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We consider four-dimensional Euclidean Yang-Mills theories quantized in the maximal Abelian
and linear covariant gauges at finite temperature. Non-perturbatively, the Faddeev-Popov procedure
must be improved to take into account the existence of the so-called Gribov copies. Tapping on
previous results about the elimination of infinitesimal Gribov copies in maximal Abelian and linear
covariant gauges at zero temperature, we explore the interplay between finite temperature effects
and the removal of gauge copies. We focus in a hybrid approach where the thermal masses are
derived through perturbative propagators as a stepping stone for a self-consistent treatment. The
resulting action collects the effects of the elimination of infinitesimal Gribov copies as well as the
thermal masses. We verify the existence of three different phases for the gluonic degrees of freedom;
one of complete confinement at low temperatures, an intermediate one of partial confinement, and
one of complete deconfinement at high temperatures.

I. INTRODUCTION

The treatment of Yang-Mills theories by means of con-
tinuum quantum-field theoretic tools requires the intro-
duction of a gauge-fixing term which engenders a well-
defined gauge field propagator. This is at the core of the
evaluation of n-point correlation functions, either by a
perturbative scheme or non-perturbative methods, such
as functional equations [1–5]. In a functional integral lan-
guage, the Faddeev-Popov method is the standard text-
book prescription to fix a gauge [6–8]. In short, one intro-
duces an identity in the functional measure which is com-
posed of a gauge-fixing condition and a Jacobian which
stands for the so-called Faddeev-Popov determinant. In
perturbation theory, i.e., when the product of the gauge
coupling and the gauge field is sufficiently small, the hy-
pothesis of the Faddeev-Popov procedure are well jus-
tified and, indeed, the method is suitable to select one
representative of the gauge field per gauge orbit. How-
ever, as pointed out in [9] by Gribov and extended in
[10, 11], this is not true beyond perturbation theory. In
fact, towards strongly-coupled regimed, the assumptions
behind the Faddeev-Popov procedure are not satisfied
and this can be explicitly checked in different gauges,
see, e.g., [11–15]. There are normalizable configurations
which satisfy the gauge condition and belong to the same
gauge orbit. Hence, the gauge-fixing condition does not
have a unique solution per gauge orbit, spoiling one of
the assumptions of the Faddeev-Popov procedure. Those
spurious configurations are known as Gribov (or simply
gauge) copies.

One possible strategy to deal with the existence of Gri-
bov copies was initiated by Gribov [9] and pushed for-
ward by Zwanziger [10, 11]. The main idea consists in fix-
ing the gauge (in their case, the Landau gauge) using the
standard Faddeev-Popov procedure and on top of that,
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the imposition of a restriction of the functional integral
to a region free of Gribov copies, the so-called Gribov
region. Such a region has very important geometrical
properties as proved in [16–20] and, most importantly,
all gauge orbits cross it at least once. This means that
such a restriction does not leave out any “physical con-
figuration”. Nonetheless, the Gribov region is just free
of the so-called infinitesimal Gribov copies, i.e., those
generated by infinitesimal gauge transformations. Finite
copies are still present in the Gribov region [16, 17, 21]
and a truly free-of-copies domain is the so-called Funda-
mental Modular Region (FMR). Unfortunately, there is
no practical method to date that implements the restric-
tion of the functional integral to the FMR. Much of the
progress just reported was due to particular properties of
the Landau gauge and it is not true that those properties
are valid in different gauges. Consequently, dealing with
the Gribov problem in different gauges is a challenging
problem. Yet, the choice of gauge should not impact the
correlation functions of observables and, thus, any pro-
posed solution in a given gauge should not ignore such a
feature. In the Landau gauge, the restriction of the path
integral to the Gribov region led to the so-called Gribov-
Zwanziger (GZ) action which was further refined by the
introduction of dimension-two condensates leading to the
so-called Refined Gribov-Zwanziger (RGZ) [22, 23]. For
reviews on the topic, we refer to, e.g., [20].

In this context, our work delves into the RGZ model
at finite temperature. The primary focus is to investi-
gate the impact of the Gribov parameter and the masses
of the condensates on the pole structure of the prop-
agators of the theory and their behavior, particularly
in relation to phase transitions driven by variations in
temperature, denoted as T . This exploration is carried
out using a semi-classical technique previously followed
by Canfora in [24], which involves introducing an effec-
tive massive term to the Yang-Mills theory to account
for thermal effects in the gluon propagator. Specifically,
we incorporate a term 1

2
M2AµAµ within the theoretical
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framework’s action, with M2 representing 1-loop finite-
temperature corrections and thermal information.

The presence of this thermal mass plays a pivotal role
in the emergence of a deconfined regime. Through our
analysis, we identify two critical temperatures associated
with phase transitions. The first transition involves shift-
ing from a fully confined phase to a partially confined one,
characterized by the coexistence of physical and unphysi-
cal degrees of freedom. The second transition pertains to
the shift from partial confinement to total deconfinement.

Our findings align with previous research in the Lan-
dau gauge [24], and they extend the scope to encompass
Linear covariant gauges and the impact of RGZ conden-
sate masses. It is evident from our analysis that these
condensate masses contribute to a reduction in phase
transition temperatures within the theoretical frame-
work.

The work is divided in the following sections: in sec-
tion II we implement the quantization of the Yang-Mills
theory in the linear covariant gauges. In section III we
obtain the gluon self-energy of the theory and we calcu-
late the longitudinal and transverse thermal masses from
it introducing also the semi-classical approach that we
will use in order to reproduce these effects in the tree-
level propagators of the theory. In section IV we intro-
duce the GZ panorama related to the elimination of the
infinitesimal Gribov copies in the Landau gauge. In sec-
tion V we extend it to linear covariant gauges. In section
VI we introduce the refinement of the GZ approach, in
which we show how to build an effective BRST-invariant
action that capture the effects due to non-trivial conden-
sates that appear due to instabilities of the GZ action in
the infrared regime. In section VII we derive our effective
gluon propagators in the RGZ framework that take into
account thermal effects. From VIII to XI we make the
analysis of the regimes of the theory and we calculate the
critical temperatures of phase transition. In section XII
we extend the calculation of the thermal masses to the
RGZ panorama at 1-loop and then we discuss the results
and compare them with previous literature.

II. YANG-MILLS THEORY IN THE LINEAR
COVARIANT GAUGE

We start writing the path integral of the SU(N) Yang-
Mills theory, which is given by,

Z = ∫ [DA] e−SYM , (1)

where SYM is the Yang-Mills action, given by

SYM =
1

4
∫ d4xF a

µνF
a
µν . (2)

Using the Faddeev-Popov quantization procedure we find
out that in the Landau gauge the path integral (1) be-
comes,

Z = N ∫ [DA][Dc̄][Dc][Db]e−SY M−SL
FP , (3)

where,

SL
FP = ∫ d4x

⎛

⎝
iba∂µA

a
µ + c̄

a∂µD
ab
µ cb
⎞

⎠
. (4)

Doing so, means that we are implementing the following
gauge fixing condition,

∂µA
a
µ = 0. (5)

However, the Landau gauge is just a special case of a
more general class of gauge fixing conditions called ’Lin-
ear covariant gauges’. This gauges are given by,

∂µA
a
µ = iαb

a, (6)

from where it can easily be seen that the Landau gauge
is recovered in the limit where α → 0.
In order to properly implement the condition (6) into

the path integral (3), we need to add a term α
2
baba into

the Faddeev-Popov action (4), in such a way that,

SLC
FP = ∫ d4x

⎛

⎝
iba∂µA

a
µ +

α

2
baba − c̄aMabcb

⎞

⎠
, (7)

with,

Mab
= −∂µD

ab
µ , (8)

being the Faddeev-Popov operator, and,

Dab
µ = δ

ab∂µ − gf
abcAc

µ, (9)

being the covariant derivative in the adjoint representa-
tion. So the total action becomes,

S = SYM + S
LC
FP , (10)

and the path integral for the Yang-Mills theory in the
linear covariant gauges turns out to be,

Z = N ∫ [DA][Dc̄][Dc][Db]e−S . (11)

III. THE GLUON SELF-ENERGY AND THE
THERMAL MASS

In this section we will calculate the thermal contribu-
tion to the poles of the longitudinal and transverse sectors
of the gluon propagator. This will be achieved by means

of the components Π
(2)
44 and Π

(2)
µµ of the gluon self-energy

Π
(2)
µν .
In order to proceed, it is necessary to initially write

down the propagators and vertices of the theory, so en-
abling the construction of diagrams that will contribute
to the gluon self-energy.
From eq.(10) we obtain the gluon and ghost propaga-

tors in the Euclidean space, given respectively by,

⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1

k2
⎛

⎝
gµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
+ α

kµkν

k4

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δab,
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⟨c̄a(k)cb(−k)⟩ = −
δab

k2
. (12)

Concerning the vertices, we can also easily see that they
are given by,

[VA3(q1, q2, q3)]
gfh
αβλ = (2π)

4igfgfh⎛

⎝
(q1 − q3)βδαλ +

+ (q3 − q2)αδβλ + (q2 − q1)λδαβ
⎞

⎠
,

[VA4(q1, q2, q3, q4)]
gfhn
αβγσ = −(2π)

4g2 ×

×
⎛

⎝
fabef cde

(δαγδσβ − δσαδβγ) +

+ fadef bce
(δαβδσγ − δαγδσβ) +

+ facef bde
(δαβδσγ − δσαδβγ)

⎞

⎠
,

[VAc̄c(k, p, r)]
abc
µ = −(2π)4igfabcpµ, (13)

where p is the momentum of the c̄b(p) field.
We can now build the diagrams that contribute to

the gluon’s self-energy. In order to accomplish this, we
will contemplate a positive sign for all momenta enter-
ing the vertex and a negative sign for those leaving it
when constructing the vertices. In addition, as we will
be performing calculations in the Minkowski space-time,
we will build the diagrams incorporating the Wick rota-
tion k → ik. With this in mind, we have that at 1-loop
they are given by,

= +

(b)

+

(a) (c)

The diagram (a), which is the ghost sunrise diagram,
is given by,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = −g2facdf bc′d′
∫

ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝
pµ (k + p)ν ×

× (−
δcc

′

p2
)(−

δdd
′

(k + p)2
)
⎞

⎠

= −g2facdf bcd
∫

ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝

pµ (k + p)ν
p2(k + p)2

⎞

⎠

= −g2Nδab ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝

pµ (k + p)ν
p2(k + p)2

⎞

⎠
, (14)

while the gluon tadpole of diagram (b) is,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) =
1

2
g2
⎛

⎝
fabef cqe

(δµδδην − δηµδνδ) +

+ faqef bce
(δµνδηδ − δµδδην) +

+ facef bqe
(δµνδηδ − δηµδνδ)

⎞

⎠
×

× ∫
ddp

(2π)d

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

δcq

p2
(δδη − (1 − α)

pδpη

p2
)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

= g2Nδab ∫
ddp

(2π)d

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

α
⎛

⎝

−pµpν + (p ⋅ p)δµν

p4
⎞

⎠
+

+
pµpν + (d − 2)(p ⋅ p)δµν

p4

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

. (15)

and the gluon sunrise diagram (c) is,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) =
1

2
g2facdf c′bd′

∫
ddp

(2π)d

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

⎛

⎝
(k − p)τδµλ +

+ (p − (−k − p))µδτλ + (−k − p − k)λδµτ
⎞

⎠
×

×
⎛

⎝
(k + p − (−p))νδρδ + (−p − (−k))ρδνδ +

+ (−k − (k + p))δδρν
⎞

⎠

δdd
′

p2
(δλδ − (1 − α)

pλpδ
p2
) ×

×
δcc

′

(k + p)2
(δτρ − (1 − α)

(k + p)τ(k + p)ρ

(k + p)2
)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

(16)

By applying the transformations t→ it and p→ (p−k)
and utilizing the approximation p >> k in the numerator,
the equation (14) for the gluon-ghost diagram yields the
following result,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = −g2Nδab ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝

pµpν

p2(p − k)2
⎞

⎠
(17)

Repeating the same procedure on eq.(16), we obtain that,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = g2Nδab ∫
ddp

(2π)d

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

α

p4
(pµpν − p

2δµν) +

−
1

p4
(2(d − 1)pµpν)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

. (18)

Thus, adding eqs.(15), (17) and (18) we obtain

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = 2g2Nδab ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝

(p.p)δµν − 2pµpν

p2(p − k)2
⎞

⎠
.(19)

As can be seen, the dependence of the total self-energy
on the gauge parameter α is eliminated by employing the
HTL approximation.
With this information, we can determine the thermal

masses of the longitudinal and transverse sectors of the
propagator of the Yang-Mills theory, given by

ΠL =
K2

k2
Π44, (20)
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ΠT =
1

2
(Πµµ −ΠL). (21)

Therefore the gluon propagator at finite temperatures is,

Dµν(K) =
(PT )µν

K2 +ΠT
+
(PL)µν

K2 +ΠL
+ α

KµKν

K4
, (22)

with (PT )µν and (PL)µν being the transversal and longi-
tudinal projectors, respectively, in the HTL approxima-
tion and where Kµ = (k4, k⃗) = (−ωn, k⃗).

The component µ = ν of the total self-energy (19) is,

iΠ
(2)
µµTotal(k) = 4g2N ∫

ddp

(2π)d
1

p2

= 4g2NT∑
n
∫

d3p

(2π)3
1

ω2
n + p

2

=
−2

2iπ
∫

d3p

(2π)3
∫

i∞+δ

−i∞+δ
dp0
⎛

⎝

4g2NnB(p0)

p20 + p
2

⎞

⎠

=
4g2N

2π2 ∫

∞

0
dp
⎛

⎝

p

eβp − 1

⎞

⎠

=
g2NT 2

3
. (23)

where we considered that the dimension is δµµ = d = 4,
nB(p) =

1
eβp−1 , β =

1
T

and T is the temperature.
The component (µ, ν) = (4,4) of the total self-energy

(19) is,

iΠ
(2)
44Total(k) = g2N ∫

ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝

−6

(p − k)2
+

4(p⃗ ⋅ p⃗)

p2(p − k)2
⎞

⎠

= g2N ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝

−6

p2
+

4(p⃗ ⋅ p⃗)

p2(p − k)2
⎞

⎠
. (24)

where we used that δ44 = −1, p
2
4 = −ω

2 and ω2 = −p2+ p⃗ ⋅ p⃗.
In order to solve these integrals we consider that,

I = T∑
n
∫

d3p

(2π)3
⎛

⎝

p⃗ ⋅ p⃗

(ω2
n + p

2)((ωn − ωl)
2 + (p − k)2)

⎞

⎠

=
−1

8π2 ∫

∞

0
dp

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

p2 ∫
1

−1
dy
⎛

⎝

y

y + iωl

k

∂nB(p)

∂p
−
1

p
nB(p)

⎞

⎠

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=
T 2

24

⎛

⎝
3 −

iωl

k
log

iωl

k
+ 1

iωl

k
− 1

⎞

⎠
(25)

Then, eq.(24) is rewritten as,

iΠ
(2)
44Total(k) =

−g2NT 2

2
+
g2NT 2

6

⎛

⎝
3 −

iωl

k
log

iωl

k
+ 1

iωl

k
− 1

⎞

⎠

=
g2NT 2

6

⎛

⎝
−
iωl

k
log

iωl

k
+ 1

iωl

k
− 1

⎞

⎠
. (26)

Equations (23) and (26) show that the temperature de-
pendence of the longitudinal and transversal sectors is
provided by,

ΠL =
g2NT 2

3

K2

k2
⎛

⎝
−
iωl

2k
log

iωl

k
+ 1

iωl

k
− 1

⎞

⎠
, (27)

ΠT =
g2NT 2

6

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1 −
K2

k2
⎛

⎝
−
iωl

2k
log

iωl

k
+ 1

iωl

k
− 1

⎞

⎠

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

. (28)

Combining the Minkowski four-momentum Kµ = (ω, k⃗)
and the analytic continuation iω → ω + iδ, we obtain the
propagator,

Dµν(K) = −
(PT )µν

K2 −ΠT
−
(PL)µν

K2 −ΠL
− α

KµKν

K4
, (29)

with,

ΠL =
g2NT 2

3

K2

k2
⎛

⎝
1 + iπΘ(1 −

ω

k
) −

ω

2k
log

ω
k
+ 1

ω
k
− 1

⎞

⎠
, (30)

ΠT =
g2NT 2

6

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1 −
K2

k2
⎛

⎝
1 + iπΘ(1 −

ω

k
) −

ω

2k
log

ω
k
+ 1

ω
k
− 1

⎞

⎠

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

,

(31)

and,

(PT )µν = δiµδ
j
ν

⎛

⎝
δij −

kikj

k⃗2

⎞

⎠
,

(PL)µν = δµν −
kµkν

k2
− (PT )µν . (32)

Using the series expansion ω
2k

log
ω
k +1
ω
k −1 = 1 +

k2

3ω2 +O(
1
ω3 )

and having that for (1 − ω
k
) < 0 → Θ(1 − ω

k
) = 0 we find

that, after taking the limit ω
k
→∞,

ΠL(ω, k = 0) = ΠT (ω, k = 0) =
g2NT 2

9
=
ω2
D

3
≡ ω2

pl,

DL,T (ω, k = 0) =
1

ω2 − ω2
pl

, (33)

where ω2
D =

g2NT 2

3
is the Debye screening mass, ωpl is the

plasma frequency and DL,T (K) ≡ (K
2 − ΠL,T (K))

−1 is
the form factor of the longitudinal and transversal sectors
of the gluon propagator at finite temperature. This indi-
cates that the hot plasma’s longitudinal and transverse
non-static gluon propagators oscillate with a distinctive
frequency of ωpl =

ωD√
3
, which we will refer to from here

on out as simply the plasma mass, M ≡ ωpl. In order to
obtain the same result for the gluon propagator, we use
the information in eq.(33) to construct an effective ac-
tion for the description of the Yang-Mills theory at finite
temperatures. To simplify things, we can simply include
the term 1

2
M2Aa

µA
a
µ into the action (10), so that,

S = SYM + S
LC
FP + ∫ d4x

⎛

⎝

1

2
M2Aa

µA
a
µ

⎞

⎠
. (34)
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From such action, it is easy to see that the gluon propa-
gator will be,

⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1

k2 +M2

⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
+ α

kµkν

k4

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δab.

(35)

IV. THE GRIBOV PROBLEM IN THE LANDAU
GAUGE

As previously observed in II, in order to advance with
the path integral quantization of a gauge theory, it is nec-
essary to incorporate the gauge-fixing procedure formu-
lated by Faddeev-Popov. This procedure is essential for
circumventing the summation over an infinite number of
equivalent gauge field configurations that arise from the
gauge symmetry inherent in such theories. It is impera-
tive to undertake this action, as failure to do so would re-
sult in the disruption of the route integral (11), leading to
its divergence. Nevertheless, it is crucial to note that this
technique is rigorously specified just within the context
of studying the perturbative domain of the theory. Ven-
turing into the non-perturbative regime, however, gives
rise to certain challenges that indicate the fundamental
nature of the problem is far from being fully understood.
The primary concern is around the non-invertibility of
the Faddeev-Popov operator (8) when the amplitudes of
the gauge fields Aa

µ attain large values. This phenomenon
can be attributed to the appearance of the zero-modes
of the Faddeev-Popov operator. The comprehension of
this matter can be facilitated through the examination
of the eigenvalue equation of the Faddeev-Popov opera-
tor within the context of the Landau gauge, as deduced
from,

Mabξb = −∂µD
ab
µ ξb = ε(A)ξb,

−δab∂2ξb + gfabc∂µ (A
c
µξ

b) = ε(A)ξb, (36)

where ε(A) are the eigenvalues of Mab. The term −δab∂2

in the equation mentioned exhibits positive eigenvalues,
except for the trivial solution. This implies that for g = 0,
the Faddeev-Popov operator (8) must be invertible. How-
ever, it should be noted that the second term, which is
expressed as gfabc(∂µA

c
µ)+gf

abcAc
µ∂µ, exhibits negative

eigenvalues. Hence, when the values of gAµ are suffi-
ciently large, it is possible to observe negative eigenvalues
for the Faddeev-Popov operator. This implies that, at a
certain stage, the zero-modes of the operator have been
inevitably attained. This implies that, in the regime of
high values of the coupling constant g when perturbation
theory is not applicable, an alternative methodology may
be employed to address this issue.

Significant advancements were achieved by Zwanziger
in [16], wherein the Faddeev-Popov quantization proce-
dure was enhanced by imposing limitations on the inte-
gration domain of the path integral (11). These limita-
tions were applied to a specific region within the gauge

field configuration space, ensuring that all Aa
µ fields sat-

isfy the gauge-fixing conditions and that the Faddeev-
Popov operator possesses invertibility. This region is
the so-called Gribov region which presents important fea-
tures like:

• It is bounded in all directions (in the Landau
gauge);

• It is convex;

• All the gauge orbits cross the Gribov region at least
once.

The third one ensures that there is no loss of physical
information throughout the process of limiting the path
integral to the Gribov region. This phenomenon arises
from the fact that every gauge field configuration existing
beyond the Gribov region is inherently a gauge copy of
a configuration contained within it and, for this reason,
are called as Gribov copies.
For the Landau gauge the Gribov region Ω will be de-

fined as,

Ω = {Aa
µ∣∂µA

a
µ = 0,M

ab
> 0}. (37)

Then, in order to restrict the path integral (11) to
the region Ω, we will implement the condition that the
ghost propagator does not develop poles other than at
k = 0 which will be the place where occurs the first zero-
mode of the Faddeev-Popov operator Mab. This is also
called as the ’no-pole condition’ and the first zero-mode
is known as the Gribov horizon. Thus we have that,

⟨c̄a(k)cb(−k)⟩ = ⟨k∣(M−1
(A))ab∣k⟩, (38)

which, up to one loop is given by,

⟨c̄a(k)cb(−k)⟩ ≈
1

k2
1

1 − ρ(k,A)
, (39)

where,

ρ(k,A) =
N

N2 − 1

g2

V

kµkν

k2
∑
q

Aa
µ(q)A

a
ν(−q)

(k − q)2
. (40)

We can see that at ρ(k,A) = 1 we find a second pole
for the ghost propagator, that is associated to a second
zero-mode of the Faddeev-Popov operator. This essen-
tially means that we are reaching gauge field configura-
tions that lie outside of the Gribov region Ω. In other
words, we need to limit the integration domain of the
path integral to the gauge fied configurations for which
ρ(k,A) < 1 in order to mantain it whithin the Gribov re-
gion. Moreover, as ρ(k,A) is a monotonically decreasing
function, we have that such a condition can be restricted
to,

ρ(0,A) < 1. (41)
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Finally, in order to apply this condition to the path inte-
gral (11) we will we will make use of a Heaviside function
Θ(1 − ρ(0,A)) resulting in,

Z = N ∫ [DA][Dc̄][Dc]Θ(1 − ρ(0,A))e−S ,

= N ∫

i∞+ϵ

−i∞+ϵ
dζ

2πiζ
∫ [DA][Dc̄][Dc]e−S+ζ(1−ρ(0,A)),

(42)

with S given by eq.(10) and ζ is a function that we used in
order to rewrite the Heaviside theta in an integral form.

The quadratic part over the fields of eq.(42) will be
given by,

Zquadr
= N ∫

dζ

2πi
ef(ζ),

f(ζ) = ζ − lnζ −
3

2
(N2

− 1)∑
q

ln(q2 +
Ng2ζ

2V q2(N2 − 1)
) .

(43)

In its saddle point we have that,

Zquadr
= ef(ζ0). (44)

Here, we have that ζ0 is the saddle point of the function
f(ζ) or, in other words,

f ′(ζ0) = 0→ 1 =
1

ζ0
+

3

4V
Ng2∑

q

1

q4 + ζ0Ng2

2V (N2−1)
. (45)

Now, defining the so-called ’Gribov parameter’ γ4 =
ζ0

4V (N2−1) we have that,

1 =
1

4V (N2 − 1)γ4
+

3

4V
Ng2∑

q

1

q4 + 2Ng2γ4
. (46)

Then by applying the thermodynamic limit V → ∞ we
obtain,

1 =
3

4
Ng2 ∫

d4q

(2π)4
1

q4 + 2Ng2γ4
, (47)

which is also referred to as the ’gap equation’. This equa-
tion allows us to calculate the Gribov parameter as a
function of the coupling constant g and the ultraviolet
cut-off Λ.

Now, by calculating the gluon propagator from the
path integral (42) we obtain,

⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ =

k2

k4 + 2Ng2γ4

⎛

⎝
gµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
δab. (48)

By analysing the propagator above, it can be observed
that its structure indicates the presence of a complex
pole, implying the existence of non-physical degrees of
freedom, since the mass of the gluons will fall beyond the

physical spectrum. This property holds significant im-
portance as it enables us to understand it as the propaga-
tor of confined gluons, given that confined particles must
necessarily have non-physical masses since they cannot
be directly measured.
Before moving on to the next part, it must be said that

the restriction done to the path integral on eq. (42) was
done by imposing the no-pole condition up to the first
order of the ghost two-point function. But an all-order
prescription was first made at [11], where it was imposed
that the smallest eigenvalue of the Faddeev-Popov oper-
ator could only be positive. This means that the Gribov
region will be set by the following condition in the Lan-
dau gauge,

εmin(A) ≥ 0. (49)

This implies that,

tr(Mab
(A)) = V d(N2

− 1) −HL[A] > 0, (50)

where HL[A] is the so-called ’horizon function’. This
non-local function is what in fact will restrict our path
integral to the Gribov region at all orders in the series
expansion. In its explicit form it is given by,

HL[A] = ∫ d4xd4y
⎛

⎝
g2fabcAb

µ(x)[M
−1
(A)]ad(x, y) ×

× fdecAe
µ(y)
⎞

⎠
. (51)

Therefore the total action of the Yang-Mills theory in
the Landau gauge taking into account the infinitesimal
Gribov ambiguities becomes,

SGZ = SYM + S
L
FP + ∫ d4x

⎛

⎝
γ4HL[A] +

+ 4γ4V (N2
− 1)
⎞

⎠
,

(52)

that is also known as the Gribov-Zwanziger action.
In order to localize the horizon function we will make

use of two pair of bosonic and fermionic auxiliary fields,
respectively (ϕ̄, ϕ) and (ω̄, ω). We will do so by means
of the following identity,

e−γ
4HLC[A] = ∫ [Dϕ̄][Dϕ][Dω̄][Dω] ×

× exp

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∫ d4xd4y
⎛

⎝
ϕ̄ac
µ (x)M

ab
(x, y)ϕbc

µ (y) +

− ω̄ac
µ (x)M

ab
(x, y)ωbc

µ (y)
⎞

⎠
+

− gγ2
∫ d4xfabcAa

µ(x) (ϕ̄
bc
µ (x) + ϕ

bc
µ (x))

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.
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(53)

Thus, the total Gribov-Zwanziger action becomes,

SGZ = SYM + S
L
FP +

− ∫ d4x (ϕ̄ac
µ Mab

(A)ϕbc
µ − ω̄

ac
µ Mab

(A)ωbc
µ ) +

+ ∫ d4x [gγ2fabcAa
µ (ϕ̄

bc
µ + ϕ

bc
µ ) + 4γ

4V (N2
− 1)] .

(54)

Despite being local, the action (54) breaks the BRST
symmetry in the non-perturbative regime, as can be seen
on [25–27]. Then in order to reestablish it, one needs to
make use of a non-local, transverse and gauge invariant
field Ah,a

µ given by,

Ah
µ =

⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

∂2

⎞

⎠

⎛

⎝
Aν − ig

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1

∂2
∂A,Aν

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

+

+
ig

2

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1

∂2
∂A,∂ν

1

∂2
∂A

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

+O(A3
)
⎞

⎠
. (55)

Basically, what we do is to modify the horizon function
changing every field Aa

µ by Ah,a
µ , in such a way that the

action becomes,

SGZ = SYM + S
L
FP +

− ∫ d4x (ϕ̄ac
µ Mab

(Ah
)ϕbc

µ − ω̄
ac
µ Mab

(Ah
)ωbc

µ ) +

+ ∫ d4x [gγ2fabcAh,a
µ (ϕ̄bc

µ + ϕ
bc
µ ) + 4γ

4V (N2
− 1)] ,

(56)

with,

Mab
(Ah
) = −δab∂2

+ gfabcAh,a
µ ∂µ. (57)

As this new action (56) is non-local, we need to rewrite
the field Ah

µ in a local fashion using a stuekelberg field ξa

as in [27] in such a way that,

Ah
µ = h

†Aµh +
i

g
h†∂µh, (58)

where,

h = eigξ
aTa

. (59)

Then we implement the transversality condition of the
Ah,a

µ field,

∂µA
h,a
µ = 0, (60)

in such a way that its local version becomes,

SGZ = SYM + S
L
FP +

− ∫ d4x (ϕ̄ac
µ Mab

(Ah
)ϕbc

µ − ω̄
ac
µ Mab

(Ah
)ωbc

µ ) +

+ ∫ d4x [gγ2fabcAh,a
µ (ϕ̄bc

µ + ϕ
bc
µ ) + 4γ

4V (N2
− 1)] +

+ ∫ d4x [τa∂µA
h,a
µ − η̄aMab

(Ah
)ηb] , (61)

where τa is a Lagrange multiplier to ensure the transver-
sality condition and the fields (η̄a, ηa) are ghost-like
fields. As can be seen on [27–29] the action (61) after
all these steps is finally BRST invariant.

V. EXTENSION TO THE LINEAR COVARIANT
GAUGES

In order to extend the Gribov-Zwanziger action in Lan-
dau gauge to the linear covariant gauges we need to note
first the differences between them. One of them is the
fact that the Faddeev-Popov operator is not Hermitian
except at the Landau limit α → 0. This is important since
this feature complicates the Gribov-Zwanziger analysis
for eliminating infinitesimal Gribov copies from the path
integral measure
despite being a special case for α = 0 of the gauge con-

dition ∂µA
a
µ = −iαb

a, the Landau gauge has the property

of having an Hermitian Faddeev-Popov operator Mab.
But thanks to the foundational work of [28, 29], which
provided the basis for formulating a BRST-invariant GZ
action in the Landau gauge, we can now address this
problem within the context of linear covariant gauges as
well. By repeating the steps of [28, 29] we obtain the fol-
lowing local and BRST-invariant action for Yang-Mills
theory in the linear covariant gauges within the Gribov-
Zwanziger framework,

SGZ = SYM + S
LC
FP +

− ∫ d4x (ϕ̄ac
µ Mab

(Ah
)ϕbc

µ − ω̄
ac
µ Mab

(Ah
)ωbc

µ ) +

+ ∫ d4x [gγ2fabcAh,a
µ (ϕ̄bc

µ + ϕ
bc
µ ) + 4γ

4V (N2
− 1)] +

+ ∫ d4x [τa∂µA
h,a
µ − η̄aMab

(Ah
)ηb] , (62)

with SLC
FP being given by eq. (7). Here, the path integral

is being restricted to the region,

Ω = {Aa
µ∣∂µA

a
µ = −iαb

a,Mab
(Ah
) > 0}, (63)

where Mab(Ah) is given on eq. (57). Finally, from this
action we can calculate the gluon propagator,

⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

k2

k4 + 2Ng2γ4

⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
+

+ α
kµkν

k4

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δab, (64)

which reobtains the Landau one (48) after taking the
limit α → 0.
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VI. REFINED GRIBOV-ZWANZIGER IN
LINEAR COVARIANT GAUGES

Localization of the Gribov-Zwanziger action is
achieved by introducing pairs of bosonic and fermionic
auxiliary fields, as was demonstrated on section V. From
this approach we obtained the local and BRST-invariant
action (62) and we calculated the gluon propagator (64).
by analysing it we can observe that in the limit k → 0
such propagator manifest a scaling behaviour going to
zero in this limit.

When compared with lattice result [30–32] it was seen
that this scaling behaviour of the gluon propagator ob-
tained from the GZ action did not agreed with such pre-
vious works. Therefore, in order to solve this problem a
complementary approach was developed. The idea was
to build an effective BRST-invariant action that could
capture the effects due to non-trivial condensates that
arise due to instabilities of the GZ action in the infrared
regime [22, 23].

SO = ∫ d4x (JO − ρg2J) , (65)

where O is a 2-dimensional operator, J is the source, and
ρ is a dimensionless parameter needed in order to grant
the renormalizability of the theory since it is responsible
for removing any potential divergencies proportional to
g2J . Given that the source J possesses a dimension of
mass squared, we can express J as M2. Here, M2 rep-
resents the mass of the condensate ⟨O⟩, which influences
the poles of the propagator, thereby altering its physical
spectrum. The action derived from this process is re-
ferred to as the Refined Gribov-Zwanziger action (RGZ).
In linear covariant gauges, the RGZ action is defined as
follows,

SRGZ = SGZ + Sm + Sµ, (66)

where,

Sm = ∫ d4x
⎛

⎝

1

2
m2Ah,a

µ Ah,a
µ

⎞

⎠
, (67)

Sµ = ∫ d4x
⎛

⎝
− µ2
(ϕ̄ab

µ ϕab
µ − ω̄

ab
µ ωab

µ )
⎞

⎠
. (68)

are respectively the actions that give the contribution of
the condensation of the 2-dimensional operators Ah,a

µ Ah,a
µ

and ϕ̄ab
µ ϕab

µ −ω̄
ab
µ ωab

µ . From equation (66), we deduce that
the gluon propagator, when expressed in linear covariant
gauges, takes the form,

⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

k2 + µ2

(k2 +m2)(k2 + µ2) + 2Ng2γ4
×

×
⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
+
αkµkν

k4

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δab. (69)

It’s crucial to note that the condensate masses m2 and
µ2 are each defined by their respective gap equations,
as outlined in [33]. However, this work does not aim to
solve these equations. Instead, our focus is on a qualita-
tive analysis of the gluon propagator’s behavior at finite
temperatures, which will be discussed in subsequent sec-
tions. For the Gribov parameter γ4, within the RGZ
framework, it is determined by the following gap equa-
tion,

1 =
3

4
Ng2 ∫

d4q

(2π)4
1

(q2 +m2) (q2 + µ2) + 2Ng2γ4
, (70)

which was derived following the same steps that we took
to derive eq. (47).

VII. THE EFFECTIVE THERMAL MASSIVE
MODEL

A. Effective formulation 1

As we concluded in section III, the study of Yang-Mills
theory at finite temperatures necessitates the construc-
tion of an effective action. This action allows us to derive
the gluon propagator (29). The addition of a term such
as 1

2
M2Aa

µA
a
µ to the theory’s action is all that’s required.

Consequently, for the RGZ scenario, our finite tempera-
ture effective action is as follows,

S = SRGZ + SM , (71)

where,

SM = ∫ d4x
⎛

⎝

1

2
M2Aa

µA
a
µ

⎞

⎠
. (72)

is the effective term that adds the thermal mass contri-
bution into the theory and M2 =

g2NT 2

9
is the plasma

mass.
So the quadratic part of eq.(71) will be,

Squadr
= ∫ d4x

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1

2
Aa

µ

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

k2δµν − (1 −
1

α
)kµkν +

+ M2δµν + (δµν −
kµkν

k2
)(m2

+
2Ng2γ4

k2 + µ2
)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δabAb
ν

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

,

(73)

from which we obtain the that the gluon propagator is
given by,
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⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

k2 + µ2

(k2 +m2 +M2)(k2 + µ2) + 2Ng2γ4
×

×
⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

αM2 + k2
⎞

⎠
+

αkµkν

k2 (αM2 + k2)
+

−
αkµkνM

2 (k2 + µ2)

k2 (αM2 + k2) [(k2 +M2 +m2) (k2 + µ2) + 2Ng2γ4]

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δab. (74)

It’s straightforward to observe that by setting α → 0, we
revert to the Landau result. Similarly, by setting M → 0,
we obtain the result at 0-temperature.

We can also see that the thermal mass M2 impacts not
only the transverse sector of the propagator, but also the
longitudinal one. This is because the effective term SM

in the action is expressed in terms of the fields Aa
µ, rather

than the non-local transverse fields Ah,a
µ . Hence, by ap-

plying the limit γ → 0 to the propagator (74), it becomes
clear that it does not retrieve the same propagator as in
eq. (29). This implies that the current method may not
be the best fit for describing the gluon infrared behaviour
at finite temperatures. Consequently, we will explore a
slightly different approach in the following section.

B. Effective Formulation 2

In contrast to the previous section, for the finite tem-
perature study of the YM theory, we will incorporate an
effective term 1

2
M2Ah,a

µ Ah,a
µ into the RGZ action. The

field Ah,a
µ here is non-local, transverse, and gauge invari-

ant, expressed as an infinite non-local series in eq. (55).
This strategy has the benefit of preserving the gauge in-
variance of the theory.

Similar to the previous instance, the total action of
this effective model will be,

S = SRGZ + SM , (75)

but with,

SM = ∫ d4x
⎛

⎝

1

2
M2Ah,a

µ Ah,a
µ

⎞

⎠
. (76)

being the effective term that introduces the thermal mass

contribution into the theory. As before, M2 =
g2NT 2

9
is

the plasma mass.
Therefore, the quadratic part of eq.(75) will be,

Squadr
= ∫ d4x

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1

2
Aa

µ

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

k2δµν − (1 −
1

α
)kµkν +

+ (δµν −
kµkν

k2
)(M2

+m2
+
2Ng2γ4

k2 + µ2
)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δabAb
ν

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

,

(77)

from which we deduce that the gluon propagator is given
by,

⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

k2 + µ2

(k2 +m2 +M2)(k2 + µ2) + 2Ng2γ4
×

×
⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
+ α

kµkν

k4

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δab. (78)

By setting α → 0, it is observed that the propagator (78)
reverts to the Landau result. Similarly, by settingM → 0,
we retrieve the 0-temperature result.
Unlike eq. (74), the propagator (78) has its longitu-

dinal sector unaffected by the thermal mass M , with
only the transverse one being affected. This is attributed
to the transversality property of the field Ah,a

µ . Conse-
quently, by taking the limit γ → 0, we find that the prop-
agator (74) reacquires the propagator of eq. (29). This
suggests that this alternative effective formulation is a
promising candidate for depicting the infrared behaviour
of gluons at finite temperatures and, for this reason, it
will be the model under consideration in our subsequent
sections.

VIII. ANALYSIS OF THE POLES OF THE
PROPAGATOR

With the gluon propagator (78) in hand, our next
step is to dissect its physical spectrum. This will allow
us to distinguish between the confining and deconfining
regimes of the theory.
Our approach involves examining the poles of the prop-

agator, which reveal the masses of the gluonic degrees of
freedom. Depending on these mass values, we can deter-
mine whether they correspond to physical or unphysical
degrees of freedom. Essentially, a real and positive pole
indicates a physical degree of freedom, while a negative
or complex pole signifies an unphysical degree of freedom.
In the end, we attribute the physical degrees of freedom

to the deconfined regime, and the unphysical ones to the
confined regime.
This phenomenon arises from the presence of imag-

inary poles, which result in a violation of the posi-
tivity condition in the spectral density function of the
Källén–Lehmann representation. This violation is indica-
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tive of the confinement of the associated degrees of free-
dom, as asymptotically free states are not expected to be
observed in such a regime, as evidenced by [34, 35].

Considering this, we can rewrite the gluon propagator
(78) as follows,

⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ = −

µ2+u1

k2−u1
−

µ2+u2

k2−u2
√

(−µ2 +m2 +M2)
2
− 8Ng20γ

4

,(79)

where,

u1 = −
1

2

⎛

⎝

√

(−µ2 +m2 +M2)
2
− 8Ng20γ

4 + µ2
+m2

+M2⎞

⎠
,

u2 =
1

2

⎛

⎝

√

(−µ2 +m2 +M2)
2
− 8Ng20γ

4 − µ2
−m2

−M2⎞

⎠
.

(80)

We can see that,

• For (−µ2 +m2 +M2)
2
< 8Ng20γ

4, or −2
√
2Ng0γ

2 +

µ2 −m2 < M2 < 2
√
2Ng0γ

2 + µ2 −m2, both poles
turn out to be complex. This implies a confinement
regime for all degrees of freedom.

• For (−µ2 +m2 +M2)
2
≥ 8Ng20γ

4, or 2
√
2Ng0γ

2 +

µ2 − m2 < M2 < −2
√
2Ng0γ

2 + µ2 − m2, we ob-
serve two real poles, but only one is positive. This
indicates the presence of a single deconfined de-
gree of freedom, suggesting a regime of partial
confinement-deconfinement.

• In the absence of a solution for the gap equation,
the only viable option for the Gribov mass parame-
ter is γ = 0, which results in a free gluon propagator
(deconfined phase).

Given that M2 =
g2NT 2

9
, the above relations provide us

with the critical temperatures at which each of the three
regimes takes place.

When we compare our findings with Canfora’s paper
[24], we discover that our results align with his in the
limit where m,µ→ 0.
It’s worth noting that if we compute the longitudi-

nal and transverse thermal masses considering both the
Gribov parameter and the condensate masses, we would
encounter a more intricate pole structure and potentially
additional confining and deconfining regimes. However,
this topic will be explored in future discussions.

IX. THE RGZ GAP EQUATION IN LINEAR
COVARIANT GAUGES

An alternative perspective for analyzing the phase
transitions of the theory is by scrutinizing the RGZ gap-
equation at finite temperatures. This is significant be-
cause it enables us to compute the relationship between

the Gribov parameter γ4 and the temperature T . If we
adopt a consistent procedure, the solutions should con-
verge to the zero-temperature solution in the limit as
T → 0. In essence, we should procure solutions that
depict confined gluons in the limit as T → 0, and for
sufficiently high temperatures, we should not discern any
solution for the gap-equation, signifying a regime of freely
propagating gluons.
In order to obtain the gap equation, we will follow

again the steps of [33], that we used to derive the previous
gap equation (47), where we obtain that,

1 =
3

4V
Ng2∑

q

1

(q2 + µ2) (q2 +M2 +m2 +
γ4

(q2+µ2))
+

+
1

4V (N2 − 1)γ4
, (81)

which can be rewritten as,

1 =
3Ng2λ

16π3 ∑
n
∫

1

0
dR

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

R2

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

(R2
+ θ2n)

2
+

+ (m2
+ µ2

+
Ng2λ2

36π2
)(R2

+ θ2n) +

+ µ2
(m2

+
Ng2λ2

36π2
) + Γ4

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

−1⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

, (82)

where we used that the thermal mass is given by

M2
=
Ng2T 2

9
=
Ng2λ2

36π2
, (83)

and we used the following parametrizations,

R =
r

Λ
,

λ =
2πT

Λ
,

θn =
ωn

Λ
= nλ,

Γ =
(2Ng2)

1/4
γ

Λ
. (84)

It is evident that the gap equation remains identical to
the Landau one. This implies that the gap equation is
independent of the gauge parameter α.
Now we can rewrite eq. (82) in the following way,

F (λ,Γ,m,µ) = 1, (85)

where,

F (λ,Γ,m,µ) =
3Ng2λ

16π3 ∫

1

0
dR
⎛

⎝
R2S(R,λ,Γ,m,µ)

⎞

⎠
= 1,

(86)

From this, we derive the Gribov parameter as a function
of λ,m,µ, and g.
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FIG. 1. Plot of the surface F for different values of λ and
Γ. Here we considered m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1. The intersection
with the plane F = 1 occurs for λ below the critical value

λ
(1)
c = 1.048. We might emphasize here that we took α = 1,

but the qualitative behaviour of the gluon propagator does
not depend on α.

X. ANALYSIS OF THE REGIMES OF THE
THEORY

In this part, we will delve into a more intricate nu-
merical exploration of the theory’s regimes and pinpoint
the critical temperatures pertinent to these phase transi-
tions. Our approach involves a numerical scrutiny of the
gap equation (86). In essence, we will illustrate the de-
pendence of the left-hand side of eq. (86) on the parame-
ters λ, which embodies the temperature dependence, and
Γ, which embodies the Gribov parameter dependence, as
demonstrated in Figure [1], where

F (λ,Γ,m,µ) =
3Ng2λ

16π3 ∫

1

0
dR
⎛

⎝
R2S(R,λ,Γ,m,µ)

⎞

⎠
,

(87)

with the coupling constant g being given in the hard ther-
mal regime (T >> 1) by

g2(λ) =
8π2

11 ln( 2πT
ΛQCD

)

=
8π2

11 ln (αλ)
, (88)

and

α ≡
Λ

ΛQCD
. (89)

In this illustration, it is evident that the existence
of the gap equation’s solution, denoted by the plane
F (λ,Γ,m,µ) = 1, depends ultimately on the temperature
T .

From figure [2], it is evident that the critical temper-

ature is reached when λ
(1)
c = 1.048. This corresponds

to

T
(1)
c

ΛQCD
= 0.1668, (90)

F(1.03, Γ)

F(1.048, Γ)

1

F(1.07, Γ)
-3 -2 -1 1 2 3

Γ

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

FIG. 2. Plot of the surface F (λ,Γ) when λ = 1.03, λ = 1.048,
λ = 1.07. Here we considered m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1. The red
line is where plane F = 1 intercept the blue surface of figure
[1].

1

F(1.048, Γ, 0.5, 0.1)

F(1.156, Γ, 0, 0)
-3 -2 -1 1 2 3

Γ

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 3. Comparison of the plot of the surface F (λ,Γ,m,µ)
for the case when the masses of the condensates are m = 0.5
and µ = 0.1 with the case in which they are null.

1.00 1.05 1.10 1.15
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

λ

Γ

FIG. 4. Plot of Γ(λ). Here we considered m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1
for the orange curve. It can be seen that Γ reaches zero when

λ reaches the critical value λ
(1)
c = 1.048. Yet the blue curve

represents the case in which the masses of the condensates are
null. For this case Γ reaches zero when λ reaches the critical
value λ

(1)
c = 1.156.

assuming the condensate masses are held constant at
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2
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FIG. 5. Plot of
√

4Γ4
− (−µ2

+m2
+M2

)
2 in terms of λ. We

can see here that when m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1 there is a phase

transition at λ
(2)
c = 1.0128 from a semi-confined to a confined

phase. In other words, we can say that the critical temper-

ature of such a phase transition is T
(2)
c
Λ
= 0.1612. However,

when the masses of the condensates are turned off, the phase

transition occurs at λ
(2)
c = 1.0375 and the critical temperature

becomes T
(2)
c
Λ
= 0.1651

m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1. When these massive terms are dis-
regarded, as shown in figure [3], the critical temperature
shifts to

T
(1)
c

ΛQCD
= 0.1840, (91)

This indicates that the presence of condensate masses
contributes to a decrease in the phase transition temper-
ature.

Then the three regimes can be interpreted as follows:

• For T > T
(1)
c (or λ > λ

(1)
c ), the gap equation does

not have a solution, implying that the massive Gri-
bov parameter is zero and all gluonic degrees of
freedom are asymptotically free in this regime.

• For T < T
(1)
c , solutions to the gap equation emerge,

thereby defining the Gribov parameter γ. In this
regime, as depicted in figure [4], the Γ parameter
diminishes to zero as the temperature rises. This

occurs when λ
(1)
c = 1.048 in the RGZ case and when

λ
(1)
c = 1.1840 in the GZ case. Despite the existence

of a solution for the gap equation, total confine-
ment of the propagator only occurs when the dis-

criminant 4Γ4−(−µ2 +m2 +M2)
2
of eq. (80) alters

its sign. As illustrated in figure [5] and eq. (80), for

λ1
c > λ > λ

2
c , with λ2

c = 1.0128 for the RGZ case and

λ
(2)
c = 1.0375 for the GZ case, a partially confined

phase exists, with one confined and one deconfined
(physical) degrees of freedom.

• For T < T 2
c , with

T (2)c

ΛQCD
= 0.1612, a completely con-

fined phase is observed in the RGZ case, while the

same occurs at
T (2)c

ΛQCD
= 0.1651 in the GZ case.

It is crucial to note that qualitatively, our findings align
perfectly with those presented in [24], where only the
Gribov copies in the Landau gauge were considered. The
sole distinction in our results is the lower critical temper-
atures, attributable to our consideration of the masses m
and µ.

XI. THE INFRARED REGIME

After having examined the hard thermal regime, it is
now necessary to make a similar analysis for the infrared
regime, characterized by λ < 1. To do so, it is necessary to
extend of the coupling constant g to the infrared regime,
which is accomplished consistently by

g2(g0, λ) =
g20

1 + 11
16π2 g

2
0 ln (1 + α

2λ2)
, (92)

as the mass M2 approaches zero and the coupling con-
stant g goes to g0 when the temperature T also reduces
to zero, allowing us to reobtain the zero-temperature re-
sults.

FIG. 6. Plot of g(g0, λ).

It should be noted that for large values of g0, the be-
haviour of g(g0, λ) becomes insensitive to minor vari-
ations in g0 itself, as illustrated in figure [6]. This
aligns with the principle in quantum field theory that
bare quantities are infinite yet unobservable, necessitat-
ing their renormalization.
Similar to the analysis in section (IX), we will numer-

ically examine the gap equation, which in this context is
expressed as

G(g0, λ,Γ) =
3g2Nλ

16π3 ∫

1

0
dR(R2S(R,g0, λ,Γ)). (93)
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Upon selecting g0 = 1000, we observe a qualitative be-
haviour identical to that found in section IX, with the
same phase transitions, as depicted in figure [7].

The critical temperatures for this instance are deter-
mined as follows:

• For the phase transition from the deconfined to the
semi-confined regime, we have

λ(1)c = 0.628→
T
(1)
c

ΛQCD
= 0.0999 ≈ 0.1, (94)

given m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1. Conversely, when m =
µ = 0, we find

λ(1)c = 1.17→
T
(1)
c

ΛQCD
= 0.1862 ≈ 0.1, (95)

as depicted in figures [8], [9], and [10].

• For the transition from the semi-confined to the
confined regime, we have

λ(2)c = 0.396→
T
(2)
c

ΛQCD
= 0.063, (96)

when m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1. However, when m = µ =
0, it becomes

λ(2)c = 0.64→
T
(2)
c

ΛQCD
= 0.102, (97)

as shown in figure [11].

Before concluding, we must emphasize that the qualita-
tive behaviour of our plots do not depend on α. The only
thing it would change is that increasing/decreasing the α
value, it would increase/decrease the critical tempertures
in a completely analogous way to the one showed on [24].

FIG. 7. Plot of the surface G for different values of λ and Γ.
The intersection with the plane G = 1 occurs for λ below the

critical value λ
(1)
c = 0.628.

1

G(0.5, Γ)

G(0.628, Γ)

G(0.7, Γ)
-3 -2 -1 1 2 3

Γ

0.5

1.0

1.5

FIG. 8. Plot of the surface G(λ,Γ,m,µ) when λ = 0.5, λ =
0.628, λ = 0.7 (for m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1). Here the blue line is
where plane G = 1 intercept the surface of figure [7].

1

G(0.628, Γ, 0.5, 0.1)
G(1.17, Γ, 0, 0)

-3 -2 -1 1 2 3
Γ

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

FIG. 9. Plot of the surface G(λ,Γ,m,µ) when λ = 0.628 (for
m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1), and λ = 1.17 (for m = 0 and µ = 0).

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
0.0
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λ

Γ

FIG. 10. Plot of Γ(λ). Here we can see that Γ reaches zero

when λ reaches the critical value λ
(1)
c = 0.628 for m = 0.5 and

µ = 0.1. Yet for m = µ = 0 it occurs at λ
(1)
c = 1.17

XII. CALCULATING THE THERMAL MASS IN
TERMS OF THE RGZ MASSES

It is crucial to note that our approach thus far has in-

volved the introduction of a term of the form M2

2
Aa

µA
a
µ

into the theory’s Lagrangian. We then computed its im-
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FIG. 11. Plot of
√

4Γ4
− (−µ2

+m2
+M2

)
2; in terms of λ.

We can see here that for m = 0.5 and µ = 0.1 there is a phase

transition at λ
(2)
c = 0.396 from a semi-confined to a confined

phase. In other words, we can say that the critical tempera-

ture of such a phase transition is T
(2)
c
Λ
= 0.063. However, for

m = µ = 0 the phase transition happens at λ
(2)
c = 0.64, which

means at the critical temperature T
(2)
c
Λ
= 0.102.

pact on the theory’s physical spectrum, specifically in
relation to inducing a phase transition within the theory.

However, it should be observed that the thermal mass

M2 we derived was given in terms of the components Π
(2)
44

and Π
(2)
µµ of the gluon self-energy. These were computed

without taking into account the presence of Gribov copies
and the masses of the condensates.

Our objective now is to perform an analogous calcu-
lation, but this time incorporating diagrams that repre-
sent the 2-point functions of Yang-Mills theory within
the framework of Refined Gribov-Zwanziger at 1-loop.

A. Diagrams

The Refined Gribov-Zwanziger action at 1-loop (66)
generates 13 diagrams. However, under the High Ther-
mal Limit (HTL), only 7 of these diagrams contribute to
the gluon self-energy. The remaining 6 diagrams become
negligible when the internal momentum k approaches
zero.

These 13 diagrams are,

= +

(b)

+

+ + +

+ + +

+

(j)

+

(k)

+

(l)

+

(m)

(a) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

where,

(i) (ii) (iii)

(iv) (v) (vi)

are respectively the gluon propagator (i),

⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

k2 + µ2

((k2 + µ2)(k2 +m2) + 2g2Nγ4)
×

×
⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
+ α

kµkν

k4

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δab,

the ghost propagator (ii),

⟨c̄a(k)cb(−k)⟩ = −
δab

k2
. (98)

the bosonic auxiliary field propagator (iii),

⟨ϕ̄ab
µ (k)ϕ

cd
ν (−k)⟩ =

−g2γ4fabrf cdr

((k2 + µ2)(k2 +m2) + 2g2Nγ4)
×

×
1

(k2 + µ2)

⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
+
δacδbdδµν

k2 + µ2
,

(99)

the bosonic auxiliary field propagator (iv),

⟨ϕab
µ (k)ϕ

cd
ν (−k)⟩ =

−g2γ4fabrf cdr

((k2 + µ2)(k2 +m2) + 2g2Nγ4)
×

×
1

(k2 + µ2)

⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
,

⟨ϕab
µ (k)ϕ

cd
ν (−k)⟩ = ⟨ϕ̄

ab
µ (k)ϕ̄

cd
ν (−k)⟩, (100)

the fermionic auxiliary field propagator (v),

⟨ω̄ab
µ (k)ω

cd
ν (−k)⟩ = −

δacδbdδµν

k2 + µ2
(101)
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and the mixed propagator (vi),

⟨ϕab
µ (k)A

c
ν(−k)⟩ = −

igγ2fabc

((k2 + µ2)(k2 +m2) + 2g2Nγ4)
×

×
⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
,

⟨ϕab
µ (k)A

c
ν(−k)⟩ = ⟨ϕ̄

ab
µ (k)A

c
ν(−k)⟩. (102)

Concerning the vertices of the theory, we have that
besides (13), we will also have the following ones,

[VAϕ̄ϕ(k, p, q)]
abcde

µνρ
= −(2π)4igfabdδceδµνpρ, (103)

[VAω̄ω(k, p, q)]
abcde
µνρ = −(2π)4igfabdδceδµνpρ, (104)

Finally, we can build the diagrams that will survive
the HTL limit k → 0. The first one is the diagram (a),

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝

g2Npµpνδab

p2 (k − p)
2

⎞

⎠
. (105)

The second one is the diagram (b) is,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝
−
2g2N (m2 − p2) δab

p2

×
(p2(α + d − 2)δµν − (α − 1)pµpν)

(2γ4g2N + µ2m2 − p2 (µ2 +m2) + (p2)
2
)

⎞

⎠
.

(106)

The third diagram (c) is,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝
−
2g2N (m2 − p2)

2
δab

(p2 − x2
1) (p

2 − x2
2)

×
((−α + 2d − 2)pµpν + αp2gµν)

((k − p)2 − x2
1) ((k − p)

2 − x2
2)

⎞

⎠
. (107)

The fourth diagram (d) is,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝
−

γ8(d − 1)g6N3pµpνδab

4 (p2 −m2) (x2
1 − p

2) (p2 − x2
2)

×
1

((k − p)2 −m2) (−(k − p)2 + x2
1)

×
1

((k − p)2 − x2
2)

⎞

⎠
. (108)

The fifth diagram (e) is,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = ∫
ddp

(2π)d

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

g2N2pµpνδab
⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

8p2 (−p2 + x2
1 + x

2
2)

×
⎛

⎝
dp2
(N2 − 1)

2N
(p2 − x2

1 − x
2
2) +

+ 2dx2
1x

2
2

(N2 − 1)

2N
− (γ4

(d − 1)g2)
⎞

⎠
+

− 8dx4
1x

4
2

(N2 − 1)

2N
− (γ8

(d − 1)g4N) +

+ 8γ4
(d − 1)g2x2

1x
2
2

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

×
1

4 (m2 − p2) (p2 − x2
1) (p

2 − x2
2) ((k − p)

2 − x2
1)

×
1

(−(k − p)2 +m2) ((k − p)2 − x2
2)

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

.

(109)

The sixth diagram (f) is,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝

dg2N (N2 − 1)pµpνδab

(m2 − p2) (−(k − p)2 +m2)

⎞

⎠
.

(110)

The seventh diagram mixed (j) is,

iΠ(2)abµν (k) = ∫
ddp

(2π)d
⎛

⎝

γ4(d − 1)g4N2pµpνδab

(x2
1 − p

2) (p2 − x2
2)

×
1

(−(k − p)2 + x2
1) ((k − p)

2 − x2
2)

⎞

⎠
,(111)

where x2
1 and x2

2 are given by,

x2
1 =

1

2
(
√
−8γ4g2N +m4 − 2m2M2 +M4 +m2

+M2
) ,

x2
2 =

1

2
(−
√
−8γ4g2N +m4 − 2m2M2 +M4 +m2

+M2
) .

(112)

Summing the diagrams 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110

and 111 we obtain the gluon self-energy iΠ
(2)ab
µν . By con-

sidering the components iΠ
(2)
44 and iΠ

(2)
µµ , we derive both

the longitudinal and transverse thermal masses, denoted
as ΠL and ΠT respectively, utilizing eqs. (20) and (21).
Then taking into account the 0-temperature propagator
(69), it can be rewritten as follows,

⟨Aa
µ(k)A

b
ν(−k)⟩ =

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1

(k2 + m̄2)

⎛

⎝
δµν −

kµkν

k2
⎞

⎠
+
αkµkν

k4

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

δab,

(113)

where,

m̄2
=m2

+
2Ng20γ

4

k2 + µ2
, (114)

This implies that upon performing the analytic continu-
ation iω → ω + iδ, with the Minkowski four-momentum,
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Kµ = (ω, k⃗), the propagator of the theory at finite tem-
peratures becomes,

Dµν(K) = −
(PT )µν

K2 − m̄2 −ΠT
−

(PL)µν

K2 − m̄2 −ΠL
− α

KµKν

K4
,

m̄2
= m2

−
2Ng20γ

4

K2 − µ2
, (115)

or, in other words,

Dµν(K) =
(−K2 + µ2) (PT )µν

(−K2 +m2 +ΠT )(−K2 + µ2) + 2Ng20γ
4
+

+
(−K2 + µ2) (PL)µν

(−K2 +m2 +ΠL)(−K2 + µ2) + 2Ng20γ
4
+

− α
KµKν

K4
, (116)

where ΠL and ΠT are intricate functions of m, µ, and γ,
even after all divergent terms have been removed.

Therefore, a significant finding that can be seen now is
that the masses ΠL and ΠT do not coincide in the limit
as k → 0, since they are given by,

x2
1 =

1

2
(µ2
+m2

+ΠL −

√

−8Ng2γ4 + µ4 − 2µ2m2 +m4 − 2µ2ΠL + 2m2ΠL +Π2
L) ,

x2
2 =

1

2
(µ2
+m2

+ΠL +

√

−8Ng2γ4 + µ4 − 2µ2m2 +m4 − 2µ2ΠL + 2m2ΠL +Π2
L) , (117)

for the longitudinal sector, and,

y21 =
1

2
(µ2
+m2

+ΠT −

√

−8Ng2γ4 + µ4 − 2µ2m2 +m4 − 2µ2ΠT + 2m2ΠT +Π2
T) ,

y22 =
1

2
(µ2
+m2

+ΠT +

√

−8Ng2γ4 + µ4 − 2µ2m2 +m4 − 2µ2ΠT + 2m2ΠT +Π2
T) , (118)

for the transverse one. This is of particular importance
as it, in theory, precludes us from incorporating the con-

ventional effective term M2

2
Aa

µA
a
µ into the action for de-

scribing the theory at finite temperatures.
It is widely recognized that the condensates of the 2-

dimensional operators Aa
µA

a
µ and ϕ̄ab

µ ϕab
µ − ω̄

ab
µ ωab

µ are ex-
clusive to the infrared regime, implying that they may
disappear as we approach the ultraviolet regime.

Given that each of these masses is determined by a gap
equation, their resolution at finite temperatures would be
necessary for analyzing their temperature dependence.
However, as this falls outside the scope of our current
work, we will defer such analysis to future research.

XIII. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE
PERSPECTIVES

In this study, we examined the Refined Gribov-
Zwanziger model at finite temperature to investigate the
influence of the Gribov parameter and the masses of the
condensates on the pole structure of the theory’s prop-
agators and their behavior. Our objective was to gain
insights into the phase transitions of the theory resulting
from variations in the temperature, denoted as T .

To do the analysis, a semi-classical technique was em-

ployed, wherein an effective massive Yang-Mills theory
was examined to incorporate thermal effects into the
poles of the gluon propagator. In essence, our approach
involved the inclusion of a term 1

2
M2AµAµ within the

action of the theoretical framework. The term M2 in
this context denotes the comprehensive 1-loop finite-
temperature corrections of the theory, encompassing all
pertinent thermal information. In the absence of this
term, the observation of any form of phase transition to
deconfined or semi-confined phase would be precluded.
Therefore, it is the thermal mass that plays a crucial role
in the generation of a deconfined regime.

Using this approach, we successfully determined two
critical temperatures associated with phase transitions.
This pertains to the transition from a fully constrained
phase to a partially constrained one, involving both a
tangible degree of freedom and an intangible one. The
second phenomenon pertains to a phase transition oc-
curring between the state of partial confinement and the
state of total deconfinement.

All of these results are in complete accordance with
the findings previously documented by Canfora in the
Landau gauge [24]. In this study, we explore the broader
scope of gauge considerations, specifically focusing on the
Linear covariant gauges. Additionally, we investigate the
impact of the masses of the RGZ condensates. It is ev-
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ident from the analysis that their impact mostly entails
the reduction of phase transition temperatures within the
theoretical framework.

Using this method, we were able to pinpoint two criti-
cal temperatures associated with phase transitions. The
first is related to the transition from a purely confined
phase to a partially confined one, characterized by a phys-
ical and a non-physical degree of freedom. The second
corresponds to a phase transition from the partially con-
fined phase to a completely deconfined one.

These findings align perfectly with those previously re-
ported by Canfora in the Landau gauge in [24]. However,
our current study extends beyond this by considering not
only a more general gauge, namely the Linear covariant
gauges, but also the impact of the masses of the RGZ
condensates. Our observations indicate that these masses
essentially lower the temperatures of phase transition in
the theory.

As in [24], we want to highlight that the emergence
of an intermediate phase of partial confinement is a key
finding of this study. This is particularly noteworthy
as it aligns with the outcomes of other research [36–39],
where similar transition behaviour is exhibited by the

quark-gluon plasma.
Upon concluding our work, we computed the thermal

mass M2 in relation to the Gribov parameter and the
condensate masses. Our findings indicate that there are
still temperature regimes where confining and deconfin-
ing phases exist. However, due to the complexity of the
results, we were unable to formulate an effective action
that could yield results mirroring those from eq. (29).
This is an aspect we aim to address in future work. In
such a study, it would be intriguing to calculate the con-
densate masses by solving their respective gap equations
at finite temperature. This would enable us to analyse
the longitudinal and transverse masses ΠL and ΠT solely
in terms of the temperature T , greatly facilitating our
examination of the theory’s phase transitions.
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