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Instituto de F́ısica Teórica e IPARCOS, Facultad de CC. F́ısicas, Plaza de las Ciencias 1, 28040 Madrid, Spain

September 13, 2023

Abstract. We extend a known mass-gap equation for pure gluodynamics in global colour models (formu-
lated in equal time quantization in Coulomb gauge) to one in which gluons split into two sets which may
have different masses. If the theory is SU(N)× SU(M) with gluons in both groups having identical cou-
plings (as suggested by Grand Unification arguments at large scales) it is immediate to see that different
masses are generated for each subgroup. This global symmetry is not broken, but the split masses erase
accidental symmetries that might be present due to the two couplings being the same at the large scale,
such as SU(N ×M) or similar. We also numerically explore a couple of low-dimensional examples of sim-
ple Lie groups, but in spite of the system having a form that would seem to allow spontaneous symmetry
breaking, it is not triggered for these groups whose algebra has no ideal, and the dispersion relations for
the various gluons converge to the same form.

PACS. 11.15.-q Gauge field theories – 11.15.Ex Spontaneous breaking of gauge symmetries

1 Introduction

Spontaneous gauge–boson mass generation is at the core
of the Standard Model. Additionally to the Higgs mech-
anism, the Schwinger mechanism and similar ideas allow
the gauge bosons (henceforth, “gluons”) to acquire a mass
without the assistance of an explicit additional field [1,2,
3,4,5].

Gluon masses are a welcome gauge–fixed feature of
Chromodynamics as they raise glueballs from the low–
lying hadron spectrum [6,7,8,9] where the existing hadrons
are well understood.

This is perhaps worth exploring in the context of Grand
Unification because complicated symmetry breaking pat-
terns [10,11] appear and the scalar Higgs-type mechanisms
to break the symmetry can be convoluted (in fact, in many
Grand Unification situations, the Higgs needs to be de-
scribed by a composite field from the start [12,13]).

We do not have a particular agenda nor unification
model in mind, but want to generically explore a system of
coupled gap equations that may allow splitting the gluon
masses into two or more different values. Having this the-
oretical mechanism (which we partially achieve as will be
explained in detail) would allow to have additional theo-
retical tools to explore unification dynamics. Because of
the first theorem of Vafa and Witten [14], we know that
spontaneous global colour-symmetry breaking is impossi-
ble in the quark sector, so our exploration concentrates on
the Yang-Mills sector alone.

Then there is also the question of why the Standard
Model is built out of low-dimensional Lie groups [15,16]
that may well have to do with the spontaneous acquisi-

tion of large masses (triggered by very different evolutions
of the coupling constants) by particles charged under the
(absent) large dimensional groups, which would remove
such particles from the spectrum.

These gap equations are formulated in Coulomb gauge,
but our considerations should be easy to extend to other
gauges such as Landau gauge [17,18]. Modeling the Coul-
omb gauge dynamics with simple global–colour model does
not capture all the interesting phenomena, such as for ex-
ample the Gribov divergent gluon mass at low momentum
(a very strongly infrared enhanced propagator) [19] but
they are strong enough to trigger the generation of gluon
masses: and we are not sure that we want to explore con-
finement (including Coulomb confinement is a necessary
condition to describe confinement in arbitrary gauges, as
the Coulomb potential is an upper bound for the QCD
potential [20]) in this work, that does not necessarily re-
strict itself to Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) with the
group SU(3) but the production of a gap. This modified
dispersion relation with a finite gluon mass is a feature of
a more general class of theories.

In this article we review, in section 2, the obtention
of the known pure Yang-Mills gap equation in the North
Carolina State [21] model; we solve it for various groups,
all of which have the same coupling constant at a low
scale in section 3; we then, in section 4, extend the mech-
anism to allow for the possibility of different variational
wavefunctions for each of the gauge bosons, which could
possibly trigger spontaneous breaking of a global symme-
try. We succeed in doing this for product Lie groups or any
other situation in which the underlying Lie algebra con-
tains an ideal. Afterwards, we conduct a first numerical
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exploration for a few simple Lie groups of low–dimension,
reported in section 5 and do not currently find a situa-
tion in which the symmetry breaks. After a brief outlook,
we complement the discussion with an appendix detail-
ing the numerical solution method, the necessary colour
algebra, and an exhaustive list of the structure constant
combinations (in the particular case of SU(3) only).

2 Coulomb–gauge gap equation for a singlet
condensate

In this section we present the relatively well–known the-
ory of the mass gap equation leading to a gluon mass
in Coulomb gauge with a color–singlet condensate (note
that any gauge boson mass and condensates are necessar-
ily features of a gauge–fixed picture of the theory) that
therefore respects all global symmetries. We start from a
global–color symmetry preserving Hamiltonian [21]:

H =

∫
d3x (Πa ·Πa +Ba ·Ba)−

− 1

2

∫
d3x

∫
d3yρaglue(x)V (|x− y|)ρaglue(y) , (1)

where Πa represents the colour electric field, Ba the chro-
momagnetic field, and ρaglue = fabcAb · Πc the colour
charge density. The Hamiltonian differs from exact QCD
in that the potential V (|x − y|) is a c-function (like in
electrodynamics) given below in Eq. (16) simplifying the
kernel that appears in the full non-Abelian theory [22,23].

In the basis of well-defined momentum particles, with
creation, aa†, and destruction, aa, boson operators the
fields take the form

Aa
i (x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
1√
2|k|

[
aai (k) + aa†i (−k)

]
eik·x (2)

Πa
i (x) = −i

∫
d3k

(2π)3

√
|k|
2

[
aai (k)− aa†i (−k)

]
eik·x (3)

Ba
i = ϵijk

(
▽jA

a
k +

g

2
fabcAb

jA
c
k

)
. (4)

Because the Coulomb gauge is spatially transverse, ade-
quate commutation rules that project out the longitudinal
gluons are

[aai (k), a
b
j(q)

†] = (2π)3δabδ3(k− q)
(
δij − k̂ik̂j

)
, (5)

where k̂ ≡ k/|k|.
A gluon condensed vacuum |Ω⟩ is variationally cho-

sen by minimizing the expectation value of the Hamilto-
nian ⟨H⟩. The quasiparticles that will annihilate it will
have a dispersion relation E(k) that serves as the actual
variational function, controlling the canonical Bogoliubov
rotation [24]

αa
i = cosh θaka

a
i (k) + sinh θaka

a†
i (−k) (6)

αa†
i = sinh θaka

a
i (k) + cosh θaka

a†
i (−k) , (7)

so that the field expansions become

Aa
i (x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
1√
2Ea

k

(
αa
i (k) + αa†

i (−k)
)
eik·x (8)

Πa
i (x) = −i

∫
d3k

(2π)3

√
Ea

k

2

(
αa
i (k)− αa†

i (−k)
)
eik·x .

(9)

The relation between the hyperbolic Bogoliubov angle θak
and the dispersion relation is then

tanh θak =
|k| − Ea

k

|k|+ Ea
k

. (10)

Although it is not directly used in practice, the vacuum
state of the interacting theory satisfying αa

i |Ω⟩ = 0 is
obtained from the free vacuum via

|Ω⟩ = e

(
−

∫
d3k

2(2π)3
tanh θa

k(δij−k̂ik̂j)a
a†
i (k)aa†

j (−k)
)
|0⟩ .

(11)

To apply the Rayleigh-Ritz variational principle we re-
quire the expectation value of the Hamiltonian in the fam-
ily of rotated vacuum states,

⟨HΠ⟩Ω = (2π)3δ3(0)
∑
a

∫
d3k

(2π)3
Ea

k

2

⟨HB⟩Ω = (2π)3δ3(0)
∑
a

∫
d3k

(2π)3
|k|2

2Ea
k

⟨HV ⟩Ω = (2π)3δ3(0)
1

8

∑
abc

∫
d3k

(2π)3
d3k′

(2π)3
×

×
[
(1 + (k̂ · k̂′))V̂ (|k− k′|)fabcfabc

(
Ec

k

Eb
k′

− CG

)]
.

(12)

The factor δ3(0) simply represents the quantization vol-
ume: it can be ignored in minimizing the energy density.
The variational principle then yields

δ⟨H⟩Ω
δEd

q

=
δ(⟨HΠ⟩Ω + ⟨HB⟩Ω + ⟨HV ⟩Ω)

δEd
q

= 0

and this entails the following mass–gap equation for the
gauge bosons,

(Ed
k)

2 = |q|2 − 1

4

∑
a,b

fabdfabd
∫

d3k

(2π)3
×

× V̂ (|k− q|)(1 + (k̂ · q̂)2)

(
(Eb

k)
2 − (Ed

q)
2

Eb
k

)
.

(13)

This is a nonlinear integral equation for Eq that appears
also on the right, so the solution needs to be iterative un-
til a fixed point is found. We can simplify a bit by noting
that Ek does not depend on the angular variables, so that
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defining an effective potential that absorbs the polar inte-
gral

V̂eff(k,q) =
1

2π

∫
dΩ V̂ (|k− q|)(1 + (k̂ · q̂)2), (14)

the radial equation becomes

(Ed
q)

2 = |q|2 − 1

4

∑
a,b

fabdfabd
∫ ∞

0

d|k|
(2π)2

|k|2×

× V̂eff(k,q)

(
(Eb

k)
2 − (Ed

q)
2

Eb
k

)
. (15)

An alternative way to derive this equation is via the func-
tional approach [25].

The potential V̂ (|k − q|) is the Fourier transform of
the potential V (|x − y|) in Eq. (1). In a confining the-
ory, the potential can be approximated by the Cornell
linear+Coulomb 1/r potential, resulting in

V (|x− y|) = − αs

|x− y|
+ b |x− y| e−Λphen|x−y| , (16)

where αs is the strong interaction constant and b the string
tension. The term e−Λphen|x−y| is a regulator that tames
the strong infrared growth of the linear potential, but we
will not use it and actually employ the computer grid to
regulate the integration.

Since the gluon pairs in the condensate are in a singlet
state, all quasiparticles have the same dispersion relation
and no global symmetry is broken, Ed

q = Eq for all d.
The sum over the structure constants is the Casimir of
the adjoint representation, CG =

∑
a,b f

abdfabd, that for

SU(N) is simply CG = N . Eq. (15) then reduces to

(Eq)
2 = |q|2 − CG

4

∫ ∞

0

d|k|
(2π)2

|k|2V̂eff(k,q)

(
E2

k − E2
q

Ek

)
.

(17)

3 Colour–symmetric gap equation for various
groups

Let us now separately study the effect of the terms of the
potential in Eq. (16), starting by the linear potential (first
used in a gap equation, to our knowledge, in [26,27]),

VL(|x− y|) = b |x− y| ,

that, after Fourier transform, becomes

V̂L = F3(VL) = − 8πb

|k− q|4
, (18)

and handling the angular integrals yields the effective po-
tential for the radial equation,

V̂eff, L =

∫ 1

−1

dθ
−8πb

(|k|2 + |q|2 − 2|k||q| cos θ)2
(1 + cos2 θ) =

=− 8πb
[( |k|2 + |q|2

|k|2 − |q|2

)2
1

|k|2|q|2
+

+
|k|2 + |q|2

4|k|3|q|3
log

(
|k| − |q|
|k|+ |q|

)2 ]
. (19)

The k integral in Eq. (15) has a log infrared divergence
upon employing the 1/(k− q)4. The regulated equation is
numerically solved (as detailed in the appendix) and the
solutions are plot in figure 1 for different symmetry groups.
In all cases we see the emergence of a mass, m = E(0),
larger with increasing dimension of the symmetry group
due to the CG colour factor in Eq. (17).

0,01 0,1 1 10 100 1000

1000

2000

3000

4000
5000
6000
7000

E(
p)

 (M
eV

)

p (MeV)

Fig. 1. Computed numerical dispersion relations E(p) with
the linear potential from Eq. (19). From bottom to top they
correspond to the groups SU(3) through SU(10), all with the
same string tension b = 0.18 GeV2.

We now turn to the Coulomb potential that is a good
description of the actual potential when interactions are
small, that is, at high momentum transfers in non-Abelian
theories. It is

VC(|x− y|) = − αs

|x− y|
,

with Fourier transform

V̂C(|k− q|) = F3(VC) = − 4παs

|k− q|2
, (20)

and, because of the absence of a ϕ–dependence, just as
for the linear potential, both being central, the effective
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potential for the radial equation is

V̂eff, C =

∫ 1

−1

dθ
−4παs

|k|2 + |q|2 − 2|k||q| cos θ
(1 + cos2 θ) =

= 4παs

[ 1

2|q|2
+

1

2|k|2
+

+
|k|4 + 6|k|2|q|2 + |q|4

8|k|3|q|3
log

(
|k| − |q|
|k|+ |q|

)2 ]
. (21)

This potential causes no problem in the infrared k −→ q
limit, but the improper integral in the ultraviolet k −→ ∞
does not converge. Since, unlike the linear potential, the
Coulombic one is scale–free, the solutions scale with the
regulating cutoff). Since it is not particularly appealing
that the computer grid determines the mass gap (although
common practice in many computer fields), we will elim-
inate that dependence by a fixed momentum subtraction
(MOM scheme). We therefore detract from Eq. (17) the
same equation but with a fixed value of the momentum
scale, µ, that is now dictating the solution’s mass. The
resulting equation,

(Eq)
2 = (Ed

µ)
2 + |q|2 − µ2 − CG

4

∫ ∞

0

d|k|
(2π)2

|k|2

Ek
×

×(V̂eff(k,q)
(
(Ek)

2 − (Eq)
2
)
− V̂eff(k, µ)

(
(Ek)

2 − (Eµ)
2
)
,

(22)

has a much better behaviour, and any k −→ ∞ integration
divergence is suppressed by the new fixed-point subtrac-
tion, with the same potential but opposite sign. µ has to
be chosen high enough so that the energy be practically
equal to the momentum, that is, E(µ) = µ, and one is in
a quasifree regime. Beyond that, µ is arbitrary just as the
choice of cutoff was. Still it allows control of the problem’s
scale without regards to the integration grid.

Upon applying this method to various symmetry groups,
the masses generically diminish, as can be observed in fig-
ure 2. The qualitative features of mass generation are sim-
ilar to the linear potential, and in both cases the larger
the dimension of the symmetry group, the larger the mass
which is generated, all other things being equal, due to
the CG colour factor.

Of course, the scales of both plots have been set so that
the resulting gluon masses make sense at the QCD scale
with SU(3), yielding glueballs of reasonable mass [28], but
the reader can easily scale them as needed to any other
energy regime. The resulting dispersion relations are stan-
dard, as would appear in a plasma with a cutoff or upon
solving the Helmholtz equation in a waveguide, and show
that a minimum threshold energy is required to propagate
gluons of any momentum.

The gluon masses generated for large–dimensional groups
are not exponentially far from the QCD one, but this is
because we start with the same coupling constant at a low
scale. If instead we started with the same coupling con-
stant at a very large (Grand Unification) scale, the much
larger antiscreening of the Yang-Mills coupling constant
for larger groups would yield exponentially larger masses

0,1 1 10 100 1000 10000

5000

10000
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 (M
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p (MeV)

0,1 1 10 100 1000 10000
4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

p (MeV)

E 
(p

) (
M

eV
)

Fig. 2. Dispersion relations solving the gauge–boson gap equa-
tion (17) for different SU(N), all with the same strong coupling
constant αs = 1 in Eq. (21), with cutoffs k1 = 10 GeV and
k2 = 20 GeV. The top plot (regularized but unrenormalized
equation) shows two bunches of three functions E(k), with the
lower bunch employing the regulator k1 and the upper one
using k2; in both cases the symmetry groups correspond to
SU(3), SU(4) and SU(5). The bottom plot shows the same
solutions but now with a MOM subtraction and renormaliza-
tion scale of µ = 9 GeV.

at a low–scale, effectively removing such theories from the
spectrum, as we have shown elsewhere [15,16].

4 Splitting the masses in SU(N)×SU(M)

The mass generation that we have so far fixed forced us
to fix the local gauge (we have adopted the Coulomb one,
but similar results have been obtained in others), but the
solutions fully respect the global color symmetry. In this
section we turn to the possibility that the solutions may
spontaneously break some global symmetry and different
gluons come with different masses even if the scale µ and
the coupling αs are the same for all of them.
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We will, for the sake of simplicity, explore the parti-
tion of the N2 − 1 gluons of SU(N) in two subsets, one
with n lighter gluons and another, containing the rest of
them, heavier. We need a bit more notation to distinguish
the sets, and have opted for lowercase letters a, b, c, d... =
1, ..., n to denote the colours of the lighter (L) gluons,
whose dispersion relation shall be written as ωq, and up-
percase letters A,B,C,D... = n, ..., N2− 1 for the heavier
(H) ones, with dispersion relation naturally chosen as the
capital letter Ωq. To refer to all the colors simultaneously
we adopt the greek indices α, β, γ, δ... = 1, ...N2 − 1.

The gap equation (15) now formally separates into a
2× 2 system for the two types of gluons,

(ωd
q)

2 = |q|2 − 1

4

∫ ∞

0

d|k|
(2π)2

|k|2V̂eff(k,q)
∑
α[∑

b

(fαbd)2
(ωb

k)
2 − (ωd

q)
2

ωb
k

+
∑
B

(fαBd)2
(ΩB

k )2 − (ωd
q)

2

ΩB
k

]
(23)

(ΩD
q )2 = |q|2 − 1

4

∫ ∞

0

d|k|
(2π)2

|k|2V̂eff(k,q)
∑
α[∑

B

(fαBD)2
(ΩB

k )2−(ΩD
q )2

ΩB
k

+
∑
b

(fαbD)2
(ωb

k)
2−(ΩD

q )2

ωb
k

]
.

(24)

Each integral contains two terms between brackets.
The first depends only on the dispersion relation being
solved for on the left hand side of the equation (diagonal
terms), be it ω for the light bosons or Ω for the heavy
ones. The second term depends on both dispersion rela-
tions and couples the equations, pushing the solution to-
wards the symmetric point ωa = ΩA (this can be seen
with a little patience from the combination of signs).

More compactly, and focusing on the colour structure
of these equations, this system reads

(ωd
q)

2 = |q|2 − 1

4

∫
d|k|
(2π)

2 |k|
2V̂eff(k,q)×

×

LL
∑
α,b

(
fαbd

)2
+ LH

∑
α,B

(
fαBd

)2 ,

(ΩD
q )2 = |q|2 − 1

4

∫
d|k|
(2π)

2 |k|
2×

×

HL
∑
α,b

(
fαbD

)2
+HH

∑
α,B

(
fαBD

)2 .

(25)

where the various symbols have obvious meaning shorten-
ing Eq. (24).

The observation that gives this paper its title is that,
if the combination of structure constants of these cou-
pling terms would vanish, which can be achieved by mak-
ing all constants of the forms fαBd and fαbD to vanish,

the two equations completely decouple. We then have two
copies of Eq. (15), one for the light dispersion relation
ω(q) and one for the heavier Ω(q). The mass in each case
is proportional to the size of the factors

∑
α,b(f

αbd)2 or∑
α,B(f

αBD)2 that appear in the diagonal terms (not all
four terms can simultaneously vanish in a non-Abelian
gauge theory, since they are sums of squares and some
structure constants must be nonzero).

The vanishing of the two coupling terms is precisely
what happens if the split of the gauge bosons is done along
the lines of two commuting generating algebras, so that
the algebra corresponding to the total group is not simple,
but the direct sum of two ideals, in group–theory parlance
(su(N)⊕ su(M)⊕ ...).

We have chosen to split the system in two sets, but the
reader can easily note that a larger number of dispersion
relations ω1, ω2,. . .ωj is possible, in which case the system
of equations would further split into several. For each ideal
in which we can decompose the algebra, we will obtain one
decoupled equation that will provide a different gauge–
boson mass, as long as the dimensions are different, N ̸=
M , which drive different colour factors.

This splitting happens even in the presence of the same
effective potential, coupling constant and renormalization
scale, and is entirely driven by the colour factors.

In the case of simple Lie algebras such as su(N), with-
out proper ideals, this decoupling cannot take place (be-
cause no subset of generators of the algebra can commute
with all of those outside the subset, in which case some of
the mixed–index f structure constants need to be different
from zero), and the various gap equations are necessarily
coupled to one another. To this we turn in the next sec-
tion.

5 Global colour breaking not obvious for a
simple Lie algebra

In this section we report an initial exploration of the new
system of coupled equations for a couple of low-dimensional
Lie algebras. Because there is no ideal, at least three of the
four terms contribute, independently of how the partition
of the N2 − 1 gluons is taken. Thus, the system remains
coupled.

In a first exercise, we attempt to break the symme-
try by hand. In a totally artificial manner, we include a
multiplicative factor in the off-diagonal terms of Eq. (24)
that reduces their intensity. The outcome is exposed in fig-
ure 3, both for a strong artificial suppression by 1/10 but
also for a modest reduction factor of 8/10. In both cases,
the global colour symmetry is broken and the system con-
verges to two dispersion relations with different mass. The
plots correspond to a global SU(3) colour group in which
an SU(2) subgroup remain light (dispersion relation ω)
and the rest acquire a heavier dispersion relation Ω.

However, if we reset the equation to its original form
without artificial factors explicitly breaking the symme-
try, it is not so easy to find a solution with spontaneous
breaking of a simple group. We have not yet deployed
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Fig. 3. We artificially attenuate the nondiagonal coupling
among dispersion relations in Eq. (24) to show a reaction of the
system breaking global colour. Upper plot: the multiplicative
factor is 0.1, greatly damping the strength of the coupling, and
thus showing enhanced symmetry breaking. Lower plot: the
factor is only 0.8, and the explicit symmetry breaking is still
visible. The symmetry breaking pattern is SU(3) → SU(2).

this project to a supercomputer; in a tabletop machine
we have been able to quickly examine the following sym-
metry breaking chains: SU(2) → U(1), SU(3) → SU(2),
SU(4) → SU(3), SU(4) → SU(2) and SU(5) → SU(4).
For example, in this last case, of the 52 − 1 = 24 bosons,
42 − 1 = 15 were candidates to remain light and the re-
maining 9 candidates to become heavy.

As an example analysis, we provide detail for a par-
tition of the 8 gluons of SU(3) into a group of 3 and a
group of 5. Depending on how the first group is chosen,
its three gluons may correspond to a subgroup SU(2).

Table 1 in the appendix lists the sums of squared struc-
ture constants of the nondiagonal, coupling terms, those
multiplying LH and HL in Eq. (25) for possible combi-
nations of three gluons chosen among the eight of SU(3).

As an example, reading the first row of the table, we
observe that the coupling of gluon number 8 is null. This
means that, initially, this gluon’s dispersion relation does
not converge towards the others. However, the rest of the
system is coupled to it in a nonvanishing way (because the

corresponding generator T 8 is not nor does it belong to an
ideal of the underlying algebra), so that the system evolves
towards the symmetric solution. This can be observed in
figure 4.

To start the iteration we have chosen an initial mass
of 42.4 MeV for the first three gluons and 848 MeV for
the rest (the precise choice of these numbers is immate-
rial, they here have to do with the units employed in the
program, 424 MeV as the scale of the string tension when
the linear potential is active, not the case in this purely
Coulombic computation). After initial large jumps, that
even change the second derivative of the dispersion rela-
tions in intermediate steps, the gluons converge towards
the same mass in the 1 GeV range, in this case.

One could then conjecture that the system of Eq. (24)
has as only fixed point ωa = ΩA = ω for all gluons, due
to some symmetry upon reorganizing the fabc structure
constants among different choices of the boson partition.
Whatever this might be, we have not yet been able to
identify it.
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6 Outlook

We have worked out the known gap equation for gluody-
namics in the North Carolina State family of global colour
models inspired by Coulomb gauge QCD, then extended
it to allow for the possibility of different bosons acquir-
ing different mass in a spontaneous way. This leads to
a coupled system of equations and we have performed a
first investigation of its colour structure. For simplicity,
we have limited ourselves here to split the gluons into two
groups (light and heavy), but we have also made a few ex-
ploratory runs in which each of the gluons might acquire
its own different mass. Computations here are more nu-
merically costly as several independent functions have to
be simultaneously determined (and note that the number
of them grows as N2−1 with the dimension of the group).
We have found nothing different to report so we omit the
discussion for the time being.

What would be extremely interesting is to find an alley
for spontaneous symmetry breaking among simple groups
such as SU(N) → SU(M) but we have not yet identified
an example where the system converges to two sets of glu-
ons with different mass in this form. If this was possible,
one could do away with complicated Higgs boson repre-
sentations in Grand Unified Theories that seem rather ad
hoc. Our exploratory study has been limited in scope and
we have only examined a few group breaking patterns.

Because we do not have a clear proof that the system
must remain symmetric for a simple group either, we must
limit ourselves to leaving the question of whether this is
possible as open for future investigation. With more com-
puting power we hope to be able to systematize the choice
of the gluons that remain vs. those that remain heavy, to
extend the system beyond binary (with three, four or more
types of dispersion relations with different gluon masses)

The current findings do show how, due to the colour
factors alone (with equal couplings for the two groups),
the gauge bosons in an SU(N) × SU(M) theory with
N ̸= M acquire different fixed–gauge masses. This en-
tails a breaking of possible accidental symmetries: for ex-
ample, fermions in the fundamental representation carry-
ing indices for both groups ψnm could be seen, stretching
the index, (such as in 1=red–up, 2=red–down, 3=blue–
up etc.) as belonging to the fundamental representation
of SU(N ×M). This global symmetry is not gauged by
definition of the Lagrangian, rather it would be “acciden-
tal”. It ceases making sense when the mass of the gauge
bosons of the two subgroups are different, so it is broken
without the resort of a Higgs boson multiplet. As argued
by Dobson and collaborators [12,13], the Higgs in more
general theories than the SM should best be defined in
terms of composite, gauge–invariant fields. It is not un-
conceivable that in strongly coupled theories, the equiva-
lent field could be made from modes in the gauge–boson
spectrum itself, due to nonlinearities.

Fig. 4. Intermediate steps towards convergence for the disper-
sion relations of SU(3) gluons with initially disparate masses.
Shown are calculations at 1, at 100 and at 200 iterations. The
gluon numbered as 8 is seen to quickly decouple from the rest
even on the upper diagram, the first iteration. With 100, it is
clear that the system is already converging towards the sym-
metric solution.
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Appendix

Numerical solution of the gap equation

In this first appendix we comment on the numerical so-
lution of Eq. (15). The method is easily extended to the
system (25).

We proceed by iteration from an initial guess Ẽd(q) for
the dispersion relation that differs from the real function

by Ed(q) = Ẽd(q) + ϵd(q) (where we define q ≡ |q|). This
we substitute in Eq. (22) to isolate ϵb(q) to linear order
in the Taylor expansion (we here omit the renormalization
subtraction for conciseness, but it has been programmed),

Ẽd(q)2 − q2 +
1

4

∑
a,b

fabdfabd
∫ ∞

0

dk

(2π)2
k2V̂eff(k, q)×

×

(
Ẽb(k)2 − Ẽd(q)2

Ẽb(k)

)
≈

−2Ẽd(q)ϵd(q)− 1

4

∑
a,b

fabdfabd
∫ ∞

0

dk

(2π)2
k2V̂eff(k, q)×

×

[(
Ẽb(k)2 + Ẽd(q)2

Ẽb(k)2
ϵb(k)

)
− 2

Ẽd(q)ϵd(q)

Ẽb(k)

]
.

(26)

It is convenient to introduce auxiliary functions,

bd(q) := Ẽd(q)2 − q2 +
1

4

∑
a,b

fabdfabd×

×
∫ ∞

0

dk

(2π)2
k2V̂eff(k, q)

(
Ẽb(k)2 − Ẽd(q)2

Ẽb(k)

)
Adb(q, k) := −2Ẽb(k)δbdδ(k − q)−

− 1

4

∑
a

fabdfabd
k2

(2π)2
V̂eff(k, q)×

×

[(
Ẽb(k)2 + Ẽd(q)2

Ẽb(k)2

)
− 2

Ẽd(q)δbdδ(k − q)

Ẽb(k)

]
,

(27)

to shorten notation, so that Eq. (26) is recognisable as a
linear system

bd(q) =
∑
b

∫ ∞

0

dk Adb(q, k)ϵb(k) . (28)

We then discretise momenta to make the expression
amenable to automation,

bdi =
∑
b

∑
j

∆kjA
db
ij ϵ

b
j . (29)

As E(k) approaches its linear asymptote for large k and
its nontrivial structure is at low k, we skew the discrete
grid to have more points towards low k with the help of a
change of variable that introduces a Jacobian.

Here the algorithms for Eq. (15) and (25) diverge, as
the global colour symmetry (all gluons have equal mass)
allows the first to take a simpler form. Because all ωa are
equal, they can be factored out of the colour factors, so
that the colour indices can be summed with the closure
relation. The auxiliary quantities of Eq. (27) then read

b(q) := bd(q) = Ẽ(q)2 − q2 +
CG

4

∫ ∞

0

dk

(2π)2
k2×

× V̂eff(k, q)

(
Ẽ(k)2 − Ẽ(q)2

Ẽ(k)

)

A(q, k) :=
∑
b

Adb(q, k) = −2Ẽ(k)δ(k − q)− CG

4

k2

(2π)2
×

× V̂eff(k, q)

[(
Ẽ(k)2 + Ẽ(q)2

Ẽ(k)2

)
− 2

Ẽ(q)δ(k − q)

Ẽ(k)

]
.

(30)

The linear system that allows to extract each Newton step
of the algorithm then takes the form

b(q) =

∫ ∞

0

dk A(q, k)ϵ(k) , (31)

or discretized,

bi =
∑
j

∆kjAijϵj , (32)

which is solved for ϵ, allowing for the update of E(k). In
the case of nondiagonal colour couplings, Eq. (29) has to
be addressed instead.

Structure constants for the generic Lie algebra su(N)

The SU(N) hasN2−1 generators that commute according
to the rules of the su(N) algebra, [T a, T b] = ifabcT c with
structure constants fabc.

The following formulae give these structure constants
in a direct way which makes them apt for computer pro-
gramming, as necessary to solve for example Eq. (13).

The N2−1 generators of SU(N) can be split into three
subsets. First, there are the N − 1 diagonal matrices of
the Cartan subalgebra, that commute and thus provide si-
multaneous good quantum numbers (such as hypercharge
and the third component of isospin in the case of SU(3)).
Then, there are [29] N(N − 1)/2 antisymmetric matrices
and N(N−1)/2 symmetric but nondiagonal matrices. We
then split the color index of the adjoint representation into
three distinct ones for each of this types of matrices: D for
diagonal, S for symmetric and A for antisymmetric. When
acting on the fundamental representation of the fermions



Julia Gómez Concejo et al.: Split gluon masses in SU(N)× SU(M) theories 9

they take the explicit form [29]:

TSnm
=

1

2
(|m⟩ ⟨n|+ |n⟩ ⟨m|) (33)

TAnm
=

1

2
(|m⟩ ⟨n| − |n⟩ ⟨m|) (34)

TDn
=

1√
2n(n− 1)

(
N−1∑
k=1

|k⟩ ⟨k|+ (1− n) |n⟩ ⟨n|

)
.

(35)

The n and m subindices take N different values, the
size of the fundamental representation of su(N). We can
retrieve the values of the various subindices from the closed
formulae

Snm = n2 + 2(m− n)− 1

Anm = n2 + 2(m− n)

Dn = n2 − 1 ,

that guarantee that no value is repeated and all values
from 1 to N2 − 1 is covered when additionally imposing
1 ≤ m < n ≤ N . Thus, any a ∈ {Snm, Anm, Dn} and
the correspondence between these and the usual indices is
bijective.

For example, in SU(2) one has three generators, and
with this convention the symmetric one is TS21

= T1
(Pauli’s σx/2 matrix, essentially), the antisymmetric TA21

=
T2 (that is, σy/2) and the diagonal one is TD2 = T3 (or
σz/2). If, in turn, we now apply these indexing rules to
SU(3), we reproduce Gell-Mann’s matrices in the usual
order, with diagonal T3 and T8.

This indexing system and the explicit expression in
terms of commutators of the generators (normalized as
Tr(T aT b) = δab/2)

fabc = −2iTr
[
[T a, T b], T c

]
, (36)

that makes their total antisymmetry explicit, allows to
find directly programmable expressions reported by Bos-
sion and Huo [30],

fSnmSknAkm
= fSnmSnkAkm

= fSnmSkmAkn
= fAnmAknAkm

= 1
2

fSnmAnmDm = −
√

m−1
2m

fSnmAnmDn
=
√

n
2(n−1)

fSnmAnmDk
=
√

1
2k(k−1) m < k < n

(37)

(other combinations of the different symmetries are null
unless obtained by permutation and antisymmetry, for ex-
ample if f123 = 1/2 then f231 = f312 = −f321 = −f132 =
−f213 = 1/2).

Sums of squared structure constants for SU(3), parti-
tioning it in 3-gluon and 5-gluon subsets

Here we list, as an example of the combinations of
∑
f2

with various indices that appear in Eq. (25), an exhaus-

tive list of these combinations for the example in which
the eight gluons of SU(3) split into three light ones (that,
in certain cases but not necessarily, can generate an SU(2)
subgroup) and five heavier ones. The number of combina-
tions of the eight gluons taken three at a time is(

8
3

)
= 56 ,

and we list them explicitly in table 1 and following.

Table 1. Sums of squared structure constants necessary for
Eq. (25). The rows alternate in shade. The grey shaded ones in-
dicate the SU(3) gluon combination, with the first three gluons
corresponding to the light ones with colour index d and the fol-
lowing five ones to the heavy ones with index D. The row with
white background immediately below lists, in the first three

columns, the corresponding
∑

α,B

(
fαBd

)2
to each d entry from

the row above. The remaining columns give
∑

α,b

(
fαbD

)2
, also

associated to the index D immediately above each entry.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1.00 1.00 1.00 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.00
1 2 4 3 5 6 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 1.50 0.75 0.75 0.75
1 2 5 3 4 6 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 1.50 0.75 0.75 0.75
1 2 6 3 4 5 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 0.75 0.75 1.50 0.75
1 2 7 3 4 5 6 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 0.75 0.75 1.50 0.75
1 2 8 3 4 5 6 7

2.00 2.00 3.00 2.00 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25
1 3 4 2 5 6 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 1.50 0.75 0.75 0.75
1 3 5 2 4 6 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 1.50 0.75 0.75 0.75
1 3 6 2 4 5 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 0.75 0.75 1.50 0.75
1 3 7 2 4 5 6 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 0.75 0.75 1.50 0.75
1 3 8 2 4 5 6 7

2.00 2.00 3.00 2.00 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25
1 4 5 2 3 6 7 8

2.50 1.75 1.75 1.50 1.50 0.75 0.75 1.50
1 4 6 2 3 5 7 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
1 4 7 2 3 5 6 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
1 4 8 2 3 5 6 7

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 2.00 1.25 1.25
1 5 6 2 3 4 7 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
1 5 7 2 3 4 6 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
1 5 8 2 3 4 6 7

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 2.00 1.25 1.25
1 6 7 2 3 4 5 8

2.50 1.75 1.75 1.50 1.50 0.75 0.75 1.50
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Table 2. Continued from table 1

1 6 8 2 3 4 5 7
2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 2.00
1 7 8 2 3 4 5 6

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 2.00
2 3 4 1 5 6 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 1.50 0.75 0.75 0.75
2 3 5 1 4 6 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 1.50 0.75 0.75 0.75
2 3 6 1 4 5 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 0.75 0.75 1.50 0.75
2 3 7 1 4 5 6 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 2.25 0.75 0.75 1.50 0.75
2 3 8 1 4 5 6 7

2.00 2.00 3.00 2.00 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25
2 4 5 1 3 6 7 8

2.50 1.75 1.75 1.50 1.50 0.75 0.75 1.50
2 4 6 1 3 5 7 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
2 4 7 1 3 5 6 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
2 4 8 1 3 5 6 7

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 2.00 1.25 1.25
2 5 6 1 3 4 7 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
2 5 7 1 3 4 6 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
2 5 8 1 3 4 6 7

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 2.00 1.25 1.25
2 6 7 1 3 4 5 8

2.50 1.75 1.75 1.50 1.50 0.75 0.75 1.50
2 6 8 1 3 4 5 7

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 2.00
2 7 8 1 3 4 5 6

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 2.00
3 4 5 1 2 6 7 8

2.50 1.75 1.75 1.50 1.50 0.75 0.75 1.50
3 4 6 1 2 5 7 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
3 4 7 1 2 5 6 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
3 4 8 1 2 5 6 7

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 2.00 1.25 1.25
3 5 6 1 2 4 7 8

2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50

As can be seen, the off-diagonal combinations do not
all vanish simultaneously, meaning that the Lie algebra
has no ideals of either dimension 3 nor 5 (we of course
know that the su(3) Lie algebra has no ideal of any di-
mension, but it is reassuring to see this appear in the tab-
ulated data. One might entertain the hope that a clever
way of splitting the structure constants could bring about
a breaking of the global symmetry even for a simple Lie al-
gebra, perhaps of large dimension, but we have not found
an example yet, nor do we know of a theorem (such as the
no–go theorem of Vafa and Witten in the fermion sector)
that forbids it at this point.

Table 3. Continued from tables 1 and 2.

3 5 7 1 2 4 6 8
2.50 2.50 2.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
3 5 8 1 2 4 6 7

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 2.00 1.25 1.25
3 6 7 1 2 4 5 8

2.50 1.75 1.75 1.50 1.50 0.75 0.75 1.50
3 6 8 1 2 4 5 7

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 2.00
3 7 8 1 2 4 5 6

2.75 2.00 2.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 2.00
4 5 6 1 2 3 7 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 0.75 0.75 0.75 1.50 2.25
4 5 7 1 2 3 6 8

1.75 1.75 2.50 0.75 0.75 0.75 1.50 2.25
4 5 8 1 2 3 6 7

1.25 1.25 1.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 1.25 1.25
4 6 7 1 2 3 5 8

2.50 1.75 1.75 0.75 0.75 0.75 1.50 2.25
4 6 8 1 2 3 5 7

2.00 2.00 1.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 2.00 2.00
4 7 8 1 2 3 5 6

2.00 2.00 1.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 2.00 2.00
5 6 7 1 2 3 4 8

2.50 1.75 1.75 0.75 0.75 0.75 1.50 2.25
5 6 8 1 2 3 4 7

2.00 2.00 1.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 2.00 2.00
5 7 8 1 2 3 4 6

2.00 2.00 1.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 2.00 2.00
6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5

1.25 1.25 1.50 0.50 0.50 0.50 1.25 1.25
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