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Abstract

A few years ago, 't Hooft suggested a way to discuss confinefinea perturbative fashion. The original idea was
put forward in the Coulomb gauge at tree level. In recents;ethie concept of a nonperturbative short distance linear
potential also attracted phenomenological attention.ifdtgd by these observations, we discuss how a perturbative
framework, leading to a linear piece in the potential, cardeeeloped in a manifestly gauge and Lorentz invariant
manner, which moreover enjoys the property of being renbzatzle to all orders. We provide an effective action
framework to discuss the dynamical realization of the psagioscenario in Yang-Mills gauge theory.

1 Motivation

In [1, 2, 3], 't Hooft launched the idea that confinement carlduked upon as a natural renormalization phe-
nomenon in the infrared region of a Yang-Mills gauge thebligyemployed the Coulomb gauges; = 0, in which
case the kinetic (quadratic) part of the gauge field actimobes

:__/d4xF2 —>/d4 ( (0iA))? + (aoAj)2+%(ajAo)2). (1.1)

The usual (classical) Coulomb potential is recovered asdhgion of the equation of motion fdy in the presence
of static charges with strength (= source terms) separated from each other by a vector

a
Vool =—=° (1.2)
He then proposed that some (unspecified) infrared quantigTtefvill alter the kinetic part into
1 1 20/a
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As a consequence, the Coulomb potential in momentum spasengalified into
4o 810
Vag(P) = — 02 pt (1.4)
which corresponds to
a
Vg (r) = —TS +or, (1.5)

which is nothing else than a confining potential of the Cdrhgle [4]. We made use of the well-known iden-
tity 6 —41(r), which also allows one to define a regularized version of therier transform ofaﬁ, since

02(r) = % Indeed, callingf (p) the Fourier transform af, we can write

3 _ 3y
aizaiz/(gnl;f(p)elp'r__m/ (gnr;se'p'ra (1.6)

* david.dudal@ugent.be


http://arxiv.org/abs/0905.4214v1

which leads to
a.7)

Of course, this is an appealing idea, at it might give a wayandhe confining theories in a relatively “simple”
way, modulo the fact that the origin of the parameter (= gttension)o is still rather unclear. It was argued that
the coefficientu% has to be adjusted in such a way that higher order correatimmgerge as fast as possible [1, 2].

In this work, we intent to set a modest step forward in thigypam. First of all, we would like to avoid the use of a
non-Lorentz covariant gauge fixing as the Coulomb one, it fae should rather avoid using any preferred gauge
and produce a Lorentz and gauge invariant version of the dftHoechanism. Secondly, in [1, 2] it was assumed
that the infrared effects would not reflect on the ultraviskctor. Here, we can even explicitly prove the ultraviolet
renormalizability of the procedure. We also point out shallv it would be possible to dynamically realize this
perturbative confinement scenario, starting from the nagvang-Mills action.

Let us also refer to [5], which gives a second motivation fos twork. In the phenomenological paper [5], the
issue of physicalql2 power corrections was discussed. Sbcggrcorrections are in principle forbidden to appear in
the usual Operator Product Expansion (OPE) applied to phlysorrelators, since there is no local dimension 2
gauge invariant condensate to account for the quadratiepowrrection. This wisdom was however challenged
in [5], by including nonperturbative effects beyond the O#el. Next to the motivation based on ultraviolet
renormalons and/or approaches in which the Landau poleniewed from the running coupling, which Iead§p
uncertainties when studying the correlators, it was ndttbat a linear piece survives in the heavy quark potential
up to short distances. This means that a Cornell potentia) ¢buld also leave its footprints at distances smaller
than might be expected. In the meantime, the notion of a slistetnce linear potential has also been discussed by
means of the gauge/gravity duality approach (AdS/QCD).esge[6, 7]. Notice hereby that the string tension at
short distances does not have to concur with the one at ldigtances [6, 7].

2  Constructing the starting action and some of its propertis

We shall work in Euclidean space. We shall make a small détefare arriving to our actual purpose of the note.
We start from the usual Yang-Mills action, and we couple thelocal gauge invariant operator

ab
1
0(x) = Ry (x) lD—% (X) R (X) (2.1)
to it by means of a global “source?, i.e. we consider
1 4, -ara ‘]2 4
Sim+So = 21/ol yFWFW—Z/d XO(X). 2.2)

This particular operator was first put to use in [8, 9] in thateat of a dynamical mass generation f@ auge
theories.

We introduced the formal notatiogiz, which corresponds to the (nonlocal) inverse operat@%f.e.

5200100 = [y g | -ty 23)

for a generic functiorf (x), whereby

1

D209 | gz | (¢ ) = 8lx-). 2.4

Imposing a gauge fixing by adding a gauge fixing term and cpomeding ghost pai$;+ to the action

it was shown in [10, 11] that the partition function,

/ [ddle S, (2.6)
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can be broughtin a.locahzed- form by mtrodus:mg a palr. of_%dlm bosonic antlsymmetrlc tensor.fl.el(Bﬁ\,, Buv)
and of complex anticommuting antisymmetric tensor f|e(|6§\,,Gﬁv), both belonging to the adjoint representa-
tion, so that the nonlocal actid®gets replaced by its equivalent local counterpart

1 .
/d“ {4F3Fa+ JB-B) Fa+4(BﬁvDébDECBﬁv—GﬁvDﬁbD2°Gﬁv)] : (2.7)
such that
[leoleS= [ldajes. (2.8)

The shorthand notatio® represents all the fields presenSier S. The covariant derivative is given by
D" = &%9,, — g faP°AS,. (2.9)

From now on, we can forget about the original starting pdi2), and start our discussion from the local action

(2.7), wherebyl can now also be considered to be a local sod(gg coupled to the operatgB — B)HVFS,

This is however not the end of the story. It was proven in [11,that S must be extended in order to obtain a
renormalizable action. More precisely, the complete istgction is given by

AP 1/ ~
/ d* { FaFS + 4(B—B)3VF§V+Z(BﬁVngDgCBﬁv—GﬁngngCGﬁv)
A
——Jz)\l(BwBﬁv GyGa) +3722 (BY, - Ba)”
8 32
)abed

+16

"2 pb b\ (RS pd _ & d
(BIJVB GIJVGHV) (Bpono - GpoGpo) + CJ4] + St (2.10)
We shall clarify the significance of the vacuum tegdf, with ¢ a dimensionless parameter, after (3XF%is an
invariant rank 4 tensor coupling, subject to the followiyginetry constraints
)\abcd )\cdab )\abcd )\bacd (2_11)
which can be read off from the vertex theé®°d multiplies [10, 11].
In general, an invariant tensad?®®®is defined by means of [12]
A3bed — Tr(tatbcrd) (2.12)
with t2 the SU(N) generators in a certain representatio(.12) is left invariant under the transformation
B L Utay, U =9t (2.13)
which leads for infinitesimak? to the generalized Jacobi identity [12]
fmarp\mbcd_’_ fmbr?\amcd_i_ fmcr1}\abmd+ fmdn}\abcm: 0. (2'14)

It are the radiative corrections which necessitate th@dhtction of the extra termis )\1,2\]2, as well as the quartic
interaction] A2°°4[10, 11]. The quantities; andA, are two a priori independent scalar “couplings”.

It can be easily checked that (2.10) is gauge invarigg®,= 0, w.r.t. to the infinitesimal gauge variations

6wAﬁ Dab awBa _ gfabcoo BC fabcw B
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856G = 9fPWPGS, ,8,G,, = gf**W’G,,
(2.15)

v =g W s

Using a linear covariant gauge,

/ dx (%babaJr b0, + 9D | (2.16)

1. Performing the Gaussian path integration q\&B, G, G) leads back to (2.2).



it was shown in [10, 11] that the actian (2.10), is renormalizable to all orders of perturbatioedty, making use
of the algebraic formalism and BRST cohomological techegi13]. Indeed, the action (2.10) enjoys a nilpotent
BRST symmetry, generated by

sA = -D¥P sd= gf‘"‘bccbcC ,SB}, = gf*cBY, ,sBy, = gf*%CBy, ,

sG, = gf*%PGS, Gy, =gf*PG, s =b? sf=0,8=0,sT=0. (2.17)

Later on, the renormalizability was also confirmed in the enavolved maximal Abelian gauge [14].

If we put the sourcd = 0, we expect to recover the usual Yang-Mills theory we sthfttem, see (2.2). Though,
the action (2.10) withl = 0,

/ d*x [ FaFS + (BﬁngngCBﬁv—GﬁngngCGﬁv)
)abed

16

b _maab) (R pd _ = d
(BvBR — GG ) (BhoBRo Gpoepo)] , (2.18)
seems to differ from the ordinary gluodynamics act®#. This is however only apparent. Following [11, 15], we
introduce the nilpotent “supersymmetry®,

5283, = G

8, ,09G3, =0,8?G,, =B, ,3?B}, =0,5@3? @ (Sym+Syr) =0. (2.19)

W

based on which |t can be shown that the newly introduced tefiedds {Bf,, B, B, Gf}v,_ﬁv} do not belong to the
cohomology of5?, as they constitute pairs 6f?-doublets, and as such completely decouple from the pHysica
spectrum [13]. This means th&tv andS, , share the same physical degrees of freedom, being 2 traesyleion

polarizations, as can be proven using the BRST cohomoldsjy [1

In addition, the tensor couplinkf®d cannot enter the Yang-Mills correlators constructed fromdriginal Yang-

Mills fields AZ, b2, c? as it is coupled to &(?-exact term[1 3(? [(BWBB\, G,Gh) (CgoBgo)} , hencenabed

w.r.t. Yang-Mills correlators plays a role akin to that of@uge parameter w.r.t. gauge invariant correlators.

The gauge invariant actio8,),, (2.18), is thus perturbatively completely equivalenthwite usual Yang-Mills
action: it is renormalizable to all orders of perturbatibadry, and the physical spectrum is the same. The advan-
tage ofS,, is that it allows to couple a gauge invariant local composjierator to it, which is written down in
(2.10). This means that we can probe Yang-Mills gauge tksanith this particular operator, and investigate the
associated effective action, to find out whether a gaugeismwiecondensate is dynamically favoured.

a

3  The effective action for the gauge invariant operator(B, — B, )R,
We consider the function&V(J), given by
W) _ /[dq)]efSYij'd“x(' 3(B-B)RRS - 592 (BB GG )+ (B —BR) +02*) (3.1)

Here, we can appreciate the role of th¥ term. Upon integrating over the fields, it becomes clearweanheed

a counterterndcJ* to remove the divergenl*-quantum corrections t&/(J). Hence, we need a parametgto
absorb this counterterdtJ. Although it seems that we are introducing a new free parenigp the action in this
mannerg can be made a unique function of the coupling constant(s¢gyiring a homogenous renormalization
group equation for the effective action, see [16] for amgilans to the\@* and Coleman-Weinberg model.

We now define in the usual way

o(x) = 5}5/\;/((;)) : (3.2)

The original theory (i.e. Yang-Mills) is recovered in theygleal limit J = 0, in which case we have

0= 1 ((Bh ~BaIFS) (3.3)



If we construct the effective actioR(¢), we can thus study the condensation of the gauge invarisraty
(Biy —Eﬁv)ﬁﬁ,. The functional$ (¢) andW(J) are related through a Legendre transformation

r@) = WO - [dxIxe09. (3.4)
The vacuum corresponds to the solution of
0

g = 0(=-3). (3.5)

with minimal energy. From now on, we shall restrict oursslt@space-time independeinandJ.

In the current situation, we shall have to perform the Legerichnsformation explicitly [17]. Let us give an
illustrative example with a “toy functionakV(J)

2
W(J) = %J%r %34 <a1+azln %) + higher order terms (3.6)

whereflis the renormalization scale. Hence

b = agd®+ g2 (al + % +azin %) + higher order terms (3.7)
which leads to
1/3 2 )1/3
J= (i) 1—g— + 2 +ay InM + higher order terms (3.8)
ao 3ap 4 R
The trivial vacuum withp = 0 is of course always recovered, but there is the possilfditan alternative solution
¢ # 0, when solving the equation6 —J = gq';

In practice, one can determing(J) up to the lowest orders in perturbation thedryd) itself is obtained by
substituting (3.8) into (3.4) to reexpress everything img of .

We are now ready to have a look at the effective action inchredensed vacuuri/e shall find that theree level
action gets modified in the following way

_ A2
sy = SYM+/d4 [ —-B)3,FS — mz)\l(B B, — GWGﬁV)erZ ( —Ba)
+higher order terms (3.9)

with

B ) 1/3
m_(%) , (3.10)

since at tree level we only have to take the lowest order térf8.8) with us.

The actual computation of the effective action for the gaimgariant local composite operat()IB )Fa

will be the subject of future work, as this requires a ratla@gé amount of calculations and the knowledge of
yet undetermined renormalization group functions to teopl order [16, 18]. Anyhow we expect that the theory
will experience a gauge inveriant dimensional tranermntaﬂieading to<(Bﬁv EW)F > /\QCD Further steps
towards the effective potential calculation were set inrdreent work [18].

4  The link with perturbative confinement

We did not substantiate yet the role of the extra paramateasidA,. We consider the case

2

M=%, A=0. (4.1)



Returning for a moment to the Coulomb gauge in the static’césis easy to verify at lowest (quadratic) order
that the(Ag, Ag) sector exactly reduces to that of (1.1), by integrating batextra fields.

Since we have the freedom to choose the tree level (“cld$si@dues forA; andA; as we want, we can always
make the confining scenario work by assigning the value3.(@He higher order quantum corrections will con-
sequently induce perturbative corrections in the coulgfcandA@°¢d to the leading order Cornell potenfialAt

the current time we cannot make more definite statementg #isuas the corresponding renormalization group
functions ofA; andA3 have not yet been calculated explicitly, see also [18]. Tgshot would of course be to keep
the expansion under control, i.e. to have a reasonably swpHnsion parameter. If the dynamically generated
mass scale is sufficiently large, one can readily imagineai@an effective coupling constagit which is rela-
tively small due to asymptotic freedom. It is perhaps nottimoto recall the possible emergence of linear piece
of the potential at short distance: restricting to shortattise, i.e. high momentum, might be useful in combination
with asymptotic freedom.

Anyhow, we envisage that the essential nontrivial dynamiosld be buried in the tree level mass parameter
(i.e. the nontrivial condensatg, which characterizes an effective action with confiningpgarties. One can then
perform a perturbative weak coupling expansion aroundibigrivial vacuum.

5  The static quark potential via the Wilson loop

So far, we have been looking at the Coulomb gauge to get ada#ite inter quark potential. However, there is a
cleaner (gauge invariant) way to define the static interkjpatentiaNqg(r). As it is well known Vg(r) can be
related to the expectation value of a Wilson loop, see €9.4Q]. More precisely,

e o L T (W)
VQQ(r r)_TI@mT In T (5.1)
with the Wilson loop? defined by
W = PedfcAudu (5.2)

where the symbaP denotes path ordering, needed in the non-Abelian case twestige gauge invariance of .
The symboll is the unit matrix corresponding to the representaRafi the “quarks”. Let? be the corresponding
generators. We shall consider a rectangular Igoponnecting 2 charges at respective positiorendr’, with
temporal extensiol — co.

To explicitly calculate (5.1), we shall mainly follow [21first, we notice that af — oo, Fuz\, — 0, i.e.A; becomes
equivalent to a pure gauge poterﬂiaﬂu = 0, meaning that we can rewrite the trace of the Wilson loop as

Tr o = Trped/ olrd-gf Ao(r' )dt (5.3)

We introduce the current,
JA(x,t) = g8yt (x — 1) — g8at?83 (x — 1), (5.4)

to reexpress the expectation value of (5.3) as
fP 7Z/+fd4X aAa)
W) = /[dd)]e BAD (5.5)

with A the appropriate normalization factor.

We are now ready to determine the potential explicitly. Vi@tliourselves to lowest order, in which case the path
ordering is irrelevant, and we find

Voglr — 1) = o Jim & [ 92 L 25y )5 56)
X T TiToeT ) (2mA2T W ) :
with _ .
Ji(p) = 2rgd(po) (e P —e P )Jyet?, (5.7)

2. Meaning that we formally sedj = 0.
3. We shall comment on the role of the tensor couphifd later on in this note.
4. We discard gauge potentials with nontrivial topology.



and with

2
+n? Pubv) | O PuPy
DE(P) =D (P, Din(p) = Py (B - G ) 4 P, 58)
p p pe p
the gluon propagator. Proceeding with (5.6), we get
B N 1 d'p o 2(e Pt _ gipty(dPT _ b’
Veglr =) = Jim Z-Co(R) [ 55’ (po) (2me ) )Doo(p)
1 2 d3p —ip-r —ip-r’y/4pr ip-r’
= Jim =Ca(RI2n5(0) [ s (@ " e PE e )Doolp)pg
d®p p?+n? d®p p?+m? o,
_ 2 2 p(r—r’)
= ~FCR) [ Gt IR [ G et (5.9)

T/2
We used tha% limTl = TIim / ) dt = 21d(0). The first term of (5.9) corresponds to the (infinite) selfrgyef the
—o0 —0 ) T/2

external charges [21], so we can neglect this term to idetitd interaction energy, which yields after performing
the Fourier integration

°C °C(R) 1
g 2( )I,nZ| _ |_g 4?,-5 )|r_r/|.

Voo(r—r') = (5.10)

We nicely obtain a Cornell potential, with the string temsia representatiolR given by o(R) = g—i[CZ(R)mz.
Notice that the so-called Casimir scaling [22JdR) is straightforwardly fulfilled, at least at the considereder.

If we consider our model in a specific gauge, for example threlaa gauge, we see the presence&f singularity

in the (tree level) gluon propagator (5.8). Actually, it waeeady argued in [23] that such pole would induce the
area law of the Wilson loop, if present somegauge. In the Landau gauge in particular, lattice data hiagady
ruled out since long such a highly singular gluon propagate [24] for a recent numerical analysis.

A first observation is that we presented only a lowest ordkutaion, based on the tree level gluon propagator.
We did not consider quantum corrections, on neither thediilsop’s expectation value nor gluon propagator. A
more sophisticated treatment would also have to take intowatt that our naive string tensian related to the
condensatéB — B) F, will run with the scale. This would ask for a renormalizatgroup improved treatment. We
already mentioned in the introduction that the string temsit short distance (large energy scale) does not have to
concur with the one at large distances (small energy sca&) |

We must also remind that most gauges, in particular, the dawgéuge, are plagued by the Gribov copy problem,
which also influence the infrared dynamics of a gauge thedsy26]. The latter problem can be overcome as we
are not obliged to work in the Landau gauge, since we havepsatgauge invariant framework. In most other

gauges, it is not even known how to tackle e.g. the gauge coglylgm in a more or less tractable way, or there
are no copies at all in certain gauge8s an example of the latter gauges, let us impose the planayey[27] via

a gauge fixing terngys = fd4x2—ﬁ2n-A62n~A. The gluon propagator becomes a bit complicated

ab e PP+m* 0 pupy PP Py (PP 4P puny
Du(p) = & ( o S + + P (p-n2 p? P p-n 05 T , (5.11)

nevertheless the result (5.10) is recovered, after sonabedg

6  Symmetry breaking pattern

We already mentioned the useful supersymmétd), which is however broken i((Bﬁv —Eﬁv)F®> #0 (i.e.
m= 0). Hence, we should worry about the emergence of an extrdegired) massless degree of freedom: the
associated Goldstone fermforiThe situation is however more complicated than this. Thetisg actionS,,,

5. Some of these gauges then suffer from other problems.
6. Not boson, a8, transforms bosons into fermions and vice versa.



enjoys the following set of (nilpotent) supersymmetries

—a O —a 0 —a 0O
5 = / d* B 5% = / d* (Ba ey >
B éGﬁv "By WeGh,  MoBR, )
0 e} e}
2 _ Ay 4 _ 4
52— [d < e +G““6Bf}v> . 89— [d x<Bﬁvﬁ+Gﬁvfﬁv> . (6)
in addition to the bosonic symmetries generated by
=a O —a O
/d4 < _ _—> /d4 < e T> . 6.2)
W W spa ) v v a
éBa 3B, 5Ga oG,y
It appears that a nonvamshwfn@?&a )Fal > results in the dynamical breakdown of the continuous symiaset
31234 andA®. Though, a little more care is needed. Not all the breakimgsralependent, as one checks
that
3W-0) = 51 53 32~ = 52 _ 54 AL (6.3)
are clearly dynamically broken fd(B — B)F) + 0, since can write
B 1)-(3 2)—(4) 12
(B3 ~Bu)Ra) = (3V G [Ga R3] ) = - (82~ [GLRa]) = (AW [(BL +BLRa]) . (64)
while
3W+@ = 3 1503 3D+ = 52 1 54 AP (6.5)

are still conserved.

If a nonzero value o{(Bﬁv — Eﬁv)ﬁﬁ,> is dynamically favoured, 2 Goldstone fermions and 1 Goldstmoson seem

to enter the physical spectrum. As this would be a seriouslend, we need to find a way to remove these from the
spectrum. A typical way to kill unwanted degrees of freedstoy imposing constraints on the allowed excitations.
Consistency is assured when this is done by using symmetgrgtors to restrict the physical subspace. First, we
have to identify the suitable operators to create/anrniilae Goldstone particles. As it is well known, these are
provided by the Noether currents corresponding to (6.3jclvban be derived from the acti@®),,. We obtain

{(1)-(3 e a2
v = BDaquB+GqBDabBbB+BGBDaquB GagDaBYg
jﬁzH‘l) _ DabiB G Dab—bB B2sDS GbB+G DabBuB, (6.6)

after a little algebra. Let us now define what physical opesagare. First of all, they are expected to be gauge
invarianf. Secondly, based oA® we can also introduce g-ghost charge, WithG (Gf}, ) = +1, g(éﬁv) =-1,

and demand that physical operators gr@eutral. In addition, we also can request invariance vattt(® and
5(2+(4)

Let us mention the following useful relations

(2)—(4 -(1)—(3 o)
3W+R -G — §+(*;@-4) = 0. (6.7)
The currentsj &2)7(@ or jul ~® are thus not physical operators. Although gauge invar{ént) tells us these are
not3M+( or 52+ invariant. Moreover, smcg( B )) =+1, andg(jfll)f(e’)) = —1, also theg-neutrality is
not met.
We can assur&-neutrality by e.g. taking a produgt? —(4 j(=() put this does not ensud?*® or 5

invariance, which can be easily checked using (6.7).

7. These extra particles carry no color, so there is no re@serpect that these would be confined or so, thereby remadkigmgselves from
the physical spectrum.
8. Or more precisely, BRST closed but not exact, after fixirgdauge.



Concerning the curremt, associated with(M), we find

bsa =a b
ki = —B3DI"Byp+BypDEBY, (6.8)
hence
3V, = BR,DYGH, — GagDEPBa, + GapDiBag — BapDi’Gag # O,
bd | a b b b
2@, — —GEDfBop + BapDi’Gag — BpDI Ghy + GBS # 0. (6.9)
Since the symmetries we are using are not unrelated, it éeatly no surprise thak, jffH“) andjﬁl)f(s) are

transformed into each other. The question remains howekiether we can build combinatichsf these which
enjoy all the necessary invariances? Let us try to constnetstarting fronj (@4, We shall use a more symbolic
notation. It can be checked that e.g.

52+ (@j<2>—<4> +(B+BK _Gj(l)*(:”)) -0, (6.10)

but
3L+ (G @~ 4 (B+BK-G j(l>*<3)) — —4Gk—2(B+B)jV-O), (6.11)

So far, we have been unable to construct suitable invarigertadors. We are lead to believe that this is generally
true, in return we could state that the Goldstone modes caxpelled from the spectrum. An explicit proof is
however lacking hitherto.

7  Afew words on the tensor couplingh2°cd

In the massless case, the precise value of the tensor cga@fiff is irrelevant, as it cannot influence the dynamics
of the (physical) Yang-Mills sector of the theory as exptadrabove. However, when studying the effective action
for ¢ = ((B—B)F), A®plays a role. We might see this as a drawback, as then a nepgindent coupling would
enter the game. As our setup was to deal with confinement il gswge theories with a single gauge couptifg
we would like to retain solelg? as the relevant parameter. This can be nicely accommodatéy invoking the
renormalization group equations to reduce the number gflowys. In the presence of multiple couplings, one can
always opt to choose a primary coupling and express thestheerm of this one. For consistency, no sacrifices
should be made w.r.t. the renormalization group equatibesefore we shall search for a fix pok®d(g?), such
thatu%)\fbw =0.

We recall the result of [11], where it was calculated, usiirgehsional regularizatiofd = 4 — 2¢) and using the
MS scheme, that

uai)\abcd _ _28)\abcd+ |:} ()\abpq)\cpdq+)\apbq)\cdpq+)\apcq)\bpdq+ )\apdq)\bpcq)
H 4

_ 12CAA30Cdy | gL fabPFCAPa2 | 16C, FAAPFDCPR2 96d,§dea2} Y., @y

. 2 . . . . .
with a= 725, and we also rescaled™*® — —151b°d We clearly notice thak?**@= 0 is not a fixed point of this

renormalization group equation. We must thus look out foalternative fixed poink2°¢d£ Q.

We shall restrict ourselves to the simplest case: we 8) as gauge group, and only consider gauge fields in
the adjoint representation. Doing so, we can simplify (a.b)t by explicitly computing the completely symmetric
rank 4 tensod;'f‘\de [12], and by looking for tensor structures that can be usedtstruct a rank 4 tensor consistent
with the constraints (2.14) and (2.11).

The generators of the adjoint representatioBdf2), are given by(t?)pc = i€3°C. We can computed®®d, which is
defined by means of a symmetrized trace STr as
dﬁde — STr (ta‘tbtctd) — [6ab6Cd + 6ad6bc} _ E (6ab6Cd + 6ac6bd + 6ad6bc) .(7.2)

symmetrizedw.t. {a,b,c,d} 3

9. These combinations may of course contain other opergtors



Moreover, we can also simplify the other tensor appearir(@.ih), namely Ca = 2)
8CAfPPFodPa? 4 16CATAIPFO0PR? = —165°°5"7 — 165295"° + 3257°5°. (7.3)

Using the constraints (2.14) as definition of any buildingdilof our tensoh2°¢Y, one can check that the following
rank 4 color tensors are suitable (linearly independemtjlickates

O::Etbcd — 6ab6Cd Ogbcd _ 6ac6bd + 6ad6bc. (7. 4)
Clearly,dﬁIDCd and the tensor (7.3) are particular linear combinationbeténsors in (7.4). We now propose
AZP(q) =y, 030 + v, 08P ¥ €R, (7.5)

and we demand that the I.h.s. of (7.1) vanishes when (7.bjistisuted into it, withe = 0. This leads to

{ Y1 67.6 { Y1
Y2

—436 ’ Y2
We conclude that the renormalization group equaﬂ%ﬂab“‘ = B2d — 0 possesses a fixed pointdh= 4, at
least at 1-loop for the gauge gro8pJ(2) in the presence of only gauge fields.

284

DR (7.6)

Q&
Q&

We end this note by briefly returning to the issueaéfpower corrections. In [28, 29], these were related to

(part of) the dimension two condensa?,; ) = (V) (mingesyn) [ d*x(A)?). The nonlocal operatohZ,
reduces toA? in the Landau gauge, hence the interest in this gauge [28 A#®pugh the mechanism discussed
in this Letter might seem to be completely different, thidsvever not the case. The nonperturbative mass scale,
set by the condensation of the gauge invariant operatoy, (8iB also fuel a nonvanishing? condensate in the
Landau gauge, i.€A%) 0 n?, already in a perturbative loop expansion. As such, at [gasf the nonperturbative
information stored ifA?) could be attributed to the gauge invariant condensatedotred in this work.

Acknowledgments

D. Dudal is grateful to R. Jackiw for useful discussions. Mdal is supported by the Research-Foundation Flan-
ders. This work is supported in part by funds provided by ti&eDépartment of Energy (DOE) under cooperative
research agreement DEFG02-05ER41360.

References

[1] G. 't Hooft, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl21(2003) 333.
[2] G. 'tHooft, Nucl. Phys. A721(2003) 3.
[3] G. 't Hooft, Prog. Theor. Phys. Supdl67(2007) 144.
[4] E. Eichten, K. Gottfried, T. Kinoshita, K. D. Lane and T. Man, Phys. Rev. .7 (1978) 3090 [Erratum-ibid.
D 21(1980) 313].
[5] K. G. Chetyrkin, S. Narison and V. |. Zakharov, Nucl. PhBs550(1999) 353.
[6] O. Andreev and V. |. Zakharov, Phys. Rev.72 (2006) 025023.
[7] V. 1. Zakharov, AIP Conf. Proc964(2007) 143.
[8] R. Jackiw and S. Y. Pi, Phys. Lett. 88(1996) 131.
[9] R. Jackiw and S. Y. Pi, Phys. Lett. 8)3(1997) 297.
[10] M. A. L. Capri, D. Dudal, J. A. Gracey, V. E. R. Lemes, RSabreiro, S. P. Sorella and H. Verschelde, Phys.
Rev. D72 (2005) 105016.
[11] M. A. L. Capri, D. Dudal, J. A. Gracey, V. E. R. Lemes, RSabreiro, S. P. Sorella and H. Verschelde, Phys.
Rev. D74 (2006) 045008.
[12] T.van Ritbergen, A. N. Schellekens and J. A. M. Vermasemt. J. Mod. Phys. A4 (1999) 41.
[13] O. Piguet and S. P. Sorella, Lect. Notes P28 (1995) 1.
[14] M. A. L. Capri, V. E. R. Lemes, R. F. Sobreiro, S. P. Saalhd R. Thibes, J. Phys.44 (2008) 155401.
[15] D. Dudal, N. Vandersickel and H. Verschelde, Phys. Rev6 (2007) 025006.
[16] K. Knecht and H. Verschelde, Phys. Rev6®(2001) 085006.

10



[17] S. Yokojima, Phys. Rev. B1(1995) 2996.

[18] F. R. Ford and J. A. Gracey, Phys. Lett6B4(2009) 232

[19] G. S. Bali, Phys. Rep843(2001) 1.

[20] L. S. Brown and W. |. Weisberger, Phys. Rev2D(1979) 3239.

[21] W. Fischler, Nucl. Phys. B29(1977) 157.

[22] G. S. Bali, Phys. Rev. B2 (2000) 114503.

[23] G. B. West, Phys. Lett. B15(1982) 468.

[24] A. Cucchieri and T. Mendes, Phys. Rev. La#00(2008) 241601.

[25] V. N. Gribov, Nucl. Phys. BL39(1978) 1.

[26] D. Dudal, J. A. Gracey, S. P. Sorella, N. Vandersickel bin Verschelde, Phys. Rev. T8 (2008) 065047.
[27] G. Leibbrandt, Rev. Mod. Phy59(1987) 1067.

[28] F. V. Gubarev, L. Stodolsky and V. |. Zakharov, Phys. Reatt. 86 (2001) 2220.
[29] F. V. Gubarev and V. |. Zakharov, Phys. Lett5B1(2001) 28.

11



