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What can we learn about Gribov copies from a formulation of
QCD in terms of gauge-invariant fields?

Kurt Haller
Department of Physics, University of Connecticut, Storrs, CT 06269

We review the procedure by which we implemented the non-Abelian Gauss’s law
and constructed gauge-invariant fields for QCD in the temporal (Weyl) gauge.
We point out that the operator-valued transformation that transforms gauge-
dependent temporal-gauge fields into gauge-invariant ones has the formal structure
of a gauge transformation. We express the “standard” Hamiltonian for temporal-
gauge QCD entirely in terms of gauge-invariant fields, calculate the commutation
rules for these fields, and compare them to earlier work on Coulomb-gauge QCD.
We also discuss multiplicities of gauge-invariant temporal-gauge fields that belong
to different topological sectors and that, in previous work, were shown to be based
on the same underlying gauge-dependent temporal-gauge fields. We relate these
multiplicities of gauge-invariant fields to Gribov copies. We argue that Gribov
copies appear in the temporal gauge, but not when the theory is represented in
terms of gauge-dependent fields and Gauss’s law is left unimplemented. There are
Gribov copies of the gauge-invariant gauge field, which can be constructed when
Gauss’s law is implemented.

1 Introduction

Quantum Chromodynamics can be quantized in the temporal (or Weyl) gauge
(in which A§ = 0), in a number of ways. When the gauge-fixing term Lgauge =
—A§G* is used in the Lagrangian,ﬁ

1 1 -a pa ‘a4 Aa 7y ;
EZ_ZFZF%""§ ioFio + Ji' A — 36 A5 + Lgauge — ¢ (m —iv-0) ¢ (1)

and the Dirac-Bergmann method of constrained quantization is appliedﬂﬂ the
Lagrange multiplier field G is incorporated into the time-derivative of IIf,
which, in this case is D;II{ + j§ + G®. The presence of the Lagrange multiplier
field assures a second-class system of constraints, and also terminates the chain
of secondary constraints very quickly. The resulting Dirac commutators differ
in only trivial ways from canonical Poisson commutators. Alternatively, it
is possible to entirely avoid the need to consider primary constraints in the
temporal gauge by using the gauge-fixing term —0dyA§G* instead of —A{G?,
so that —G* becomes the momentum canonically conjugate to Ag. The gauge
constraint then is dyAg = 0, which, with the imposition of A9 = 0 and Gauss’s

%we use nonrelativistic notation, in which all space-time indices are subscripted and desig-
nate contravariant components of contravariant quantities such as A¢ or j¢, and covariant
components of covariant quantities such as 9;. Repeated indices are summed from 1—3.
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law at one particylar time, implements both, the gauge condition and Gauss’s
law for all timesH The same procedure can be extended to all axial gauges
for which the gauge condition is A§ + vyA§ = 0, where v is a variable real
parameter . Finally, a very direct way of quantizing (ﬁ]ﬁ in the temporal
gauge is simply to set A = 0 in the original Lagrangiantthtl.

In the process of quantizing QCD in the temporal gauge by any of the pro-
cedures outlined above, The Gribov ambiguity does not arise. In contrast, the
Gribov ambiguity impedes the canonical quantization of QCD in the Coulomb
gauge. The inverse of the matrix of constraint commutators — required for the
implementation of the Dirac-Bergmann procedure — depends on the inverse of
the Faddeev-Popov operator (D-0)® = (§,,0% + ge®“®A%9,,). In the Coulomb
gauge, the inverse of (D-9) is not unique, and therefore the inverse of the
matrix of constraint commutators does not exist. In this way, the existence of
Gribov copies of the Coulomb-gauge field impedes the quantization of QCD in
that gauge; but quantization of QCD in the temporal gauge is not similarly
affected by this difficulty. It is on this basis that some autﬁors have concluded
that there is no Gribov ambiguity in the temporal gaugeli; a variety of other
arguments have also begn put forth to support the conclusion that axial gauges
have no Gribov copiesH.

It is significant that when QCD is quantized in the temporal gauge, Gauss’s
law is not implemented — the imposition of the non-Abelian Gauss’s law and
the construction of gauge-invariant fields remains to be addressed. If it were
possible to use the Dirac-Bergmann procedure consistently to quantize QCD in
the Coulomb gauge, the implementation of Gauss’s law would be an inevitable
consequence — it would appear as one of the Dirac-Bergmann secondary con-
straints (specifically from the Poisson bracket of the total Hamiltonian with
the gauge condition 0;A? = 0). The procedure would then lead to a Hamil-
tonian expressed in terms of unconstrained, independent field variables. As it
is, however, the quantization of QCD in the Coulomb gauge is very problem-
atical for a number of reasons — Gribov copies and ordering ambiguities of
non-commuting operators, among them.

In our work, we have shown how the temporal-gauge formulation of QCD
can be brought into compliance with Gauss’s law, by explicitly constructing a
set of state vectors that are annihilated by the Gauss’s law operator

Dilli(r) =G%(r)
G¢(r) = 0T} (r) + g f**° A} ()T (r) +j§ (x), (2)
—_—

Jg (r)

where j§(r) is the quark color-charge density j§(r) = ng(r)§1/J(r); Jg(r) is
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the glue color-charge density as well as part of the covariant derivative of II¢,
which is the negative chromoelectric field and also is canonically conjugate to
the gauge field A¢. The state vectors that are annihilated by G comprise
a space in which the time evolution of the theory takes place. In this way,
the validity of Gauss’s law within the framework of temporal-gauge QCD is
assured.

2 Gauss’s Law and Gauge-Invariant Quark and Gluon Fields

Gauss’s law in temporal-gauge QCD is implemented by constructing state vec-
tors ¥ |¢) for which { 9;IT1%(r) + J§(r) } ¥ |¢) = 0, where |¢) is the state anni-
hilated by the Abelian part of D;I1¢, so that 0; H“|¢> =0and ¥ is an tor
that essentially converts D;II{ to 8 Ha within the space of |¢) states(@ﬁa
must obey the operator- valued d1fferent1al equation

{ 01T} (r) + JG(x) } ¥ |¢) = U O;II(r) |¢) (3)
or [OIf(r), U] = —J5(r)¥ + Bg(r), (4)

where ng(r) is an operator that has 9;II¢(r) on its extreme right so that
Bg(r)|¢) = 0. The solution of Eq. @) has been given as

U = || exp(A) |l , (5)
in which

A= / de A7 (x) 00 (x), (6)

and A](r) is the Resolvent Field. The resolvent field is central to this work,
and largely determines the properties of gauge-invariant fields and of QCD
represented in terms of those gauge-invariant fields. The || ||-ordered product
orders ¥ so that all functionals of A{ are to the left of all functionals of H? ;
this ordering is important because, in the temporal gauge,

[Af(x), 115 (y)] = i0apdi;6(x — ¥). (7)

We have shown that the resolvent field obeys the integral equationﬂ

[aT vy ZL/dr{ Ly )+ 135 ME 0 B ()} v o)
) NG
in which M <) = [y Yo0I(), Yo(r) = A5(r), and By, (r) =
a?(r) + ( dij 8 ) , thus producing the nonlinearity in Eq. (F).

K2
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w?n)i(r) is taken as the “source” term wzn)i(r) = (=1t f(o;f)iV R"‘ (1) Q(Bn)i(r) ,
where R?n)( r) =[[! _, xel(e), xo(r) = %A?‘( ), and Q(n)i( ) = [d?(r) +

3:? (r)]; a](r) and z] (r) are the transverse and longitudinal parts of the

_n
(n+1) @

gauge field respectively, and f(i‘; '()3 7 denotes the chain of structure constants
faBW foluse] pbllal2]b2] gb2lal3]63] pbln—2]aln—1]bln—1] gbin—tlalnly = (g)

It is an interesting fact that Eq. () for the SU(2) case takes a form strongly
reminiscent of admite gauge transformation for fields in an adjoint represen-
tation of SU(2)

G* and G* = D;II? are unitarily equivalent, and are related by
G (x) =Uc G (r) U ! (10)

where Uc = e e and where Cy =i [ dr X°(r) j§(r) and C =i [dr Y (r) j§(r) .
With this unitary equivalence, G* can be used to represent G® in a new repre-
sentation, which we will call the A representation. In this representation, the
quark field v is gauge-invariant because it commutes with G*. This unitary
equivalence can be used to construct gauge invariant operator-valued quark
fields in the original representation (which we call the C representation):

va() =Ue v Ut and v§(r) = Ue v (0 U ! (11)
or, equivalently, g (r) = Ve(r)¢(r) and 1/%'(1') =T(r) Vo ), (12
where V¢(r) = exp ( —igﬁ(r)% ) exp (—igXa(r)g) . (13)

The transformation of 3 to the gauge-invariant g (r) = Ve(r) ¢ (r) has the
formal structure of a gauge transformation , because Ve can be written as

Ve = exp [—igZO‘%} = exp {—igyag} exp [—igXo‘g} . (14)

However, in fact, under a gauge transformation, V¢ and ¥ both are trans-
formed, so that

h— exp(—iw” §)¢ and Ve—Ve exp(iw? %) (15)

and ¢ (r) remains strictly gauge invariant. Furthermore, the formal similarity
of Ve to a gauge transformation enables us to construct gauge-invariant gluon
fields

b

Ali(r) A =Ve) (A XV (o) + Ve aiVe '), (16)
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which is equivalent to A%, (r) = A%, (r) + [6:;j — 8{;%]??(1‘), (17)
so that Ala , turns out to be transverse — the sum of the transverse parts of
the gauge field and the resolvent ﬁeld.ﬁ

We have been able to expreE ﬁlEQCD Hamiltonian entirely in terms
of gauge-invariant field operators E3E3Ed. For that purpose, we have defined
gauge-invariant versions of II? and of the Gauss’s law operator. These quanti-

ties are Hg,i = Rpall¢ and gg, = RpaG? respectively, where Ryq = %Tr[VC_l)\bVC 2.
This QCD Hamiltonian (in the A representation, in which v is the gauge-
invariant form of the quark field) is

Hy = [ { 31180 10 () + £ 18, 6) P o)+

Pl (r) [Bm —i; (0 —igAl,;(0)4 ) | w(x)} + Hor+ Hg  (18)
where

r7 a 1 a a 1 a a 1 a
firn = [ ar ($dey goK306) + 130 355 )~ M3 K50 (19)

and Hy = 4 [ dr |8 () K50 + K500 350800 . (20

Jg(Gl) is the gauge-invariant glue color charge density Jg(Gl) = gf“bcAlé” Gl
Fg,,;; is the gauge-invariant chromomagnetic field in which Ag,, replaces the
gauge-dependent A¢, and Kf is a gauge-invariant effective quark color charge

density, given by
aub qu al -q -q @
<5ab +9f bAGIi?) Ko = —j§ for j§ = gv' 4. (21)

The relation of Hxr to the Coulomb-gauge formulation of Q is of particular
interest. We first note the following commutation relations:
ha

[12,5(y), ALy (x)] = ~i{owd(y —x) - ;D" (y. %) D; ()}  (22)

where D" (y,x) designates the formal series representation of the inverse of
the Faddeev-Popov operator, and the arrow indicates action to the left; and

[118,0) 11, ()] = ig{DD™" (x,3)e" I () = 9D (3 30" T ().
(23)

bIterative expansions of these gauge-invariant quark and gluon@ﬁs agree with the iterative
representations of these fields given by Lavelle and McMullan 31
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These commutation rules agree with those given by Schwinger for QCD. in the
Coulomb gauge, modulo operator order in corresponding expressionstl. The
Hamiltonian (Hp — Hg) also has many features in common with the Hamilto-
nian in_earlier work on Coulomb—gauﬁ QCD by Christ and Leeld, by Creutz
et. alld, and by Gervais and Sakita H Hp however is not the Coulomb-
gauge Hamiltonian. Hg “remembers” that the Hamiltonian is in the temporal
gauge; but, as we have shown elsewheret, Hg can neither affect the time evo-
lution of state vectors within the space of states annihilated by the Gauss’s law
operator, nor can time evolution transport state vectors out of that space. The
situation in QCD is, therefore, remarkably like that in QED. When Gauss’s law
is imposed and the Hamiltonian is expressed in terms of physical variables, the
time-evolution mediated by the temporal-gauge Hamiltonian is essentially that
expected in the Coulomb-gauge (with the proviso that the latter is well-defined
for QED but much less well-defined for QCD), but, because of the inclusion of
Hg (or its QED equivﬂ@t), the Hamiltonian remains in its original (in this
case, temporal) gauge EXEd.

Even though H s is a functional of gauge-invariant — physical — operator-
valued variables only, complete control over its properties is retained, because
all gauge-invariant quantities are defined explicitly in terms of the gauge-
dependent A¢ and H?—, whose commutation rules are the canonical ones given
in Eq. (E) The suggestive position in Eq. @) occupied by the effective color-
charge density K§ makes it important to investigate its properties in depth.

3 Topology and the Gribov Ambiguity

In earlier work, we have represented SU(2) versions of A](r) and A](r) as c-
number functions of spatial variables — as second-rank tensors in the combined
spatial and SU(2) indices i and v respectively, so that, except in so far as the
forms of A] (r) and A} (r) must reflect_this second-rank tensor structure, they
are isotropic functions of the positionEd. With this representation we obtain

L L Ty N(r)  riry —
A0 = | (0 - B S B ) (21)
A_ZT(r) =i~ pal(r) + T;ﬁ# ep(r) + eiw%n wo(r), as well as (25)
1 riry\ N(r) | rir ’
Al () = ; {(&-V - r;) N (r)} and (26)

¢Note, however, that the chromoelectric field in these works are taken to be purely transverse.
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T;;ﬂ’y Ts (T) + Ei’yn% TC (T) ) (27)

AV (r) = 81y Talr) +
where, to preserve transversality in the transverse fields,
(o) +72(pa) =0 and (Ts) +73(Ta) =0

With this representation, A, ,(r) becomes

1 o o 1_

Adyi(r) = or {Ei’yn% [COS(N-l-N) -1 +Ns1n(N+N)} + (51-7 — TTZW) X
v - N7 TiT~ dN
X [Neos(N + N) —sin(N +N)| — -

T {(51,7 _ ﬂ) cos(N + N) + em’%simw+m} + % (Ta +Tp)

r2

+Te {em’%cos(ﬁ+N) - (m - %)sin(N+N)}. (28)

When Egs. (24 £7) are substituted into the integral equation — Eq. (§) — for
the SU(2) case, it becomes a nonlinear differential equation in which N (r) is
the dependent function of r, and the other functions are source terms. When
the independent variable is changed to u = ln(%), this equation becomes

2
N AN L o [Neos(RV + N) — sin(V + A)]

du? du

+ 2groexp(u) {Ta [cos(N + N) — 1] = Tesin(N +N)} =0. (29)

Since A (r) must be bounded everywhere in 0<r < oo, N'(u) must be bounded
everywhere in —oo < r < oco. Studies have shown that, for the identical source
terms N, T4, and T¢, there are a number of different solutions of this equation,
and they define different topological sectors of the gauge theory Ed. Although
A, (r) is invariant to “small” gauge transformations, which are continuously
deformable to the identity, they can exist in different topological sectors which
are connected by “large” gauge transformations. The different topological
sectors manifested when Eq. (@) is solved, reflect the existence of these large
gauge transformations. When the gauge field vanishes, i.e, A](r) = 0, the
differential equation reduces to the autonomous equation

N AN —

d—ujz/' + % —2sin(N) =0, (30)

which is the equation for a damped pendulum with large amplitude vibrations
(also: Gribov equation) with the following caveat: For the pendulum, v is the
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time, and N for that case is bounded for 0<u < oo. The equation then has
multiple solutions, corresponding to multiple turns and swings executed before
the pendulum comes to rest at equilibrium. For the gauge theory, u = 1n(%),

and N for that case is bounded for —co < u < oo. The Euation now does
not have multiple solutions and there are no Gribov copieskd.

Gribov discussed the case of a transverse SU(2) gauge field

C

A; = A?% with A¢ = eijc%f(r), (31)

K2

gauge-transformed to
/ -1 : -1 . r-T
A, =UAU +iU0;U™" where U =exp (—z¢(r)2—> . (32)
r

The condition that A} is also transverse, leads to

¢ do .

Tz + Tu 2sin(¢) (1 — f(u)) = 0. (33)
f(u) keeps Eq. (BJ) from being autonomous, and it has multiple solutions for
the same f(u), as does our Eq. (R9). We draw the following conclusions from
these observations:

e When QCD is quantized in the Coulomb gauge, the quantization procedure
is impeded by the existence of Gribov copies, because the non-uniqueness of
the inverse of the faddeev-Popov operator prevents the inversion of the Dirac
constrained commutator matrix.

e When the quantization is carried out in the temporal gauge, no impediments
to the inversion of the commutator matrix arise, and the procedure can easily
be carried out in a variety of ways. But, in contrast to the Coulomb gauge,
Gauss’s law is not implemented in the process.

e Gribov copies arise in the temporal gauge when Gauss’s law is implemented.
It is the imposition of gauge invariance and the imposition of Gauss’s law that
generates éribov copies in QCD. This is consistent with the theorem proven
by Singer 4.
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