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1. Introduction: A note on the axial anomaly

This workshop is calledhe many faces of QCD, and actually most participants really expe-
rienced their work with QCD being multifaceted. First of, atlost successes of QCD are related
to processes with high-momentum transfer in which asyrigpfatedom [1, 2] enables the use of
perturbation theory. On the other hand, although QCD waanited 37 years ago [3] we only start
to understand its infrared regime where we face all kind @ing-interaction phenomena, most
prominently confinement, anomalous and dynamical chinadregtry breaking, and the formation
of relativistic bound states.

With respect to the anomaly | want to recall a seminal regl}ltrvhich may be loosely sum-
marized as follows: the axial U(1) symmetry is always anamusly broken in vector-like gauge
theories with vacuum angl® = 0. One possibility to explain this anomaly rests on the exise
of quark zero modes in topologically non-trivial field$ [§; & random distribution of (not nec-
essarily integer) winding number spots leads to a non-kamgstopological susceptibility in the
thermodynamic limit. Via the index theorem one can then@as® percolating quark zero modes,
and they eventually cause the anomalous breaking of theldia symmetry.

As this explanation is so overwhelmingly successful thestioe arises whether it is the only
existing one. And if another one is available, do these séwxplanations exclude each other?
Here an historic example might be helpful: Everybody of usembers from his graduate lectures
how to derive Bloch waves in a periodic potential by emplgytine Schrédinger equation. A short
look in Sidney Coleman’s Erice Lectures “The uses of instasit [}{], however, tells us how to
achieve the same by instanton calculus techniques. Of €onobody of us would ever dare to
believe that one would have to add instantons to the Schyédiaquation to obtain Bloch waves.
The Schrédinger equation and instanton calculus are sitagdifferent techniques to obtain the
same physical result. On the other hand, one can hear qtete thie opinion that one has to add to
some non-perturbative techniques éas functional equations) the instantons (or other topologi-
cally non-trivial field configurations) by hand to obtain anaganishing topological susceptibility.
The above comparison should, however, elucidate that gddia consistent approach some other
ingredients results in an incorrect treatment.

Accepting this, the following question arises: Where istthmological susceptibility encoded
in an approach based on Green’s functions? The decisiveotigihates from the seventies [8]
(see also:i}9]). Rephrasing this old result in modern languate may state that momentum-space
Green’s function can reflect the topological susceptibibibly in their infrared behaviour because
only these are related to the boundary conditions in (Eeahl space-time.

Emphasizing with this introductory remark the special roldhe axial anomaly in our un-
derstanding of QCD let me give a short outline of the follagvgections: After shortly reviewing
the knowledge on the infrared structure of Landau gauge -¥ditlg theory | will focus on the
positivity violation of the gluon propagator and potentraplications for its analytic structure. For
fundamental charges the corresponding gluon-matterwéutections are analysed. Hereby it is
demonstrated that the quark-gluon vertex may play a keyindlke issue of quark confinement.
The quark-gluon vertex is hereby twofold related in selfigistent manner to dynamical chiral
symmetry breaking (RSB): On the one hand, its strength triggerg$B, on the other hand it is
subject of DySB and contains components which are only possible duextsB A study of the
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infrared properties of fundamentally charged scalarsigesvevidence that within functional ap-
proaches static confinement is an universal property of dluge sector even though it is formally
represented in the functional equations of the matter s&dtast but not least, | will return to the
guestion of the description of the axial anomaly within filmcal approaches.

2. Infrared Structure of Landau gauge Yang-Mills theory

The indefinite metric state space of a Yang-Mills theory carclassified according to the
properties of the states under BRST transformationegedil, 12,113]. The BRST cohomology
contains the physical states, the unphysical states foartejs. Such quartets do exist either as
perturbative or non-perturbative ones[12, 14, 15]. Oneoirigmt ingredient in the construction of
a BRST quartet generated by transverse gluons is the facathmass” gap in transverse gluon
correlations needs to be generatéd, the massless transverse gluon states of perturbation the-
ory have to dissappear even though they should belong taegsi@ue to color antiscreening and
superconvergence in QCD [16; 17]. Within this formulatiore@an provide a clear distinction be-
tween the confinement and the Higgs phase: In the former tbarccharge is well-defined in the
whole state space, in the latter it is not. A condition whigads to such a well-defined charge can
be shown in Landau gauge by standard arguments employimgidoal equations and Slavnov-
Taylor identities to be equivalent to an infrared enhandeasgpropagator, [18, 17] which in turn
then implies an infrared vanishing gluon propagatol [19,20:22; 23; 24, 25].

The implications of a broken colour charge are quite stitédgivard [I2]: In each channel in
which the gauge potential contains an asymptotic massis®wnéeld the global gauge symmetry
generated by the colour charges is spontaneously brokeite Wis massive vector state results to
be a BRST-singlet, the massless Goldstone boson stated) wilally occur in some components
of the Higgs field, replace the third component of the vecteldfin the elementary quartet and
are thus unphysical. Since the broken charges are BRST:¢k&rhidden symmetry breaking
is not observable in the Hilbert space of physical statesusTH the gauge boson is massive it
possesses three degenerate polarization states. Engrgthe would have been a surprise because
with respect to the representations of the Poincaré graene tre only two choices:

e massive and three polarization states, or
e massless and two polarization states.

With this remarks in mind let us now analyse the situation @0.e., in the confinement
phase) and assume hereby either of the two types of soldtiand in functional equations, namely
the scaling one with an infrared vanishing gluon propagatdine decoupling ones with an infrared
finite gluon propagator, for a description of the latter tiolis see refs. [27, 28] and references
therein.

e An infrared vanishing gluon propagator has a vanishingesing length, the corresponding
screening “mass” is thus infinite. Nevertheless one woutétiabute an infinite gluon mass.

IHowever, one has to note that the corresponding latticétsasyported by Axel Maas in this Worksho_-p][lo] do not
corroborate this evidence.

2This so-called scaling solution of functional equations baen debated quite intensively recently. One should
note, however, that the violation of positivity for gluorssgenerally accepted, seg. [g(i].
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¢ Aninfrared finite gluon propagator has a finite screeningtlenthe corresponding screening
“mass” is therefore finite. However, accepting the pogitiviolation of transverse gluons as
a fact the question arises in which sense this relates to adnas

e Longitudinal and transverse gluons do not belong to the SIRfeT representation as there
is no doubt that in the confinement phase the longitudinarghelongs to the perturbative
elementary quartet. This implies that the longitudinaloglistays a massless (unphysical)
state. Putting now the tranverse gluons into the same BR@Esentatioh clearly contra-
dicts the necessity of generating a “mass” gap for the tenssvgluons.

e This is corroborated by the fact that glueballs (which araildkbe physical states in pure
Yang-Mills theory) do not contain any contribution of longdinal gluons [29].

The only possible conclusion from this is that longitudiaatl transverse gluons are not in the same
representation of the Poincaré group. A Poincaré reprasemtfor a vector with two polarization
states is certainly not the representation for a massivievec

To summarize this argument: Without the longitudinal paktion as part of the Poincaré
representation of the transverse gluons my choice is tairefrom statements like “The gluon is
massive.” or phrases like “the gluon mass”, and this inddpenof what the value of the auto-
correlation function of excitations of transverse gluohsanishing virtualityk®> = 0 is. To my
opinion, calling a gluon “massive” is confusing the issuglion confinement.

2.1 Infrared Exponents for Gluons and Ghosts

As already stated the infrared behaviour of the one-pamnfi@mily of decoupling solutions
is such that one obtains an infrared finite gluon propagatdratherwise infrared trivial Green’s
functions [27, 28; 25]. The end-point of these solutionshis $caling solution. The infrared be-
haviour of all one-particle irreducible Green’s functianghe scaling solution is easily described
in the simplified case with only one external scafe— 0: For a function with: external ghost and
antighost as well as gluon legs one obtains [30,131]

rn,m(pZ) ~ (pZ)(n—m)K' (2.1)

This solution fulfills all functional equations and all Steaw-Taylor identities. It verifies the hy-
pothesis of infrared ghost dominance:[32] and leads toriedraiverging 3- and 4-gluon vertices.
There is only one unique scaling solution with power lawstfer Green’s functions [33, 34].
A detailed comparison of both type of solutions can be foegdin [25], an infrared analysis for
both type of solutions is described. in Ref. [35]. Although almost all lattice calculations of
the gluon propagator favor the decoupling solution it igaiaty worthwhile to study the scaling
solution as a theoretical tool. And there is the possibiliyt the difference between these solutions
depends on nothing else than a choice of galige [36]. The Iatepretation is corroborated by
the fact that lattice studies at strong coupliig [37,:38,1@9Fal the existence of a regime where

3The clearest definition of mass in context of a relativistiatum field theory is that mass is the square root of the
first quadratic Casimir invariant of the Poincaré group= /P, PF.
4BRST multiplets are degenerate as the BRST charge committether Hamiltonian.
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the scaling relation between the gluon and the ghost propagsfulfilled, and the corresponding
infrared exponenk is very close to the value determined in a full class of troegaontinuum
studies withk = 2-y1201 ~ 059535,

2.2 Positivity violation of the gluon propagator

The positivity violation of the (space-time) propagatortiginsverse gluons as predicted by
the Oehme—-Zimmermann superconvergence relatidn [16] andsponding to the Kugo—QOjima
[11] and Gribov—-Zwanziger,[32] scenarios has been a loageihg conjecture for which there is
now compelling evidence, seg. Refs. [26,40] and references therein. The basic featurésrun
lying these gluon properties, are the infrared suppressiaorrelations of transverse gluons and
the infrared enhancement of ghost correlations as disdusseve. A simple argument given by
Zwanziger makes this at least for the scaling solution almidAn infrared vanishing gluon prop-
agator implies for the space-time gluon propagator beiag-thurier transform of the momentum
space gluon propagator:

0= Dyuon (k2 = 0) = / d*% Dytuon() - 2.2)

ThereforeD,;,,, (x) has to be negative for some valuescoExactly this behaviour is seen in Fig. 1

20,

15+ B

105 T I:)Gluon(x) 7

Figure 1: The Fourier transform of the scaling solution for the gluocogagator.

in which the Fourier transform of the scaling solution foe tiluon propagator is displayed.
In order to investigate the analytic structure of the gluooppgator we first parameterize the
running coupling such that the numerical results for Ewclid scales are reproduced [41]:

o _as(0)  4m_p? L ;
an(p?) = @ 4m _ (2.3)
it(p°) 1+P2//\50D Bo /\SCD +p? In(pZ//\%CD) pz//\%cp -1

with By = (11N. — 2N)/3. In this expression the Landau pole has been subtractisdarialytic
in the complexp? plane except the real timelike axis where the logarithm peed a cut for real
p? < 0, and it obeys Cutkosky'’s rule.
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The infrared exponerk is an irrational number, and thus the gluon propagator gsssea
cut on the negative real® axis. It is possible to fit the solution for the gluon propagajuite
accurately without introducing further singularities imetcomplexp? plane. The fit to the gluon
renormalization function [40]

2 2K

Zin(p®) =w (ﬁ) (am(p?) " (2.4)
works quite precisely. Hereby is a normalization parameter, apd= (—13N, +4Ny)/(22N, —
4Ny ) is the one-loop value for the anomalous dimension of thergpropagator. The discontinuity
of (2.4) along the cut vanishes fg# — 0~, diverges to+ at p? = —AZ, and goes to zero
for p? — . The function {224) contains only four parameters: the alV@nagnitude which due to
renormalization properties is arbitrary (it is determinéthe choice of the renormalization scale),
the scale/\qcp, the infrared exponemt and the anomalous dimension of the gluonThe latter
two are not free parameterg: is determined from the infrared properties of the DSEs and/fo
its one-loop value is used. Thus we have found a parameierzaf the gluon propagator which
has effectively only one parameter, the so&jgy. It is important to note that the gluon propagator
possesses a form such tWéick rotation is possible!

3. Quarks/Matter: Confinement vs. DXSB & U, (1) anomaly

Due to the infrared suppression of the gluon propagatosentein the scalingnd in the
decoupling solutions, quark confinement (or, generallpfioement of fundamental charges) can-
not be generated by any type of gluon exchange together mfitréd-bounded vertex functions.
Therefore it is mandatory to study the functional equatimmghe quark propagator together with
the one for the quark-gluon vertex in a self-consistent iay#3]. An important difference of the
guarks as compared to Yang-Mills fields arises: As the fonpassess a mass, and ag$B does
occur, the quark propagator will always approach a congtate infrared.

3.1 Dynamically induced scalar quark confinement

The fully dressed quark-gluon vertex consists of twelvedity independent Dirac tensors.
Half of the coefficient functions would vanish if chiral syratry were realized in the Wigner-Weyl
mode. From a solution of the Dyson-Schwinger equations Ver that these “scalar” structures
are, in the chiral limit, generated non-perturbativelyetbgr with the dynamical quark mass func-
tion in a self-consistent fashion. This implies the impottaesult that dynamical chiral symmetry
breaking manifests itself not only in the propagator bub aisthe quark-gluon vertex.

From an infrared analysis one obtains an infrared divergelation for the quark-gluon vertex
such that Dirac vector and “scalar” components of this weate infrared divergent with exponent
—K —% if either all momenta or the gluon momentum vanish [43]. A euical solution of a
truncated set of Dyson-Schwinger equations confirms tiiiared behaviour. The essential com-
ponents to obtain this solution are the “scalar” Dirac atngdks of the quark-gluon vertex and the
scalar part of the quark propagator. Both are only preseenvehiral symmetry is broken, either
explicitely or dynamically.
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In order to determine how this self-consistent quark prapagand quark-gluon vertex solu-
tion relates to quark confinement, the anomalous infrargebment of the four-quark function is
calculated. The static quark potential can be obtained flosnfour-quark one-particle irreducible
Green function. In the scaling solution it behaves ljké)~2 for p?> — 0 due to the infrared en-
hancement of the quark-gluon vertex for vanishing gluon mxatmm. Using a well-known relation
one obtains for the static quark-antiquark poteritiat):

3p 1

V(r) ~ =

(X / (2m)® p*

Therefore the infrared divergence of the quark-gluon weis found in the scaling solution of the

coupled system of Dyson-Schwinger equations, the vertercompensates the infrared suppres-
sion of the gluon propagator such that one obtains a linesilyg potential.

) OeiPr ~ |r| (3.1)
p:

3.2 Fundamentally charged scalar field

Given the complications with the many tensor structuresgioarks, and given the cost for
fermions on the lattice, it seems natural to use fundamgnthlrged scalars as a laboratory to
study confinement. In this context the scalar propagatortia@mdcalar-gluon vertex were investi-
gated on the lattice [44,.10] and analyticalfy:[45, 46, 47iffédent than the quark Green'’s functions
the tensor structure of the scalar ones is strongly simglifiGompared to two components in the
fermionic propagator, the scalar propagator features ardingle structure. Similarly the vertex
depending on two independent momenta can be decomposdwmtensors (instead of twelve).

A scalar possesses self-interactions and therefore thbenuwhterms in the Dyson-Schwinger
and Functional Renormalization Group equations is sigaitly increased. For the derivation of
the Dyson-Schwinger equations one may employ the MATHENMDY package DoDSE [48]. (A
package for Functional Renormalization Group equatiorisb@ipublished soon [49].) In the uni-
form scaling limit, applying the constraints on the infruexponents arising from the comparison
of the inequivalent towers of Dyson-Schwinger and Funetidkenormalization Group equations
[34], the system of equations for the anomalous exponemglifies. One obtains the scaling and
the decoupling solutions with an unaltered Yang-Mills sectn the case of the scaling solution
for a massive scalar, the scalar-gluon vertex can show tstndi behaviours: [43, 46]. In the one
be discussed further it exhibits the same infrared expoagitie quark-gluon vertex.

The uniform scaling uncovers only a small part of the potmtifrared enhancements. Vertex
functions may also become divergent when only a subset oétternal momenta vanish. Such
kinematic divergences provide a mechanism for the longeanteraction of quarks as described in
the section above. Itis gratifying to realize that the kiagimdivergences of the scalar-gluon vertex
are identical to those of the quark-gluon vertex. Theseuwamigies induce a confining interaction
in the four-scalar vertex function as they did in the caseheffour-quark vertex function in the
case of scalar QCD. Their Fourier transform leads to a llpe&ing static potential.

This result provides the possibility that within functiorepproaches static confinement is
an universal property of the gauge sector even though itriedtly represented in the functional
equations of the matter sector. Unfortunately, these teswk not corroborated by the lattice
results, see Refs. [44,:10] for more details.
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Figure 2: Contribution to the)’ mass due to the infrared divergence of the product of quarergvertices
and gluon propagatof,, DH'I", 0 1/(k+P/2)%,

3.3 U,(1): n’ mass from infrared divergent Green functions

Based on purely dimensional arguments [8] one can conchatettie diamond diagram de-
picted in Fig: 2 supplies a non-vanishing contribution ®1hass of the pseudo-scalar flavor-singlet
meson in the chiral limit if the effective one-gluon-exchandiverges with the gluon-momentum
like 1/k*. As discussed above this is exactly the behaviour foundenstialing solution for the
product of two quark-gluon vertices and the gluon propagateen the exchanged gluons become
soft, Ty (p,q;k)DH (k)T (r,s;k) O 1/k*. An explicit calculation |[50] verifies the corresponding
generation of a flavor-singlet mass. However, it has to bedhtitat the exchange of more than two
gluons also generate contributions to tfianass. As a matter of fact infinitely many diagrams con-
tribute. Under this aspect it reassuring that the diagrafigf2 provides the leading contribution.
Expressing the result in terms of the topological suscéipyiby? one obtaing(? = (160MeV)* as
compared to the phenomenological vajfe= (180MeV)* [60].

In this picture the infrared divergence of the quark-gluamtex plays an important role in
a confinement-based explanation of the mass, the topological susceptibility and thig(1)
anomaly. This provides evidence that the confining field gumétions of QCD are topologically
non-trivial. For example, when removing center vorticesrfra lattice ensemble, the string tension
vanishes and the Landau gauge ghost propagator becoma®ihiuppressedf [51].

The appearance of the correct infrared singularity in alsifk@ynman diagram is the case
only for the scaling solution. One may therefore speculaét for a decoupling solution only a
resummation of infinitely many diagrams will be able to ddmethe axial anomaly.

4. Summary

The unigue scaling and the family of decoupling solutiontheffunctional equations of Yang-
Mills theory have been presented. It has been conjectusgdhib appearance of several solutions
is related to the choice of gaugde [36]. This would especiafily that all these solutions give the
same values for physical observables.

A relatively simple form for the analytic structure of thaigh propagator has been suggested
[4d]. It has the remarkable property that it allows a Wiclatimn.

SFor an introduction to confining field configurations see Refs. [52,53].
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The quark-gluon vertex plays a double role in dynamicalathsiymmetry breaking: This
vertex triggers and is subject of the symmetry breaking.[43]is results in a quite complicated
Dirac structure of the static linearly rising quark potahtiAnalytical results for the scaling solution
for a fundamentally charged scalar exist [45]. Howevetidatesults do not corroborate thejmi [44].

The infrared singularities of the quark-gluon vertex foft gguon momenta generate in the
scaling scenario an’ mass and the axial anomaly [50]. To my best knowledge, ittisignown
how the axial anomaly is encoded in the elementary Greentstifans of the decoupling solution.
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