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I. INTRODUCTION

Yang-Mills gauge theory and its extensions including miditdds are extremely successful perturba-
tively [1]. One of the formal grounds for this success is @gategral formulation based on the Faddeev-
Popov method to perturbatively fix the gauge and allow forrRegn diagram computations. There is an

inherent Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin (BRST) symmetry.

In Landau gauged, A = 0, and in Euclidean spacetime, the gauge path integral thkeform?:
Z= / [DA] 5(9A%) det M) &S — / [DA] &5
Sp=Sm + / d*x <ibaauAﬁ+ E"apDﬁbcb> , 1)
and it is invariant under the BRST transformations:

SAﬁ = _Dﬁbcb ’ SC,a = gfabccbcc ) &Ea = Iba ’ Stﬁ =0. (2)

This perturbative setup allows for the establishment oésshcrucial features, ranging from all-order renor-
malizability 2 and gauge independence to perturbative unitarity, as wedl eonsistent extension for the

physics of massive gauge bosons, through the Brout-ERglggs mechanism.

Non-perturbatively, however, the situation is by far nat #ame. While numerical methods provide
strong evidence for confinement and dynamical chiral symnieeaking (when fermions are included) in
the strong-coupling region![2} 3], this regime of the themyot amenable to a fully analytical scrutiny,
leaving many theoretical gaps concerning e.g. the possildehanisms that can drive such remarkable

physical phenomena.

An important drawback of the Faddeev-Popov setup in the exdagbative regime was first pointed
out by Gribov [4]: the sampling over physically inequivalgyauge configurations in the path integral is
hindered by the presence of gauge copies in the gauge fixowegure (for recent reviews, cf.l[5, 6]).
Away from the perturbative vicinity in gauge configuratiqgrase, large fields and eventually zero modes of

the Faddeev-Popov operator,

M = 592 1 gfe°A%H,, with 9,A7= 0 (Landau gauge) (3)

1 We adopt standard notation, which can be found e.g. in Rgf. [1

2 To be precise, this statement is actually restricted to ligsmf gauge fixings for which the quantum action principl@] has
been fully established. An example of such class of gaugdsi®ne which respects Lorentz covariance. For noncowvarian
gauges, the situation can be much more involved [55-57].



are reached and the functional integral measuid in (1) besdidefined, which can be directly appreciated
from the presence of de¥/) = 0. Over the last decades advances have been made in theodirett
circumventing this problem. In particular, the Gribov-Zw#ger framework|[7] encodes a modification
of the Faddeev-Popov procedure in order to account for thsepmce of gauge copies. It corresponds to

restricting the functional measure to the first Gribov regibin the Landau gaugé, A} = 0, namely
Q= { Al 0,41 =0, M*(A) >0}, (4)

where M2 is the Faddeev-Popov operatbt (3). In practice, a nonlosazdn term is introduced in the

SU(N) gauge action using a new mass parametethe Gribov parameter:
Sp— Sez = Sp+ VH(A) — AV (N? - 1) (5)

whereV is the spacetime volume and the horizon function reads

H(A) = ¢ / dxdy FR5AR(x) [ ~1(x,y)] ™ Feeong(y) (6)

in terms of the inverse of the Faddeev-Popov operdttf, *|. The constraint that enables us to get rid
of the gauge copiéss then realized by fixing the Gribov parametgn a self-consistent way through the

extremization of the vacuum energy of the theory with respey?, yielding the gap equation:
(H) =4v(N?-1), @)

where the vacuum expectation val(id) has to be evaluated with the measure defined by the action in
eq. (9).

Even though this approach and its subsequent extensioephavided interesting results for correlation
functions of fundamental fields [8=11] as well as for phylsidzservables like the bound state spectrum [12—
14], the thermodynamics and transport properties of thekgglaon plasmal [15-24], the standard BRST
symmetry is softly broken. The absence of this nilpotent mgtny that plays a crucial role in the pertur-
bative setup can obscure features such as renormaligalggitige independence, definition of a physical
space and unitarity in the infrared regime of the theoryatt been established, however, that a softly broken
BRST operator is sufficient in several examples to guarghtgea gauge theory is renormalizable, thus still
displaying predictive power. The other issues are stillaindtense investigation. For recent and different

perspectives on this important topic, the reader is redaioe.g. [25-43].

3 We remind here that the Gribov regi6his not free from Gribov copies,e. additional copies still exist insid®. A smaller
region withinQ exists which is fully free from Gribov copies. This regiorcalled the Fundamental Modular Region. Though,
unlike the case of the Gribov regidd, a local and renormalizable framework implementing thérie®n to the Fundamental
Modular Region is, at present, unknown. Therefore, we gitalteed by focusing on the regiéh



Here, we concentrate on a recent development put forwareis. |15, 58]: the existence of a nonper-
turbative BRST operator that is both nilpotent and an exgattnsetry of the Gribov-Zwanziger action in
Landau and linear covariant gauges. The proposal relieswriting the Landau-gauge horizon function,

(€), in terms of a non-local gauge-invariant transversel ﬂﬁl namely
H) = H(A") - RA)(@A) = H(A) — [ d'sfyRe(xy) (0A%), ®)
where

. [0A ig [0A | 0A
Pw <AV—|g [?’A"] + g [62 ,0y OZD +0(AY

=
I

0 : I
= A— a—gaA+|g {Ap, azaA] 9 [azaA apazaA}
.0, [0 Oy [0A
+ig =5 [a—gaA Av} + '205 [az ﬁA] +0(A%), ©

auav

with Py, = (6W ) being the transverse projector. By construction, expoesf) is left invariant by

gauge transformations order by order. This fi,é"[‘gtan be obtained through the minimizationforﬂ“xAJA“

along its gauge orbit. We refer to [45] and references thefaridetails.

The termR(A)(0A) is an infinite non-local power series #§; that collects all terms proportional to

(0uAY) and can be reabsorbed by a shift of the auxiliary fieés follows
Sz = Sim+ / d*x (ibaauAﬁJrE""auDﬁbcb) +YH(A)
_ St / ' ( 16"0,A0 + EO,DEC) 1 YH(A) (10)
where the new fielth” reads
b" = b+iy*R(A) . (11)

The action [(ID), with the horizon functidd (A") expressed via Zwanziger's auxiliary field, , w, ®),

i.e.
VHA - [ ab (~@AAN -+ B A0+ A+ 9)) (12)
enjoys the following exact nilpotent BRST symmetry:
sg=5+%2, =0, sS5z=0. (13)
where the operata stands for the usual BRST operator
sA, = —DEC”, sé = gfabccbcc, s =ib?, s =0,

ab

92 = P, s’ =0, sif’ = ¢, H°=0, (14)



while

32C = —V'R(A), 8eb"?=—iy'sR(A),
BpGE = —yPgf oA | A (AN)] " Sp(rest 0. (15)

The presence of the Gribov parameter in the definition ofrtbig exact BRST transformation makes explicit
its nonperturbative nature, while guarantees that theugmtive limit is fully recovered in the ultraviolet,
as desired. Furthermore, the extension of this framewotkdalass of linear covariant gauges becomes a
straightforward procedure based on the BRST principle, [#d¢omplete analogy with what is done in the

perturbative case. The resulting action is [45]:
%G: 32p+/d4x (—ﬂcMab(Ah)(bﬁc—l—(:ﬂCMab(Ah)uﬁc+gy2fabcAH’a(6+¢)BC) ’ (16)
with

pr— 4 - a h7
$p = S{M+Sy2/d x(c?auAﬁ_ 'Eéab a)
= Sym+ /d4X (ibh‘aauAﬁ + %bh’a‘bha + EaapDﬁbe> a7

The parametey? is still to be determined from the horizon condition, d8e(@) though withA,, replaced
by its gauge invariant counterpa&{]. As such, the horizon condition itself becomes a gaugeriang

condition.

In this fashion, as discussed in[45], a substantial senfih{tesimally) gauge equivalent configurations,
obeying the same linear covariant gauge condition, areided from the path integration. More precisely,

all infinitesimal gauge copies that have a Taylor expansionral the Landau gauge,= 0, are eliminated.

Finally, we end up with a nonperturbative formulation of Gebov-Zwanziger theory for linear covari-
ant gauges that displays an exact, nilpotent BRST invagiaNevertheless, the full power of this symmetry
is established only in local quantum field theories, whichdsthe case of this one so far. Indeed, inspec-
tion of eqs[(1B)+£(1l6) reveals two sources of non-locatitthe action and in the definition of the new BRST

transformation: the gauge-invariant fied and the inverse of the Faddeev-Popov operator.

In this work, we show that this novel perspective on Yanglviiheories in the presence of the Gribov
horizon can be cast in a fully local form — with both the actéom its exact nonperturbative BRST symmetry
localizable. The first consequences of this fully local i@rswill also be explored, shedding some light
on the most relevant issue of gauge independence as welbeaiglipg an exact, all-order result for the

longitudinal part of the gluon propagator in linear covatigauges.



This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, ttiem (16) for the linear covariant gauges is
shown to be localized via the introduction of an auxiliarydief the Stueckelberg type. Sectibnl Ill then
presents the procedure for obtaining a local form for thepeauirbative BRST symmetry. In Sectibnl 1V,
we write down Ward identities from which a set of interestaumsequences will arise, namely: the gauge-
parameter independence of BRST-invariant correlationtfans and an exact result for the longitudinal part
of the gluon propagator, that turns out to be the same as iarpative Yang-Mills theory. The extension of
the framework that takes into account the formation of dism@mtwo condensates is discussed in Section
V] while the treatment of matter fields is addressed in Seffilb Sectior VIl collects our conclusions and

outlook.

[I. LOCALIZATION OF THE BRST-INVARIANT ACTION

An important step towards the construction of the theorpdd of finding expressions of the action, its
fundamental fields, and the corresponding nilpotent BRS#insgtry in terms of local fields only. In this
section, we write down the action as a local field theory, thlke local version of its BRST symmetry will

be discussed in the next section.

We first notice that the horizon functidA(A") in the action [(ID) has a double source of non-locality.
First, the horizon function is itself a non-local functidiad its argument due to the presence of the inverse
of the Fadeev-Popov operatgh/ ~1)2*. Second, the field" has so far been formulated as a nonlocal series
in the gauge field?, eq.[9). As discussed in the previous section, the norl-tpzantity H (A") can be re-
expressed by introducing bosonic fiel@g”, $3°), as well as fermionic field&®, wi). The corresponding

action read$
$° = Sm+ / d*x <a?+ibaauAﬁ+ (_:aauDﬁb(A)cb>
—|—/d4X<—$ﬁcMab(Ah)¢Bc—|—OT)ﬁCMab(Ah)Q)BC—Fgy2 fabC(Ah)ﬁ(q)Bc‘Faﬁc))a (18)

in which the nonlocality stemming from the integral operaté— present in the horizon function has been
traded for the new auxiliary fieldz°, $3°) and (wi°, wE®).

Our next step towards the definition of a BRST-invariant @vilZwanziger theory is to write its action

in terms of local fields only. As introduced in_[45] and brieflgviewed in the Introduction, the field

4 We point out that the Lagrange multiplig? appearing in expressiof {117) can be considered as an elampéietd. This follows
by noticing that the field redefinition in ed._{11) correspeiifact to a field transformation with unit Jacobian. Fronwram
we shall remove the inddxin the Lagrange multiplier fiel®.



A" has been originally defined as a highly nonlocal series ingtege field. In order to write a local
representation for the gauge-invariant fiéltl and consequently find a local action, we shall employ a
different representation of it, using an auxiliary Studbkey fieldé?, see refs.[46-50]. The fiekf can be

introduced by first defining
h=ga&T* (19)
so that we write the field" as

AL = (AM)AT2 = hTAST2h ¢ Ié htd h. (20)

An important feature oA", as defined by (20), is that it is gauge invariant, that is,

Al — AL (21)
as can be seen from the gauge transformations wittNyh@trix vV

A“—>VTA“V+lgVT0pV, h—Vvih, hfshiv. 22)

The fieIdA[} is now a local field and can be expanded in term&%p¥/ielding
(A" = A~ DD — J10%PDEE + 0(2?). (23)

This construction allows us to write a local action for theb®v-Zwanziger theory in linear covariant
gauges,

50— [ aw{ FRaRD+ SO b 0,A0+ EO0MAS

~ GRODO(AN) OB + GECAP(AN G + g FAOAN)(B + §F) +raap<A“>ﬁ} L

Notice that the action is now written in terms of local fieldslyp with the Faddeev-Popov operator
M3P(A") = —a,D3(A") now in terms of the local version @f", eq. [20). The Lagrange multipliet8 and

1@ are needed to enforce two constraints. The first one is tearlicovariant gauge conditiapA} = iab?,
while the second is the transversality of the fialy 6H(Ah)ﬁ = 0, which can be seen as a constraint on the
Stueckelberg field. Indeed, if the Stueckelberg fi&lds eliminated through the transversality constraint
ap(Ah)ﬁ = 0, we get back the non-local expression for the ﬁféﬂchppearing in the actiof _(1L8). By further
integrating over the auxiliary field®3P, ¢3°) and(w°, w°), one goes back to the original acti¢n}(10).

Expression[(24) is now local, albeit non-polynomial. To soextent, the situation shares similarities

with other local non-polynomial models lik§ = 1 SYM in superspace, non-linear two-dimensional sigma



models as well as chiral Wess-Zumino models [54, 50-61]lllthese cases the algebraic renormalization
proved to be very helpful, allowing in fact for an all ordeopf of the renormalizability of these models.
Perhaps, this will be also the case of our model, a thoughfamied by the non-trivial UV finiteness
properties displayed by the horizon function and by Gribke-propagators [51]. Let us also remind that
the renormalizability of Landau gauge Yang-Mills theorsepplemented by a Stueckelberg mass term has

been proven in [46, 47].

lll. LOCAL BRST TRANSFORMATIONS

Now that we have a local version of the nonperturbative BRS@riant GZ action, in the next subsec-

tions we address the localization of its nonperturbativesBRransformations.

A. The nonperturbative BRST operator s

For the nilpotent BRST transformations we have

sA, = —Djc”, (25)
s@ = gfabccbcc, (26)
< = ib?, (27)
st = 0. (28)

Following [49], for the Stueckelberg field we write, withj indices associated with a generic representation,
sl = —igced(T3)*nk | s(A"3=0, (29)
from which the BRST transformation of the fiedé (cf. eq. [19)) can be evaluated iteratively, giving

2
SEa _ _Ca_|_ % fabchEc _ f_zfamrfmpucpaqar + O(g3) ] (30)

It is instructive to check here explicitly the BRST invarianof A". For this, it is better to employ a matrix

notation for the fields, namely

SA, = —0duCc+ig[A,,c], sc= —igcc,
sh = —igch,  sh' =igh'c, (31)



with Ay = ATT?, c=cT? & =

sA, = igh'c Ash+h'(—a,c+ig[A,¢])h—igh" A, ch— hca h+ h'ay(ch)
= igh'cAjh—h'(a,c)h+igh'A, ch—igh'c Ash—igh'Auch—h'cdyh+ h'(duc)h+h'ea h

= 0.

For the other fields, we write

Within the BRST framework just introduced, the actibnl (24 de recast in the form
%C%G _ i_Ll/d4XFaFa —|—S/d4 < —aba+c auA“ —aCMab(Ah) >
+ ¥ / d*xg PP(AMR(R+ H5°) + / d*x 129y (A")3.

&3T2, From expression (20) we get

S(I)ﬁb _ ooﬁb:> S(;.)ﬁb:

b b b

(32)

(33)
(34)
(35)

(36)

One of the most interesting features of the action (36) isitrenjoys a nonperturbative nilpotent BRST

symmetry

with the following full set of transformations defined as

SVZ%CGZO, %220

—DP, spc?=
ib®, szb?=0
—igCa(Ta)ikhkj ’
W0, spwf’ =
e s LU T L] T

B. The localization OfSyz

(37)

(38)

As mentioned before, the nonperturbative nilpotent BR&hdformation[(38) defines a symmetry of

the action[(36). However, these transformations are noatland to have a proper well-defined quantum
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field theory we have to construct a fully local formulatiorhi§ can be done by introducing another set of

auxiliary fields. We first note that

f d4X<7(I)_ﬁcM(Ah)ab¢BC+(:)ﬁcM(Ah)ameC+g% fabC(Ah)S(¢Bc+$EIC)>

/ DODPDWDDE e R (39)

where the symbol- means “up to a prefactor”. We can also write this in terms béofields

/ @BQ)E@Z Q)Z_ei / d4x(7EﬁcM(Ah)abBBC+Z_ﬁCM(Ah)abZBC79% fabC(Ah)ﬁ(BBC+EﬁC))

where(3,3) are complex bosonic fields arid, ) are fermionic fields. Multiplying these expressions we

~eTHAY (40

obtain a new local form for the action (10)

b?p?
SC6 = s+ / d*x <0( 5 +|ba0uAﬁ+EaauDﬁb(A)cb> + / d*x 120, (AM)z.
_|_/ d4X <—6ﬁCM(Ah)ab¢BC—|—OT)ﬁCM(Ah)abQ)BC—Fg% fabC(Ah)ﬁ(d)BC‘F(FBC)) ’
_|_/ d?x <_EﬁcM(Ah)abBﬁc+ZﬁcM(Ah)abzﬁc_g% fabC(Ah)ﬁ(BBc+EBC)> . (41
It is clear from the construction thdi (10), {18), andl(41¢ al equivalent, sharing the same physical
content. The advantage of introducing the extra set of @amnyifields is that we can now define a local
BRST symmetry for this action. It is straightforward to ckdbat the following local nonperturbative

BRST transformations are a symmetry of the action (41)

bb 9 cabcb
aocAﬁ = —DﬁC ) Soccazéfa “c°c’,

SocC = ibaa Soch® = 0.

SIOChij _ —igCa(Ta)ikhkj, SIOC(Ah)a

n=0,

Slocq)ﬁb = wﬁb> Socwﬁb:Q

aocaﬁb = ﬁb‘F Eﬁba 50053b207

Soct® = 0,
aocgﬁb =0 socBﬁb:(*)ﬁb
socZﬁb =0 SocZ_ﬁbZO, (42)
with
Soc %GZO- (43)

The fieIds(Z_,Z) have—1 and 1 ghost number, respectively, while the fid[ﬁsﬁ) have 0 ghost number. We
point out that the earlier non-local BRST operaspr, eqsl(38), can be recovered from the local operator

Soc Upon elimination of the auxiliary fielathrough the equations of motion Bf
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Note also that the original non-local actidn(10) was writte terms ofy* and the formulation of the
action [41) displays only?. It follows that this observation leads to a natural disetmmetry related to
the invariance of the theory undgr — —y2. In terms of the fields, this amounts to the exchange of both

sets of auxiliary localizing fields, more precisely, the@cts invariant under

(I)ﬁb N _Bab7 (Bﬁb_) _Bab7

Bﬁb - _q)ﬁb? Bﬁb_> _ﬁb>

ooﬁb N —Zﬁb> Gﬁb—> —Zﬁba

& - -, G- (44)
At this point it is worth to note that there is a natural set efdivariables that we can identify as being

BRST singletsj.e. quantities which belong to the cohomology of the BRST opeydlhat is, BRST-closed

fields which are not BRST-exact. We note that

soc (07 BE) = 26,

Soc (0P —BR) = 0. (45)
which hints us to introduce the combinations

Kﬁb: % (q)ﬁb‘i‘Bﬁb)a

A — % (q)ﬁb _ Bﬁb) . (46)

and their conjugate counterparts. In terms of these figdésattion becomebs (41)
$° = S +/d4 ( )¢ b> /d"’xr u(AM.
+ / d*x (-@CM(A“)abe% %CM(Ah)abwﬁc)
+ / d'x —XﬁCM(Ah)abAﬁ°+ZﬁCM(A“)abzﬁ°+gyzfabC(Ah)ﬁ(A30+Xﬁ°)),
— S(M+Soc/d x( |—“°‘ba+EaauA“ \f WM (AM)2k b°> /d4XTa0 (AMe.

+ / i (AT (AN)PON -+ L (AN + gy TR +AR)) (47)
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where the transformations(42) now read

SocAﬁ = —Dﬁbcb> SiocC? = gfabc )

S0cC® = ib?, §pcb*=0.

Soch! = —ige?(TH*NY . s0c(AM=0,

Sock = V20, 80c0f° =0

Soctf® = V2K, §0cKE =0,

Soct® = 0,

Soch2® = 0 §ocA2 =0

50l = 0 80l =0, (48)

from which it becomes apparent that the field&")3 )\ﬁb,)\ﬁb, Zab,Zab,ra) define BRST singlets. Note
also that the term containing the Gribov paramgteelongs to the cohomology of the BRST operaigy,
namely
CG _ 0

Soc a%yz = Sloc/d4x (g fabC(Ah)ﬁ()\Bc‘F)\Bc)) =0, % # Socd (49)
for some local integrated field polynomial This important property highlights the fact thas a physical
parameter. On the other hand the gauge parametgéit not enter physical quantities, since it is associated
to a BRST-exact term. As such, it can also not contribute ¢ogdp equation defining Henceforthyy is
gauge independent and thus allowed to enter the expectatioas of gauge invariant quantities, including

the vacuum energy.

C. BRST-invariant infrared regularizing mass for the Stuedelberg field g

The tree-level propagator of the Stueckelberg fietthn be derived from the quadratic part of the final
action, eq. [(47). The result is shown in Appendix A to(g&) O a/p*, which could give rise to potential
IR divergences when performing explicit loop calculatiohevertheless, it is possible to introduce an IR
regularizing mass term for the Stueckelberg field compatiath the local BRST invariance. Indeed, from

the transformation of the Stueckelberg field given in Bq),(B@an be checked that

Soc (Eaza> = —&ac”. (50)

2
This interesting property of the Stueckelberg field can béveé from eql(31l)j.e.

Soc(€9%) = —iged® | (51)
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Expanding the exponential in Taylor series, one gets
. o g° . . g g°
o (1ig8 ~ Ge 15868+ ) = —igo (14 g - SEE-iTEE L) (6D
Multiplying both sides of ed.(52) b§, yields
_ P 9 o _ G 9
& Soc (1+|ga — SE g8 ) = —igt c <1+ g8 — 5 88 15,888 + ) . (69)

Equating order by order ig the expressiori (3) immediately provides leq.(50) at lepdider.

Due to equation(30), we can introduce the following BRSaatxerm

S | e (08787 = [ a (GMiEcee+pEeet) (54)

where(p, M) are constant parameters transforming as
Socp = M*, SocM* = 0. (55)

The parametep has ghost number1, while M has ghost number zero. As it is apparent from equation
(B4), the tern§rg provides an IR regularization for the Stueckelberg fieldBRST-invariant way, yielding

in fact a propagator for the Stueckelberg field which behawes like (E&) O At the very end of

the computation of the correlation functions the paransdtdr, p) will be set to zero.
Before ending this section, it might be worth to spend a fewdsmn an important aspect displayed
by the model in the Landau gaugeg. d,A, = 0, which corresponds ta = 0. As one checks out from
Appendix[A, all propagators of all fields are IR safe in the dam gauge. In other words, when= 0,
the introduction of the regularizing infrared maddsis redundant. In particular, from AppendiX A, one
sees that&&) andau= (Au&)Landau= (AuT)Landau= 0, While all other two-points correlation functions are
IR safe. This is an important property of the Landau gaugeachvbxpresses in terms of Feynman rules
the decoupling of the Stueckelberg field, reflecting the etquefact that, whed A, = 0, the higher order
terms of the infinite serie§](9) become harmless, due to #sepce of the divergendgA,,. From this useful
feature of the Landau gauge one infers that the existendeedirhit M? — O is apparent for correlation
functions (O(x)O(y)) of BRST invariant composite operato@(x). In fact, as we shall show in details
in the next section, the existence of an exact BRST symmeilfyemable us to prove thatO(x)O(y))
turns out to be independent from the gauge parameterall orders. As a consequence, the correlation
function (O(x)O(y)) can be directly evaluated in the Landau gauges O, which is IR safe, due to the

aforementioned decoupling properties of the Stueckelfield)€ .
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D. i-particles

In order to elucidate the nature of the fundamental exomatiof the theory, we look at the quadratic part
of the BRST singlet sector of the actidn[47), which, beaimmind thatF? is gauge invariant, i.e.
R (A)RS(A) = RS, (AR (A", (56)
is given by
%Lr:géet _ / d4X <§(Ah)ﬁ(_az)(Ah)ﬁ _ )\ﬁC(_GZ))\ﬁc+ ZaC( 02 Zac+ gyz fabc Ah ()\bc+)\bC)>
(57)

where we have already taken into account the fact that thepimed 1@ enforces the transversality (Ah)ﬁ.

Defining

1
b b_ijab
Az — f2<v*? —|u3), (58)

we have

i 1 1
S = [ (AR -

1 —
—5Ui(-a )u30+zﬁc(—az)zﬁc+gy2\/§fabC(Ah)3v§C> : (59)

Expression[{59) can be diagonalized in the following way:St(N), we decompose the fieW®° as

1
b b b
Vj :Wfa ‘\/j+$ , (60)
where
Vai=_"_ abo\/bc (61)
Vi \/—
and
fabegP = 0. (62)

The validity of equation[(60) can be easily checked with takp lof

fabcfabd Nacd (63)
The action becomes now
I 1
S = [ (GO0 - SV -0V + 0V IR (A

+ / d*x < S-S ——Ua"( 02)U3C+Z_ﬁ°<—az)iﬁ°>' (64)
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Therefore, introducing the complex fields

nd=AN2+v2, M= (AN2-iV2 (65)

we obtain
i 1 : 1 .
S / d’ <Znﬁ (~0°~igV2Ny ) i+ 33 (0% +igvaNy?) 'ﬁ)
1 1 =
+/d&(—éﬁ%—ﬁﬁf—éuﬁp@QQ?+Q%—¥ﬂf>. (66)

As it is apparent from expressidn {66), the fieldsn) correspond to a pair of unphysical excitations, called
i-particles [52], with complex conjugate squared massigs/Ny?. As discussed in details in [52], this kind
of excitation is suitable to describe confined degrees efloen. Moreover, it turns out that physical bound

states operators displaying a Kallen-Lehmann speepksentation can be constructed by combining pairs

of i-particles, see [52]. Examples of such composite operarers

oY = Awnw

0? = swpaﬁwnpc ) (67)
where

Nw = 0uNy — OyNy- (68)

It is remarkable that the fields),n) corresponding to theparticles are BRST singlets. As a consequence,

the composite operatols (67) are BRST singlets too.

IV. WARD IDENTITIES AND THEIR CONSEQUENCES

Having achieved a local formulation of the BRST transfoiiora, we can proceed with the derivation
of the Ward identities and with the analysis of their consgmes. To that purpose we employ the powerful

trick of extending the BRST transformations on the gaugampatera, seel[58|, 54]i.e.

Socdl =X, SocX =0, (69)

wherey is a parameter with ghost number 1, which will be set to zetbeend. As explained in [53,/54],
the extended BRST transformations, €qs.(42), (69), walbés us to prove in a purely algebraic way that
the correlation functions of local operators belonginghte tohomology of the BRST operatgg. are

independent from the gauge parameter
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Taking into account the extended BRST transformatfion (@@)gauge fixing term becomes now
/ d'x (58" + T, ) / d'x (5% + b0, — 1587 + EOP(AIY) . (70)
so that the actiori (41) reads

aa
SCC = S+ / d*x (cxb 2b +ibaapAﬁ—iééaba+6aauDﬁb(A)cb> + / d*x 120, (A")3

yz fabc
\/_

V2 fabc
\/i

We are now ready to establish the Ward identities of the thebBollowing the general procedure of the

—l—/d4X <_q3ﬁcM(Ah)ab¢ﬁc+aﬁcM(Ah)abuﬁc+g (Ah) (q) +6BC)>

+ / d“x<—§ﬁ°M<A“>absﬁ°+Zﬁ"M(Ah)abzﬁC (AMa(eh +§B‘=>) . (72)

algebraic renormalization [53], we introduce a set of BR®/&riant external sourceg€3,L2,K?) coupled

to the non-linear BRST variations of the elementary fieldsnaly we start with the complete classical

action
S = S°+Srrt / d*x (QfSocA + L2Si0cC® + K2 §0cE?)
= S5+ / d*X (QfiS0cAl + L2Si0cC® + K*50cE?) + / d4X<M74EaEa+ pE""C"") ; (72)
where
SocZ =0,  SocSoc =0, (73)

with so¢ being the local version of the nonperturbative BRST, @B, (®9). The complete actian turns
out to obey the following Ward identities [53]:

e The Slavnov-Taylor identity:

53 = / d X[;;a E?AZu ;_Za e?cza 66K2a gzza b7 - s Tl 6j>§b o 6?3;
+(#2 _|_Bab) 5izﬁb] M"’ 0z Xg_i _ (74)
e The gauge-fixing equation:
%:iauAﬁJrcxba—lzxéa. (75)
e The anti-ghost equation:
02 or _ i—)(b"". (76)

5 heoa 2
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To exploit the content of these identities at the quanturalave introduce theRI generating functiondl

[o0]

r=s+3%ar®, (77)
n=1

and write down the quantum version of the identitled (149),({Z6).i.e.

or &r or or or or 6F or ol
_ 4 o ab ab
S(F) - /d X[ QaéAﬁ—i_ La5Ca+5Ka5Ea+ ib* = —H*)H 5¢ab+wll 5Bﬁb
ol or ar
nab 4
+(p +B )mﬁb]JrM +xaa 0. (78)
or . [
%zlauAﬁ+aba—|§xéa. (79)
or or i .a
5= Foss ~ X7 (80)

We move then from the Rl correlation functions to the connected ones by means of #ygehdre

transformation

20 W =resi+Y [daxi®e, 8D)
|
wherebylJ stands for the standard sources coupled to the fields of doeytland

(D| = {A7b7C7C_JE7T7¢767(‘07&7BJE?Z?Z_}7

J = {Q,LK},

{p,M% a,x}. (82)

u

From expressior_(81) we have

or (@bos) oZ

—_— = —J = _bOS
5CDibOS J ) 6Ji(q)bos) D5, (83)
for bosonic fields and
or (dfen) oZ fer
=J ) en D, ’ 84
s/ 53 (84)
for fermionic fields, so that
or oZ ar 0Z
- _ 2= - == 85
o7 87’ o4 o (85)

When written in terms of the generating functioal, 7, ], the previous Ward identities take the form:
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e The Slavnov-Taylor identity:

/d4Z[_JL(1A)a(Z) oZ +J(c)a(Z) oZ _J(E)a( ) oZ —|—|J<6)a( ) 6Z

3Q4(2) oL3(z) oK?(z) 3Jb
($)ab (B)ab 0Z (@ab 4
—(WT @+ 37 (2) W +7(2) ( Pe B
0Z 0Z
M* 5 X o0 = O (86)

e The gauge-fixing equation:

oZ oZ [ oZ
—JP3(x) =i +a — =X (87)
"aalMax) 0IPR(x) 27 8J(0a(x)
e The anti-ghost equation:
JO3(x) + 0% 0z _ Ix 0z (88)

H3Qa(x) 27 3a0a(x) |

In the following, we shall explore some implications of thédentities for the two-point gluon correla-

tion function and to the correlation functions of BRST-iraat operators.

A. The longitudinal part of the gluon propagator

The first important consequence stemming from the idest{88), [87) and (88) is that they completely
determine the longitudinal part of the propagator of theggsfieldA7.

Acting with the test operator

5 5
83V3(x) 83(@b(y)

on the Slavnov-Taylor identity, ef.(86), and setting alirses and parametek$ andx equal to zero, one

(89)

gets

5 & 527
83@P(y) BQA(X)  530b(y)83 M3 (x)

Let us now act on ed.(90) with the partial derivatdj obtaining

=0. (90)

8 5 B 5z
83@P(y) HOQA(X) HEambib(y)53 N3 (x)

Making use of the anti-ghost equatidn (88) wxtlequal to zero, it follows that e@.(91) yields

5
J©2(x) 4 jo¥ =0 92
&Ry Wgny s o

—0. (91)
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or

505 (x —y) + i} o =0, (93)
O (
which, in momentum space, becomes

Pu(AR B conn(p) = —8%, (94)

where we have define@\} b®)conn(P) in such a way that

4 a b d4p apb ip(x—y)
Ty OB e = - | G 8B com ) €0 (95)
Therefore, from Lorenzinvariance, it follows that
(Aﬁ bb>conn( p) = —% 5. (96)

It remains now to apply the test operaazl;\?b—() on eq[(8Y) and set all sources gpdqual to zero, obtaining
y

iaﬁ& +a =0, (97)

which gives, in momentum space,

- pp<Aﬁ A\t;)>conn( p)+a (A\t;) ba>conn(— p) =0, (98)
or
Pu(A% AD) conr(P) = @ % &®. (99)

Therefore, decomposing the gauge propagm@m{})mnn into transverse and longitudinal components

(A Ao P) = | (8~ P20 ) D) + 22 (62| 5 (100)

it follows that the longitudinal componef&(p?) is completely determined to all orders to be

_G
— 9
p2

a result which is in full agreement with the recent latticéad&2,[63] as well as with the results following

G(p%) (101)

from the analysis of the Dyson-Schwinger equations|[64—BB6¢ linear covariant gauge was also analyzed
in [67,168]. In [58], an alternative proof of this fact was geated, directly at the level of the path integral.
It is worth mentioning that the resuli (1101) is hard to showrieé would not have an exact BRST symmetry

for the Gribov-Zwanziger action at one’s disposal.

5 Or more precisely, EuclidearD4rotational invariance in our case.
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B. Gauge-parameter independence of correlation functionsf BRST-invariant composite operators

A second relevant consequence which follows directly fram$lavnov-Taylor identity, e.(86), is the
independence from the gauge paramatef the correlation functions of composite operators whietohg
to the cohomology of the BRST operats.. To establish this property we follow the procedure outine

in [53].

Let O(x) denote a local composite operator with vanishing ghost rurabd belonging to the coho-

molgy of §oc, Namely
SocO=0, O# 3006 ) (102)

for any local operato®. The correlation function§O(x;) - - - O(Xn)) onn r€ Obtained by adding to the start-
ing action the BRST-invariant terrfid*x (3(9) (x) O(x)), with J(©) being an external invariant source. Due

to the BRST invariance of d*x (3()(x) O(x)), the Slavnov-Taylor identity, e§.(B6), remains unmodified

The correlatorgO(x1) - - - O(%n)) conn @r€ derived by differentiating the generating functiwith respect

conn
to J(©) and by setting all sources and parame{é$, p,x) equal to zeroi.e.

o o

(O(x1) - O(%n)) conn= 3300 (x,) 8300 (Xl)z J=J—OM=p=x=0 (103)

To prove the gauge-parameter independence of the coorefatinctions(O(Xy) - - - O(Xn)) cony WE act with

the test operator

o o

T T (104)

on the Slavnov-Taylor identity, ef.(86), and afterwardsdegve with respect to the paramejeryielding

the equation

0 oz 02 3Nz
P \ -X ( —0. (105)
00 [ 33(O)(xy) - - 8I(O)(x1) 13=5=0M=p=0 ax0a | 8J(0)(xy) - - - 8I(O) (x1) [3=9=0M=p=0
Setting now the parametgrto zero, we finally get
0
(O(x1) - O(Xn)>c0nn =0, (106)

aa
which establishes the all-order independence of the @ivel functions(O(x1)--- O(Xn))conn from the

gauge parametan. In particular, the vacuum energy (zero point functionpiéndependent, and as a

consequence also the Gribov paramgtehich follows from extremizing the vacuum energy.
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V. DIMENSION-TWO CONDENSATES AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE REFIN ED GZ ACTION

It is known that the GZ vacuum exhibits the formation of dirsien-two condensates which are ener-
getically favoured, giving rise to a refined action called BRGZ action, see [8—=10]. In the present BRST-
invariant formulation of the linear covariant gauges, éh@snension-two condensates are easily identified,

the corresponding dimension-two operators being given by
(ARANE, (Pl - BRP0R - BB+ L) (107)
We underline that both operators appearing in €g.](107)nigefo the cohomology of the BRST operator

Sec, as itis easily checked. Taking into account these dimartsio operators, for the BRST-invariant RGZ

action we get

b2 .
&7 = Stm+ Sond+ SRR+/d4X <0(7+|ba0pAﬁ+(_:aauDﬁb(A)cb> +/d4xTa6u(Ah)ﬁ.
_|_/ d4X <—6ﬁCM(Ah)ab¢BC—|—@ﬁCM(Ah)ab(,OBC—i-g% fabC(Ah)ﬁ(q)BC‘f‘q?BC)) 7

+ / d“x(—63°M<A“>absﬁ<=+Zﬁ"M(A“)aszC—g% fabC<A“>ﬁ<Bﬁ°+Eﬁ°>) , (108)

with Srg given by expression (54) artd

Seond = /d4x{ g (A3(AM2 1|2 (Q—)ﬁbwﬁb — R EﬁbﬁﬁbJr Z_ﬁbzﬁb> } _ (109)
We note that in the auxiliary fields sector, a single massmater is used. If different parameters were
used, we could simply fix then to be equal (up to a sign) by delngnthatS.qnq is invariant under the
non-perturbative BRST transformations and the discretesformations[{44). The parameténs’, ) in
expression[(109) are dynamical parameters which, as muttte a@3ribov parametef, can be determined
order by order through the evaluation of the effective ptidfor the dimension two operators of €q9.(107),
see [10]. Notice also that, as in the case/ofthe parameterém?, |?) are coupled to the operatofs (107),

which belong to the conomology of the BRST operator. As sgf, ?) are physical parameters of the

theory which will enter the physical correlation functiosfsBRST invariant operators.

VI. INCLUSION OF MATTER FIELDS

Itis interesting to point out that this fully local BRST-mwant description is not restricted to the case of

pure-gauge theories. Gauge-invariant matter fields, gnaotoA", may be constructed for various fields

6 As pointed out inl[9] beforgs? should be positive to avoid tachyonic modes in e sector.
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belonging to different representations of the S)¢olor group, allowing for the modeling of nonper-
turbative gauge-interacting matter. In what follows, wecdiss two particular cases of phenomenological

interest: adjoint scalar fields and Dirac fermions in thedamental representation.

A. Scalar fields in the adjoint representation

Consider adjoint scalar fields
o= ¢T", (110)
whose BRST transformation is
sp=ig[@.d] . (111)
A gauge invariant scalar field is obtained by making use oSteckelberg field (defined in eq.[(19)), as
¢ =hieh. (112)
It is easy to verify that) is left invariant by the BRST transformatiorise.
s¢" = 0. (113)
Generalizing the construction outlined in [34], a BRSTanant action for the scalar fietgl is given by
S = 0*Hy(¢", A") = g°c* / d*xd’y £2°(q)° () (M ~H A (x, ) (@")°(y) (114)

where the parameter* plays a role analogous to that of the Gribov paramgtér As shown in|[34], the
relevance of introducing the matter actién (fL14) lies initheresting feature that, besides sharing a natural
similarity with the horizon functiorH (A) of the gauge field, it enables us to obtain a propagator for the
scalar field which fits in a nice way the available lattice ntn# data, see the discussion presented.in [34].
Proceeding as before, the non-local tekm {114) can be cémtahform by introducing the auxiliary fields
(9,9) and ,0)

Sgcal _ /d4X {_5acMab(Ah)8bc+§acMab(Ah)ebc+0.2 fabc(@)a(gbc+5bc)} ) (115)

7 It would remain, in the future, to work out a self-consistdghamical realization of such model, starting from the dsad
Yang-Mills matter actions.

8 Although we do not have a geometrical picture behind thiamatero? akin to that ofy?, i.e. we do not have a horizon condition.
Following footnote 7, it remains to work out a dynamical ization of o*.
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As done before, the action (115) is left invariant by the penturbative BRST transformations

8021Sab _ eab’ 5021S_ab =0,

ab nab __ qab 2 ¢mnb m 1 ne
526 =0, 5,26 =94 c%gfM(g") (M(Ah) , (116)

with

529°% = 0. (117)

Again, the transformation§ _(1116) can be localized in theestashion as those of the pure gauge sector.

B. Fermion fields in the fundamental representation

The same construction can be applied to fermion fields inuhddmental representation. The BRST-

invariant fermion field is now
" =nh'y. (118)

In this case, the invariant spinor action is

S = Hy(W" A" = ¢’ / dx?y (") ()T (3 1AM [P0y TR W () (119)
wherei, j,k are the indices of the fundamental representation ofN§U¢ is the spinor index and the
parameterc® is analogous ta* andy*. As in the case of the scalar field, the tefm (119) enables us to
nicely reproduce the available lattice data on the quarkagator, upon including as before a mass for the

localizing auxiliary fermion fields [14, 34].

VIl. CONCLUSION

In the present work we have pursued the study of the nonpatiue nilpotent exact symmetry of the

Gribov-Zwanziger formulation recently proposed|in[45]the Landau and linear covariant gauges.

The main issue which has been faced is that of the localizatiboth BRST operator and action derived
in [45]. As shown in Section§ {Il) an@ (ll), a complete loéatmulation can be achieved, as summarized by
eqs[(41),[(4R)[(43). In addition of the auxiliary fields, w, ¢, $) already present in the original formulation,
a second set of auxiliary fieIc{é_, ¢, [E, B), eq.[42), as well as an auxiliary Stueckelberg figldq.[19), have

been introduced to obtain a fully local set up.
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This novel formulation of the linear covariant gauges ogéesossibility of new lines of investigation,
as already partially reported in SectIV). In particukss,a consequence of the Ward identities of the theory,
the longitudinal component of the gauge field propagatortess proven to be completely determined to
all orders, being given b)b@, see eq4.(100),(1D1). We emphasize that this result ismplade agreement
with the recent lattice numerical simulations|[62, 63] adl\&s with the studies of the Dyson-Schwinger

equations|[64—66].

A second important consequence following from the local dNidentities is the independence of the
correlation functions of local BRST-invariant compositeecators from the gauge parameter For in-
stance, this result implies that the masses of the glueal#ady obtained in the Landau gauge [12, 13]

remain the same when moving to the linear covariant gauges.

Concerning future investigations, we might quote the stoidthe infrared behaviour of the Faddeev-
Popov ghost propagator in linear covariant gauges, thef pfaibie all order renormalizability of the new
formulation, the analysis of the conomology of the new I®RIST operator, ed.(42), and the possible iden-
tification of a suitable set of composite operators dispigythe Kallen-Lehmann spectral representation, a
task of utmost importance for the understanding of the glaysipectrum of the theory. In addition, it will
also be worthwhile to set up a dynamical framework to compluéevariousd = 2 vacuum condensates

needed to stabilize the Gribov-Zwanziger vacuum.
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Appendix A: Propagators of the elementary fields

In order to calculate the tree-level two-point functionstiod theory, let us first write the action up to

guadratic terms in the fields. For that matter, we considentbst general case of nonzero BRST-invariant
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condensates(GFPuRP — §aepaL — BIORAD 1 720785)) and ((AM)A(AM), as in the so-called refined Gribov-
Zwanziger theory by adding the terf,ng. An infrared cutoff for the Stueckelberg fieldis necessary, as
discussed in the Subséc. Tll C. This cutoff is added in a BRSdriant way through the teri@rgr. Let us
start with the full action[{411),

. S{M+S:0nd+SRR+/d X(

Ll)abcb> + / d*x 120, (AM)E.

—|—/ d*x <—(|)—3CM(Ah)ab¢BC—|—O_JﬁCM(Ah)awaC—I—g% fabC(Ah)ﬁ(¢Bc+6E1C)> ’
—l—/d4X <_§ﬁcM(Ah)abBBC+Z_ﬁcM(Ah)abZBC \y/zz fabC(Ah) (B +§BC)> . (A1)
supplemented by the Stueckelberg field mass regulator
Ser = [ ds(pE%E) = [ d' ( M4E%E + pEcc ) (A2)
and the dimension two condensates
4 mP hyasahya 2 (~ab.ab rabgyab pabpab , 7abzab
Sond = /d x{?m AN+ 12 (Gl - BR05°— BBE + G zu)}. (A3)

In order to extract the quadratic part of the actionl(Al), we the Stuckelberg field to write the transver-
sal gluonic fieldA" to first order in the fields a@Ah = Al —0,&% Besides, the Faddeev-Popov operator is
trivially given by M3(A") = —928%° + O(A"). The quadratic part of the action is then

lgg _ é(q'\l/llad) + /d4X{ba (iauAﬁ-i- %ba> +$ﬁb(02 . u2)¢ﬁb+gy2fabC(Aﬁ_ auaa) (¢Bc+$ﬁc) + 292c?

4
G )R T O — PR+ S (AR EROE - 2R0,E°) + B 4 pEC”
VZ

+Eﬁb(62 _ p?)Bﬁb \/é fabc Au 9 Ea <Bbc Bbc) Z_ﬁb(a2 _ u2)zﬁb} ] (A4)

Following the standard procedure, one finds the followirtgo§éree-level propagators of the theory in

momentum space

PP+ 1

APARCP) = a e B2 B TNy Bt p4pppv (AS5)
ROPP) = P, (1)
RO ) = RO ) = oo S (a7
(AX(PE°(—p)) = ipét%:;wpp (A8)
e e (1)

p?(p*+aM#
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4
BEPP) = g (10)

2 xab
BER(-P) = 1 (1)

4
BPI(p)) = i85 (a12)
PP = iz g (AL3)
@) = P (A19)
EEP) = (A15)
(P(PE(—p) = m{’ab (A16)
DT ) = (P p) = gy B (AL7)
L SR (P[P PP+ ) R+ 2Ny

b cd B gzy4 fabmgmced ? dacabd 5 Alg
O (PO (P = T e ) T R NG Y ey (A18)
PP = BT = i T (A19)

ab
ER(P) = oo (n20)

2
EECED) = St (A21)
a b _ rr12(p4—cxM4)+M4p2 2N92V4 ab

(P (=p) = { (0 1 o) pz(p2+u2)}6 . (A22)

with B, = (ESW — %) being the transverse projector.

The theory also has a considerable set of vanishing propagaiven by all propagators involving either

thec or the thew fields, except for

@E(PP(—p) = éaab (A23)
PP = T, (A2

The propagators involving the auxiliary fielqg, B) and(Z_,Z) are straightforwardly derived from those
above by using the symmetry relations](44). All other pr@ags which have not been listed above are
vanishing. Finally, let us recall that the parametbtsand p (which regularize the propagation of the

Stueckelberg field) must be taken to zero at the end of anwplacalculation.
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