
axis), leading to the phenomenon of “resonance” – see
Ref. [16]. Nevertheless, since the renormalons are the
leading singularities in the Borel space – the first renor-
malon is closer to the origin than the first instanton – one
may expect that the nonperturbative proposal is concep-
tually meaningful [13].

VI. SUPEREXPONENTIAL BEHAVIOR OF
THE LAPLACE TRANSFORM AND

MULTIPARTICLE EFFECTS

In the previous sections, we have implemented the
Borel-Ecalle resummation of the renormalons, which as-
sumes that the Laplace integral exists, namely

Π(α) =

∫ ∞

0

dz e−
z
αB[Π](z) < ∞ , (36)

where B denotes the Borel transform. However, ’t Hooft
argued that the Laplace integral is divergent due to the
super-exponential behavior of the Borel transform [1] 4.

4 In this context, accelero-summation proposed in Ref. [21] be-
comes of interest, and an application in QFT is in Ref. [59].
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The argument on the divergence of the Laplace integral
is rooted in the Kallen-Lehmann (KL) representation of
the Green function and the multiparticle state singulari-
ties. Specifically, the KL analytic structure for complex
momenta implies singularities of the Green function at
Π = Π(αsing), with

1

[α(k2)]sing
= r +

β1

2
(2n+ 1)πi . (37)

where r is a real and arbitrarily large constant.
The singularities at Π(αsing) implies that Π(α) has an

accumulation point of singularities at α → 0, and then
the Borel transform grows faster than any exponential [1].
Conversely, renormalons – or the function R(α) – are

related to a subexponential behavior on the Borel trans-
form and, in the entire treatment we neglect any effect
that would make the Laplace integral in Eq. (36) diver-
gent. This assumption is justified if one is not interested
in processes involving multiparticle states. Therefore, we
argue that the renormalon-based model for the Schwinger
mechanism is reliable.

VII. OUTLOOK

After showing that the resurgent approach to renor-
malons gives results that remain invariant across different
renormalization schemes, we have provided evidence that
the minimal setup can implement the Schwinger mecha-

nism in the context of Yang-Mills theories, generating a
dynamical gluon mass.

In the literature, this is achieved within various meth-
ods, among others with lattice-based estimates, however,
no connection between the Schwinger mechanism and
perturbation theory was known. In this work, we attempt
to fill this gap using Borel-Ecalle resummation applied to
IR renormalons, objects that edge the limitations of per-
turbation theory.

Renormalons, as noted long ago in Ref. [60], turn out
to properly “trace” genuine nonperturbative effects. To
push forward the use of renormalons, the specific key in-
gredient has been the resurgence of ODEs, enabling us to
attain an IR fixed point alongside a dynamical mass gen-
eration that, in turn, has been argued to be a necessary
signal of color confinement [61].

Finally, checking our results against known features
coming from the Kallen-Lehmann representation of the
gluon propagator, we argue in favor of the robustness
of renormalon-based proposal for dynamical mass gen-
eration, as far as multiparticle states do not play any
relevant role.
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