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Abstract
We devise an algebraic procedure for the evaluation of Green’s functions in SU(N) Yang-Mills
theory in the presence of a non-trivial background field. In the ghost-free sector the dependence of
the vertex functional on the background is shown to be uniquely determined by the Slavnov-Taylor
identities in terms of a certain 1-PI correlator of the covariant derivatives of the ghost and the
anti-ghost fields. At non-vanishing background this amplitude is shown to encode the quantum
deformations to the tree-level background-quantum splitting. The approach only relies on the
functional identities of the model (Slavnov-Taylor identities, b-equation, anti-ghost equation) and
thus it is valid beyond perturbation theory, and in particular in a lattice implementation of the
background field method. As an example of the formalism we analyze the ghost two-point function
and the Kugo-Ojima function in an instanton background in SU(2) Yang-Mills theory, quantized

in the background Landau gauge.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Background Field Method (BFM) [, 2] is known to be a very powerful tool for studying
the properties of non-Abelian gauge theories. Its main advantage over the conventional
quantization formalisms (e.g., the ordinary renormalizable R, gauges) resides in the fact
that it preserves gauge invariance with respect to the background field at the quantum
level, thus providing a linear functional identity (the background Ward identity) for the
vertex functional. This identity leads in turn to linear relations between the 1-PI Green’s
functions of the theory, as opposed to the bilinear relations obtained from the Slavnov-
Taylor identities. It then follows that the construction of the (background) effective action
is significantly simplified, for the structure of the allowed counterterms is greatly constrained
by the symmetry requirements enforced by the background gauge invariance. This, together
with its perturbative equivalence with the usual perturbation theory based on the Gell-
Mann and Low’s formula [3, 4], makes the application of the BFM advantageous in a variety
of situations, ranging from perturbative calculations in Yang-Mills theories [2, 5] via the
quantization of the Standard Model [6] to gravity and supergravity calculations [7].

Another important aspect of the BFM is that it can be used as a simple prescription
for calculating to any order the n-point Green’s functions of the pinch technique [8, 9].
This technique represents the only known method capable of enforcing explicit gauge in-
variance in (all-order) off-shell Green’s functions [10] and the corresponding infinite set of
(non-perturbative) integral equations (the so-called Schwinger-Dyson equations) that cou-
ples them [11]. Specifically, this equivalence stems from an infinite tower of powerful iden-
tities — the so-called background-quantum identities [12, [13] — that relates Green’s functions
involving a given combination of quantum and background fields with the same functions
where one of the background fields has been replaced by its quantum counterpart.

Indeed, these identities play a fundamental role in the two-point sector of (pure) SU(N)
Yang-Mills theories, where it is known that the IR behavior of the gluon (and ghost) prop-
agator encodes precious information about the non-perturbative dynamics of the theory in
general, and the confinement phenomenon in particular. In this case in fact one can study
the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the background (wviz. the pinch technique) gluon propa-
gator, which can be truncated gauge invariantly by exploiting the block-wise transversality

of its gluon and ghost one- and two-loop dressed contributions |11, 14]. The solution of



this equation can be then related to the conventional one through the corresponding two-
point background quantum identity; the result is a gauge artifact free propagator that can
be meaningfully compared to the plethora of high quality ab-initio lattice gauge theory
computations currently available [15].

The combination of the aforementioned continuum studies and lattice data gives over-
whelming evidence that (in the Landau gauge) the gluon propagator and the ghost dressing
function saturates in the deep IR at a finite, non-vanishing value [16, [17]. The lattice pref-
erence for these so-called massive solutions has entailed a paradigmatic shift in our under-
standing of the QCD IR dynamics, thus forcing the abandoning of the original formulation
of confinement scenarios such as the ones of Kugo-Ojima [18] (predicting an IR divergent
— or enhanced — ghost dressing function) and Gribov-Zwanziger [19, 20] (predicting an IR
divergent ghost dressing function and an IR vanishing gluon propagator) in favor of models
capable of accommodating a dynamically generated gluon mass [8, 21].

Possible loopholes in lattice studies have been meanwhile also thoroughly addressed. In
fact, when calculating off-shell Green’s functions on the lattice one does not only need to
fix a gauge, but has also to keep under control the various sources of systematic errors
(e.g., discretization effects, finite volume effects, Gribov copies effects), while at the same
time providing enough computational power (read large volume lattices) to study the deep
IR region [22]. Of all these problems, the most pressing and debated one is probably the
Landau gauge projection, which is well-known to suffer from Gribov copies; yet there are
clear indications that the effects of such copies is quantitative (rather than qualitative) and
well under control [22].

Thus, given the state-of-the-art just described, it would be highly desirable to compute
the gluon (and ghost) propagator and study their IR behavior in as many gauges as possible.
Progress in implementing the R, gauges for { # 0, and in particular the Feynman gauge,
has been recently reported [23]; nonetheless, it is clear that implementing the BFM method
on the lattice (for whatever value of the gauge fixing parameter) would be a long awaited
leap forward [24].

Putting the BFM on a lattice requires the choice of a suitable background field A. Thisisa
more subtle operation than it looks like at a first sight. To understand why, let’s concentrate
to the background Landau gauge case, which is fixed by the condition @“QH = 0, with D
the background covariant derivative and Q = A — A the quantum field — see Section



below for our notation. Then, it has been shown in [25] that the gauge can be fixed locally
if and only if given an infinitesimal gauge transformation of parameter w in the Lie algebra
of the gauge group such that A, — A, + D,w (D being the ordinary covariant derivative,
see Section [[Il again), the equation

DFD,w = 0 (1.1)

has no solutions other than w = 0. Since in the background Landau gauge the back-
ground and covariant derivatives commute, this implies that the latter condition does not

fix uniquely the gauge (not even locally) if the equation
D,w =0, (1.2)

has any solution w # 0. If a solution of the latter type exists, the background gauge potential
A is called partially flat; a good background on the lattice is therefore non partially flat [25].
Notice that, in a finite volume system as the lattice, this rules out the naive (perturbative)
vacuum A = 0, otherwise w = wq with wy constant, would be an acceptable solution of (L2);
on the other hand, the latter is precisely the standard vacuum used in the analyses carried
out in the literature when attempting to solve the constraints coming from the defining
functional identities of the theory (Slavnov-Taylor, background-quantum, b-equation, ghost
and anti-ghost equations).

The present paper serves precisely the purpose of developing the new formal tools needed
to solve the relevant functional identities in those cases where one has to deal with a non-
trivial (or non partially flat in the lattice case) background configurations, e.g., the topo-
logically non-trivial vacuum configurations provided by vortices, monopoles and instantons.
The upshot of our analysis will be that Green’s functions involving only gluon fields in
a non-trivial background can be obtained from the evaluation of the same amplitudes at
zero background field, once one performs a gluon field redefinition which generalizes the
quantum-background replacement () = A — A when loop corrections are taken into account.
The latter field redefinition can be explicitly computed in terms of a certain functional,
involving the insertion of two composite operators given by the BRST variation of the gluon
field and the covariant derivative of the antighost.

This opens also up the possibility of encoding topological information (such as winding
numbers) into continuum non-perturbative methods (e.g., the aforementioned Schwinger-

Dyson equations) by calculating the correction terms due to the presence of a non-trivial
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background A # 0. In this way one might be able to describe what happens when topological
effects are properly taken into accounts, and compare with what has been observed on the
lattice when center vortices are removed from the vacuum configurations [26, 27].

The paper is organized as follows. Since our results will be derived within the quantization
framework of Batalin and Vilkovisky [28], we start by briefly recalling its main ingredients
in Section [Il Unlike in the conventional BFM formalism, we keep the background as a
fixed classical non-trivial configuration. This entails that we do not rely on the background
equivalence theorem [4], which allows in perturbation theory to derive the connected ampli-
tudes of gauge-invariant physical operators by taking the Legendre transform with respect
to the background fields (and not with respect to the quantized fields, as is prescribed by
the Gell-Mann and Low’s formula). Next, we will analyze the consequences of allowing a
non-trivial background by looking in detail at the two-point ghost sector. We will then move
to the central result of the paper that is the determination of the functional encoding the
deformation of the background-quantum splitting induced by quantum corrections (Section
IV) and the complete solution of the recursion for the background amplitudes (Section V).
After drawing our conclusions and look into possible applications of the results presented,

in the Appendix some perturbative results and checks will be discussed.

II. PRELIMINARIES

When dealing with theories possessing a non-linear BRST operator s, such as SU(N) Yang-
Mills theories in general, and QCD in particular, an efficient procedure to quantize the theory
is through the introduction of certain external sources ¢* (one for each field ¢ transforming
non-linearly under s) describing the renormalization of the composite operators that are
bound to appear. These sources, called anti-fields [29], have opposite statistics with respect
to the corresponding field ¢, ghost charge gh(¢*) = —1 — gh(¢), and, choosing the (mass)
dimension of the Faddeev-Popov ghost fields to be zero, dimension dim(¢*) = 4 — dim(¢)
(see Table [l). This ensures that the Lagrangian £ has ghost number zero and canonical
dimension four.

Anti-fields are then coupled in the tree-level vertex functional I'© = [d*z L to the
quantum fields through the term Y ¢*s ¢, where, specializing to SU(N) Yang-Mills theories



Ghost charge|| 0 | 1 |-1] 0| -1 | -2 0 1

Statistics|| B | F | F | B | F B B | F

Dimension|| 1 021 2 3 4 1 1

TABLE I: Ghost charge, statistics (B for Bose, F for Fermi), and mass dimension of both the

SU(N) Yang-Mills conventional fields and anti-fields as well as background fields and sources.

and neglecting matter fermion fields, one has
1
sAj, = (Duc)®; sc® = —§fabccbcc
sc* = b"; sb® = 0. (2.1)
In the expressions above D represents the covariant derivative in the adjoint representation
of the gauge group, i.e.,
(Duo)" = Dibe%s Db =60, + [ A (2:2)
while the b field is the Nakanishi-Lautrup multiplier for the (yet to be specified) gauge fixing

function F, so that the gauge fixing and Faddeev-Popov ghost Lagrangian will be given by
the total BRST variation

Lar + Lype = s <ca]:a - %cﬂba) ) (2.3)
The tree-level vertex functional is then written as
1 *a a 1 abc xa c
o — /d4x {—ZF;LF“W + Lar + Lrpc + A4 (D*e)* — §f begrachee] (2.4)

In order to specialize to the BFM type of gauges, which represents the relevant case for
the ensuing analysis, let us split the classical field A into a background (E) and a quantum
(Q) part according to

AL = AL+ Q. (2.5)
Next, we retain the background gauge invariance of the gauge-fixed action by choosing

a gauge-fixing function transforming in the adjoint representation of SU(N) through the

replacement of the ordinary derivative with the background covariant derivative
Ft = (D“Qu)a
. a abe Ab Ne
= 0"Q, + ["A,Q;. (2.6)
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As a last step, in addition to the anti-fields ¢*, the quantization of the theory in the BFM
requires the introduction of an additional (vector) source 2, implementing at the quantum

level the equation of motion of the background field /Al, with
sAL = Qp; s, = 0. (2.7)

In ordinary perturbative quantum field theory, Eq. (2.7)) implements the so-called doublet
mechanism [30-32], preventing the background field from modifying the physical observables
of the model. Briefly, a pair of variables (u,v) such that su = v, sv = 0 is called a
BRST doublet (v represents the BRST partner of u). In the BRST quantization approach,
the physical observables (i.e., the set of physical local operators) admit a mathematical
characterization in terms of the local cohomology H?(s) of the BRST operator s in ghost
number zero [31, 133]. The latter is defined by identifying all the local zero ghost number
operators in the kernel of s which differ by a total s-variation; that is, we say that two

BRST-invariant operators O(x) and O'(z) are equivalent iff they can be written as
O(z) = O'(z) + sQ(x) (2.8)

for some local operator Q(z) with ghost number —1. One is also interested in the cohomology
HO(s|d) of the BRST differential s modulo the exterior derivative d. This is given by BRST-
invariant integrated local operators with ghost number zero when one identifies operators
differing by a total s-variation. For SU(N) Yang-Mills theories with no matter fermions
HO(s|d) is given by all integrated gauge-invariant polynomials constructed out of the field
strength F, for the gauge field A and its covariant derivatives [31, 133]. Notice that the
latter do not depend on the background field and on its BRST partner, as a consequence of
a general theorem [31], 132] stating that doublet variables drop out in the computation of the
cohomology of the BRST differential.

On the other hand, if one considers, as we do here, the computation of gauge-variant
quantities like e.g., Green’s functions of the ghost fields, there is no reason to exclude a (non
perturbative) dependence on a non-trivial background configuration.

The BRST transformation of the quantum field @ is from Eq. (27) and Eq. (2]
sQ = s AL — O =T, — O, (2.9)

where, for later convenience, we have introduced the notation I'y = 041" = %F with ' an

arbitrary functional of ¢. One is then led to the Slavnov-Taylor (ST) identity in functional
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form [12]
/ dip []PAZM]FQz 4 Tpalea + b + QF (lr 4 —Tay )] ~0, (2.10)

where I' is now the (quantum) effective action. Notice that the ST identity above can also

be rewritten in terms of the original field A to assume the somewhat more compact form
/ diz []FA;;M]FAZ 4 Tpallea + b + QP ga] ~0. (2.11)

By setting the background field and source to zero one recovers the usual ST identity in the
ordinary R¢ gauges.

The usual Slavnov-Taylor identities are generated from Eq. (ZI0) — or Eq. (2I1)) — by
taking functional differentiations with respect to combinations of fields containing either one
ghost field, or two ghost fields and one anti-field, setting all fields/sources to zero afterwards
(the only exception to this rule being when differentiating with respect to a ghost anti-field,
which needs to be compensated by three ghost fields). In contrast, functional differentiation
with respect to a background source and background and/or quantum fields will provide
the so-called background-quantum identities which relate Green’s functions involving back-
ground fields to those involving quantum fields [12, [13].

A further Ward-Takahashi identity holds in the background gauge as a consequence of

the invariance under background gauge transformations:

5T ~. 0T ol
Wa(Il) = —0" — + f“bCAgTb + ) fabcxcﬂ = 0. (2.12)
0AY 0A}  crorionae) X

Notice that this identity is linear in the vertex functional, unlike the ST identity (ZITI).
The linearity of the gauge fixing function in the quantum fields implies also the existence

of a constraint coming from the equation of motion of the b field
Ty = —£b° + (D"Q,.)", (2.13)
which takes the form of the ghost (or Faddeev-Popov) equation
[ + (D'Iay)* — (D'Q,)" = 0. (2.14)
Finally, when considering the background Landau gauge & = 0, one has

Lar + Lypc = 8 [Ea(ﬁ“Qu)a]
= W(DQ)" — & [(D'Dyue) — (D')" + f0Qs] . (215)
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As a consequence, an additional equation appears namely the anti-ghost equation [34]
T — (D'g, )" + fT e — (DMAL)" — focct = 0. (2.16)

Notice that this equation is local, as opposed to the integrated (and correspondingly less
powerful) equation one would get within the Landau gauge in the conventional R, gauges.

In addition, in this gauge the background Ward-Takahashi identity (2.12]) is not an inde-
pendent identity; in fact, introducing the linearized ST operator Sy acting on a functional

X as

Sr(X) = / d'e []PAZMXAﬁ + g X g + Tpea X + Tea Koo + b X, + QgXAa] . (2.17)
Eq. (212) can be rewritten as the anticommutator of the ST identity (2.11]) and the antighost
equation (2.1I6]), that is

N a xb 0
W) = Sp (]f‘ca — (D'g,)" + gf Ty — (D*A7)" — [ e ) + 52S(I)

= 0. (2.18)

III. TWO-POINT FUNCTIONS IN A NON-TRIVIAL BACKGROUND

In this section we start looking into the consequences of allowing a non-trivial background
by considering as a case study the two-point ghost sector; in particular we will highlight the
differences induced in the definition of the 1-PI functions and the corresponding relations

dictated by the functional identities (2.I1]), (2.14) and (2.I6).

Let us begin by introducing the following definition of the 1-PI Green’s functions

Loy pnot...on

O PFBE, - . *,¢,6,Q2)=0) .
PreOnbl O T 561 50t 00y | O T
where ¢ includes now background gluons A as well, and the indices 1,...,n,...m denote

the dependence on the internal and Lorentz indices as well as on coordinates. Thus the
Green’s functions Ly, pnor..0n, are calculated by setting all fields and external sources but
A to zero, since we want eventually to compute them in a non-perturbative setting where
non-trivial background A # 0 is present; we will also set I' = II'|,_,.
Next, we differentiate Eq. (2.16) with respect to ¢; then, by using the b-equation (2.13))
we find
Tabea = DT aop + foPMALS (x — y). (3.2)
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In a similar fashion the differentiation of Eq. (ZI6]) with respect to A:‘Lb yields
L asbea = 60,0(x — y) — DeToy - (3.3)
Finally, differentiating Eq. (2I4]) with respect to QZ we get
Popee = —DiTgp zv + 0u0(x — y)d™. (3.4)
By substituting Eq. (34) into Eq. (3:2) we arrive at the final answer
Dave = 000 (x — y) + fUC A" (x — y) — fO" A% (x — y) + DDy T oz (3.5)

Thus the two-point 1-PI ghost Green’s function is fully determined in the background Landau
gauge by the Green’s function I'g s+ alone, even in the presence of a non-trivial background
configuration.

The latter function can be explored by non-perturbative methods (e.g. evaluating it on
the lattice by means of Monte Carlo averages) through the connected Green’s function
W

= a . (J,9*,Q2)=0>
5Qp(x)5Aub(y) A0

Cp(@,y) = (T[(Du0)" (x)(Due) (y)]))©

(3.6)

where T indicates the time ordered product of fields, and W is the connected generating

functional, obtained by taking the Legendre transform of I w.r.t to ¢
W:IF+/d4xJ-¢ (3.7)

(J is a collective notation for the sources of the quantized fields ¢).

In fact the function G can be decomposed into its connected components according to

C (2, y) = Ty a2, ) + i / at / At Tagea(e, 2)D%(2, w) T g (w,9),  (3.8)

where D denotes the dressed ghost propagator obtained by inverting Eq. (3.5).
Use of Egs. (3.3) and (3.4]) yields

€2 = Topap — i0,0,D% — i / a2 0,0 D Top ap — DTy 400, D"
—1 /d4z/d4w ﬁﬁeFQzAzdemﬁ?nFQ%A;b, (39)

and, since, as already noticed, D is fixed by inverting Eq. (85, the r.h.s. of the equation

above depends only on I'gax.
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Eq. (39) generalizes to a non-trivial background configuration the results obtained in [34]
at zero background field. The determination of I'g 4+« can be performed once C is known by
expanding in the relevant form factors all Green’s functions in Eq. (3.9); notice however
that, as we will see below, additional background-dependent invariants arise in the presence

of a non-trivial background configuration as compared to the A # 0 case.

A. An explicit example: the instanton background

Though the focus of this paper is on the general properties of the formalism, it is nev-
ertheless instructive to carry out an explicit computation with a given background in order
to highlight the differences with respect to the A=0 case, as well as to familiarize with
the calculation of the auxiliary function I'g4+ which represents a key object in the ensuing
analysis.

There are many possible topologically non-trivial background configurations that are be-
lieved to affect the (IR) dynamics of QCD Green’s functions, and have been isolated, through
cooling, in thermalized lattice configurations: vortices, monopoles and instantons |35]. In
what follows we will concentrate on an SU(2) instanton background configuration, which,
in the singular gauge reads [30]

xl/

Al(x) =20 ————< 3.10
(o) = 2 (3.10)

where 77 are the 't Hooft symbols:
,r—]a;w = €aqurd — 5041,51/4 + 5(11/5#4; €1234 — 1. (311)

Since all the calculations will be perform in (Euclidean) momentum space, we parametrize

the Fourier transform of the instanton configuration as

AL (p) = Nawp” f(p), (3.12)

where (in the singular gauge) one finds

AmipY 2
f(p) = —i—5— | —— + Ki(pp) — ppK1(pp) | , (3.13)
PP pp
with K the modified Bessel functions of the second kind; in the IR one has then
1
ﬂmuﬁ- (3.14)
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Notice that in taking the Fourier transform we will drop all factors (27)%, and in the
case of fields, we will denote their Fourier transform by the same symbols as the original
fields but with a momentum argument, as identified by the Latin letters p, ¢, r etc. In
order to keep the algebra as simple as possible we work here in SU(2) Yang-Mills theory;
the technique presented can be however extended in a rather straightforward way to more
general gauge groups.

Let us notice, before starting the actual calculation, that the presence of a non-trivial
background evidently breaks the translational invariance of the theory; this in turn means
that a two-point function will feature two independent momenta p and ¢ with p 4+ ¢ # 0.
On the lattice this is a common situation for translational invariance is broken by the finite
volume even when A = 0. To avoid the proliferation of form factors, and to keep the
calculation at a reasonably simple level, we will assume in what follows that translational
invariance has been recovered. This is equivalent to assuming that an averaging of some
sort over the instanton collective coordinates (position, size and color orientation) is carried
out; on the lattice this would correspond to measuring the two-point function as the average
on many different background configurations, in a similar fashion to the method developed
in [37] for numerically inverting the Faddeev-Popov operator without imposing translational

invariance, but rather recovering it as an average over many configurations.

1. Ghost two-point function

In the presence of the background ([BI0) the two point functions I'z. and g4+ admit the

following decomposition

Paw(p) = —0“p*F~1(p?), (3.15)
Loz aze(p) = 6T (p)Cr(p?) + 0% L () CL(0?) + ™ New CT (0%) + fabcnw%gcg (»*)

abe—  DpD" Py _ e
+ f b 77cup ;2 Cg(p2) ‘|‘ naupnbua?CZ(pz) + naupnbuap—QCg(p2)> (316)

where T, (p) = g —pupy/p* (vespectively, L, (p) = p.p,/p*) is the dimensionless transverse
(respectively, longitudinal) projector. The ghost propagator D is given by

D) = F (6", (3.17)
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5°19,0, T ap a5y Frg, AT g e FraAED, Dop e — fekd Ak D, T o e
Cr(p?) 0 0 0 0
Cr(p?) 3p? 0 0 0
Ci(»%) 0 —6i(p + q)? —6i(p+q)-p —6i(p+q)-p
C3(p?) 0 —giltgrel’ 0 —6i(p+4q)-p
3 () 0 6i L2l 6i(p+4) 0
Cl(p?) 0 —gi gl 0 0
Cl(p?) 0 i et giel 0 0

TABLE II: Contribution to the different form factors from the terms of (3I8]) of zero and first
order in the background field. To get the total contribution to the corresponding form factor one

needs to multiply all entries by f(p + ¢), except the one corresponding to Cf.

We then need to study Eq. (B.5) and see what contributions we get from each of the
form factors. In the Landau gauge 8’%@ = 0, and thus the third term in (335]) vanishes.
If momentum conservation is imposed, the ghost two-point function is proportional to §?
only and thus one can color trace the r.h.s. of eq.(3.5]), simplifying considerably the algebra.
The only contributions come from the box term, which represents the standard kinetic term
for the ghost field, and from the last term of eq.([3.5), involving two background covariant

derivatives. For the latter we get
DZCDﬁd = 0,0,00a + [0, AL + fH(Ak9), — Aﬁ&,) + AﬁA',féCd — AﬁA,ﬁ. (3.18)

For the terms involving no or one background field the contributions to the product
ﬁZCﬁZdFQg s are shown in Table [Tl (the instanton carries momentum p + q).
For terms involving two background field insertions, there is one extra complication. Let’s

write

Ac - 4 . e —irx, 1d 4 1 eI\ —ir'x

Al (x) = /d r AL (r)e" Al(x) /d AL (r')e , (3.19)
for the two background fields; then substituting in (B.I8) and using the 0 for the total
momentum conservation, one is left with a residual integration over d*r. The results for

these terms are then shown in Table [TIl

Therefore we obtain the following equation for the 2-point ghost dressing function

13



AR ALST gp g AL AT qp g
Cr(p?) —9r2 + 3—(T2§)2 —3r2 + —(T2§)2
Cr () _ (Mgz)2 _ (Mg)2
y4 y4
CY(p?) 6r
) (rAp)?
C2 (p ) 0 2 oz
C3w*) 0 2l
o/ 1 I T Jay R TR S o
C«g(p2) —3r2 4+ (r/;g)2 _9(p:;)2

TABLE III: Contribution to the different form factors from the terms of (3.18)) of second order in

the background field. For each term the integral [d*r f2(r) is understood.

F=H(p?):
1

—1/.2y 1 _ 2
F=(p*) =1-CL(p) 37

%(p?) (3.20)

where Y denotes the sum of the contributions spanned by the C’? factors given in Table [l
and by the Cr, C, and C} factors in Table The ¥ term in eq.(3.20) takes into account

the instanton corrections to the well-known relation

FY(p*) =1-CL(p?) (3.21)

which holds in a trivial background [34, 138, 139].

2. Kugo-Ojima function

A second interesting quantity to look at in the presence of a non-trivial background is the
Kugo-Ojima function u [18] which, when neglecting possible contributions from intermediate

massive states, is related in the limit of small momenta to the connected function C of

Eq. (38) through
1

u(p*) =pso — gT“”(p)Cffﬁ (p).

Now, C admits a tensor decomposition of the same form as its 1PI part I'g 4« in eq. (B.10);

(3.22)

in this case however its form factors have both a 1PI contribution furnished by the various

Cs of ([BI6), as well as a reducible contribution coming from the second term in (3.8).
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—0°T g s — fAke APT g0 pse 07T pzp AT g0 430
Cr(p?) 0 — £ ey o? Cr(p?) 0 FPk e pp?
C(p?) i6%p,, 0 Cr(p?) i6%p,, 0
CY(p?) || if “Fiippop” | —26"py — % iyop” CYP?) | —ifP*np,p?| —26%py + fPFiy,,,p°
Cg (pz) if adkﬁkuppp 0 Cg (p2) 0 _25dbpu
Cq(p) 0 26%p,, CJ(p?) || if " s pp? 0
Ci(p®) 0 0 C{(p®) 0 0
Cy(p) 0 F % qpp” Cy () 0 — P Ty op”

TABLE IV: Contribution to the two-point functions I'gz (left table) and T'c4+ (right table) coming
from the various I'g4+ form factors when using the relations ([3.3]) and ([3.4]). In the second column

of both tables multiplication by the instanton profile function f(p?) is understood.

The important point however is that only color space diagonal structures emerges from the

contraction (B.22]), that is one still has a diagonal Kugo-Ojima function
u™(p®) = 6%u(p®), (3.23)

which is required in order to establish the Kugo-Ojima criterion within the asymptotic Fock
space without violating the Faddeev-Popov ghost charge conservation.
Using (3.23), we can then write

u) = ~5 ) [Togae0) ~ Toger )5 s ()] (3:20)

In order to isolate the relevant form factors contributing to u let us introduce the following

form factor decomposition of the 1-PI functions ['gz and I'. 4~

Page(p) = 6“pXa(p) + F* Mo X (p%),

chA,’jb (p) = 5dbpu}/i(p2) + fdbkﬁkupppyé (p2)7 (325>
which, once inserted in Eq. (3:24]) above gives
1 2
u(p?) = =Cr(p*) = 3 [C10") + G (07)] = SF (") Xa (") Ya "), (3.26)

The form factors X; and Y; can be then computed in terms of the form factors of '~

alone by using Eqgs. (8.3)) and (3.4]). Using the results reported in Tables [V] we obtain
Xi(p*) = i [1+Cr(p?)] = 2f(*) [CT(0*) — CF (0],
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Xo(p?) = i [C1(p°) + CI ()] + f(P?) [CE(p*) — Cr(p®) — CT(P?)],
Yi(p®) = i[1+CL(p®)] —2f(°) [CT(°) + C3(p°)]
Y2(p?) = i [CY(p*) — CT ()] + F(*) [Cr(p?) + CT(p*) — CI(»7)], (3.27)

which once substituted in ([B:26]) provide the single instanton corrections to the relation
u = —C7p valid in the trivial background case |34, 138, 139].

One should notice that a realistic computation in the low energy regime requires to prop-
erly take into account the effects due to the overlapping of neighboring instantons [36]; in
turn this implies not only that an appropriate average over the instanton collective coor-
dinates is needed, but also that a modification of the profile function ([BI3]) is mandatory,
since the latter is valid only in the zero density limit. A detailed discussion of this issue lies

outside the scope of this paper, and therefore will not be pursued here.

IV. GAUGE FIELD REDEFINITION AT THE QUANTUM LEVEL

In the previous section we have shown that in the background Landau gauge the behavior
of the 2-point 1-PI ghost function at non-vanishing background field A # 0 is controlled by
the function I'g4+. Here we will show that in the ghost-free sector, the very same functional
Coa+ at (A, 2) # 0 encodes the deformation of the background-quantum splitting induced
by quantum corrections. This means that in the ghost-free sector one can obtain the 1-
PI background-dependent amplitudes by performing a certain (background-dependent) field
redefinition, controlled by I'g 4+, on the 1-PI amplitudes involving only quantum fields. Even
though we will carry out the explicit calculations in the background Landau gauge, all results
can be easily generalized to any other background gauge.

A few comments are in order here. It should be noticed that the WT identity of Eq. (Z12)
does not fix uniquely the dependence on the background field A. For instance, in the
space of local functionals the most general solution to Eq. (2I2) is given by an arbitrary
gauge invariant functional constructed from the background field strength F = auflﬁ —
a,,ﬁ;; + fabcjfzjij the fields x transforming as matter fields in the adjoint representation,
and covariant derivatives with respect to A. However, already in perturbation theory it is
known that the actual dependence of I on the background field is much more constrained

as a consequence of the ST identity (ZII). For instance, the term (F ©,)? is allowed by the
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WT identity, but it violates the ST identity.

As we will see below, this argument can be generalized. In the ghost-free sector Q2 = ¢ =0
the ST identity can be solved in order to fix uniquely the dependence on A in terms of Green’s
functions that do not involve background insertions. In this way one obtains a formula for
the background-quantum deformation valid both in the full quantum theory as well as in a
non-perturbative setting, provided that the ST identity ([21IT]) is fulfilled.

In order to study this deformation, let us differentiate the ST identity (2.I1]) with respect
to 27 and finally set (2, ¢) = 0 while keeping both A and A different than zero; we find

ng(x) = /d4y [FQgA;"(%?/)PAI;(y) + bb(y)rﬂgab(%y) : (4.1)

Since no confusion can arise, in this section we set (with a slight abuse of notation)

r S
AL T 508G ADS Gy - - S

(6%, ¢,Q) =0 (4.2)
(A,A)£0

Accordingly we will explicitly display whenever Green’s functions are evaluated at zero
background and quantum gauge fields. In the ghost-free sector, Eq. (41]) can be integrated

explicitly. For that purpose it is convenient to introduce the reduced functional r
f:F—/&Mﬂ@@QT (4.3)

This allows to take into account the b-dependence which is confined at tree-level by the

b-equation (2.13]). Since

g, =Ta, — (D) Tag =Ty + (D), (4.4)
one gets
Pag(o) = = [aty {Fogusten) [Fao) - BEVI)] + V0T (0)}

= — [aty {Fapap 0.0 Fay o) + [P Tapae(a.) + Fopaen)| Pw)} . (49
On the other hand, from Eq. (ZI4]) we see that
Touer(2,y) = —DiTgyan(x,y) + Ditd(z — y), (4.6)

Using Eq. (4.4) in conjunction with the last of Eq. (4.6]), one then finds that the term D,b

drops out, leaving us with the simpler equation for r
(o) = — [y Fopa ()T 3,0 (4.7)
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Let us study Eq. (A7) in the space of formal power series in A,A. In order to find a

solution to this equation, let us define a functional G such that

3G, (y)
= - F a Axb 5 . 48
SAn() (z,y) (4.8)

(Notice that due to the b equation (ZI3) one has Do+ = [oy-).
If we take the functional f[ﬁ, AJ, we see that the functional f[(), A —(G] is then the sought
for solution of Eq. (4.1), since

Fiy(o) = = [alyTa )

m
— - [aty o) Ty ) (49)
Therefore, in the sector where no ghost fields and no ghost external sources are present,

the Slavnov-Taylor identity entails that the full dependence on the background field is gen-
erated by a redefinition of the quantum gauge field of the form

Al(z) = A (x) = Aj(x) — Gi(x). (4.10)

with G solving the functional differential equation (4.8]). At tree-level this prescription is
obviously correct since in the sector with no ghost fields and no ghost external sources there
is no dependence on Aj in the tree-level vertex functional r© [2.4) evaluated at b* = 0, and
Fg]f)ﬁ = 0. At the quantum level, however, G is non-trivial, and in particular it is non-linear
in the background field.

In order to illustrate this point we explicitly construct Gj; up to the second order term in
the background field A. To lowest order, that is in the linear approximation, Eq. (4.8)) has

solution
Gy = [T e A, (411)
Let us now expand Fgﬁ Az up to first order in A and E, obtaining
A,A)=0 A,A)=0 -~
Pogap(e,y) = Tayih () + / dte T (g, 2) A2(2)

+ / dz Fg‘ﬁ’j;jjz (z,y,2)A(2) + ... (4.12)
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Next, we replace the field A? appearing in the last term of the equation above by using the
first order solution (LI0), to get

~

AA)= (A,A
Cogap(oy) = Tl (o) + [T (0, 2)AL(e)
/ dz / d%PmA*bAc T,y 2 )rg‘;j;=°(w,z> AZ(w)+ ... (4.13)

This last equation allows us to integrate Eq. (438) up to second order in the background
field, obtaining

ghly) = / a2 T (=) / dz / d'z r&‘if;fw(zl, 20, y) ALY (21) AP2 (25)
/d4z1 / 4y /d4wFT1A*d ,)rf;;gg;;b(w,zg,y)ﬁg;(zl)ﬁ,e;(z2). (4.14)

We can easily check this result, by first differentiating the above equation with respect

to the background field A to get (for convenience, we suppress the space-time dependence)
6G? Aad=o , 1 [ 1 (AD)=0p(4
~ - FQﬁA;b + 5 /FAagrlA*bApl 5 // FQﬁAgd FAogrlA*bApl

§Aa
1 1
+ 5 /F%\rlﬂaA*bApl 5 // F(élﬂ*d FAGQaA*bApl (415)

Next, let us differentiate the functional form of the ST identity (Z.11) with respect to two

background sources €2 and one gluon anti-field A*, obtaining (after setting fields and external

sources to zero) the identity

AA AA AA AA AA AA
F;GQZZA*T + /‘F?ZaAzd FE4"Q£A*T F;bQZA*r + /FébA*)d quggtzA*r, (416)

which, once inserted into Eq. (£15), shows that it correctly reduces to Eq. (d.I3).

The substitution rule of Eq. (4.I0) provides a powerful way to recover the full dependence
on the background field, which can be extended beyond perturbation theory (provided that
the ST identity in functional form (2I1) are preserved also non perturbatively). The 1-PI
functions with the insertion of one source €2 and one anti-field A* are the important quantities
controlling the quantum deformation of the background-quantum splitting. Indeed (4.10)
encodes in a simple form rather involved diagrammatic cancellations between the quantum
and the background amplitudes which hold as a consequence of the ST identities. In the

Appendix we will illustrate these cancellations on the examples of the three-point functions

AAA and AAA.
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A. Physical interpretation

Now, let us turn our attention to the physical interpretation of the above result. If one
assumes analyticity in the background fields of the 1-PI vertex functional, then what we have
discovered is that the computation of Green’s functions for the gluon fields in a non-trivial
background is reduced to the computation of the same amplitudes at zero background and
to the evaluation of the functional I'q 4+, which fixes the quantum-background replacement
(A10) when loop corrections are taken into account.

As an example, consider the gluon two-point function I'y4 and let’s calculate exploiting
the above result its first correction due to a non-trivial background. First and foremost
observe that in a non-trivial background the gluon propagator might not be transverse at
all. In order to prove this result let us write the b-equation (2.I3)) in the Landau gauge for

the connected generating functional W (we introduce for a generic field ¢ its coupled source

J¢):

ow ow

— Jpo = O —— — QA" 4 fae AP 417
Next, taking a second derivative w.r.t J4, one has the identity
5w ~ 5w
0=0"——"—+ fodcAqp——"—""- 4.18
R v (4.18)

In the usual perturbation theory around a trivial background A= 0, the second term on
the r.h.s. of Eq. (417) above vanishes, whence the transversality of the gluon propagator.
However when A # 0 the situation is different, since the second term does not vanish in
general.

This said, let us go back to the computation of the background corrections. The first of
such corrections comes from the three-point gluon 1-PI Green function I'y 44 at zero external
background. Indeed, by keeping the lowest order term (4.IT]) in the replacement rule (4.10),

one gets the following contribution

1 A,A\ =0 Y a
~ 51 | Pasagar TG A AL AL, (4.19)

Clearly such correction can be studied non-perturbatively. Indeed, I' gﬁf”zo

mined from the 1-PI part of the correlation function (7'(D,c)*(D,c)’) of Eq. (3.9) after

can be deter-

setting both the quantum and the background fields to zero, as was done, e.g., in [39].

The missing ingredient is then, on top of the explicit form of the background configuration,
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the conventional three-point gluon vertex I'444 which in principle, however, is accessible to
lattice studies.

Notice finally that there is an infinite tower of corrections of the type (4.19), coming
from both multileg quantum functions (I'4444, etc.) as well as the higher order terms in the
replacement formula (4.10); in general, the order of the terms to be retained for capturing the

physics one wishes to describe depends on the particular background under consideration.

V. SOLVING THE RECURSION FOR THE BACKGROUND AMPLITUDES

In this Section we obtain an integral representation of the vertex functional I by solving
the ST identity (2.I1) via cohomological techniques [31,132]. This representation allows to
explicitly isolate the dependence on the background field A.

For that purpose let us introduce the operator w through

w= /d4:17 Q3 (%) 0 20y w? =0, (5.1)

where the nilpotency condition is due to the fermionic character of the background source
Q). Notice that, in order to avoid notational clutter, in the rest of the proof we will suppress
the coordinates dependence of the various quantities when not necessary.

The ST identity in functional form (2.I1]) can be rewritten as
wll' = T7 = — /d4x [EAZHEAﬁ + Ec*arca + balréa] (52)

The above equation shows that II' can be seen as a solution to an inhomogeneous linear
functional equation involving the nilpotent operator w. The rhs of this equation, i.e. T,

fulfills a consistency condition which follows from the nilpotency of w
wY =0. (5.3)
Next we introduce the homotopy operator x as
ol
K = /d4$ AZ/O dt )\t (595, (54)

where \; represents an operator which acts on functionals of the type F [ﬁz, Qg; @] (9

denoting fields and external sources other than the background fields A and their ghost
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partners ) as follows: it rescales by a factor of ¢ the A and Q variables, while it does not

act on the other variables:
NF[AS, Qb @) = FtA?, 1Qb; /). (5.5)

Observing that, due to the fermionic nature of the source €2, one has the relations

1
i = / a0 (2) / 0t Ay Sy + / a0 (2) / diy A () / 08330 M D)
Kw = /d%’gfj(aj)/ dt As 630 ) /d4xA“ /dt)\/d4be Y)00s (s )02y () (5.6)

it is relatively straightforward to see that, when working within the functional space spanned
by monomials in which either AorQ appear at least once, the anticommutator of the w and

k operators coincides with the functional identity in this space:
{w,k} =1 (5.7)

Then, since Eq. (5.2) implies that Y|,_, = 0, we see that T belongs to the functional

space introduced above, and therefore we can write, using the property (5.3),
T ={w,k}T =wksT. (5.8)

Then, and again from Eq. (5.2]), we find the identity

w(Il—rY)=0 (5.9)

which has the general solution
I'=kY +w=Z+ 1, (5.10)
where = has ghost charge gh(Z) = —1 and I'y [which should not be confused with the

tree-level vertex functional I'® of Eq. (24)] does contain neither A nor €.
In the zero background ghost sector 2 = 0, the w= term in Eq. (510) drops out, and one
is left with the result

I' = KT"—]FO
1
= — / d'z A% (x) / dt A s () / d*y [ase (1) as (y) + Lo ()T (y) + 6 (y) Lo ()]
0 Q=0
+ T (5.11)
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Finally, if one is interested in the sector where ghosts are absent, the formula above further

simplifies to

1
Ny = = [dte i) [ atn [y Topg (o0 ) + B0 Taza(e )
0 Q,c=0

+ Tl (5.12)

The equation above is quite remarkable, for it provides a representation of the vertex func-
tional in the ghost-free sector that isolates the dependence on the background gauge field A.

One can check that I' in Eq. (5.11]) satisfies Eq. (4.1). This will be established in two
steps, by first checking that the b-equation is satisfied for then passing to the equation of
motion for the background field.

A. b-equation

Differentiating Eq. (5.12) with respect to the b fields and using the vanishing of the

three-point functions yeqy aze and Iyagpee following from the b-equation 213), we get
1
Lye(z) = — /d4y AZ(x) / dt At/d42 []FQgAzV(ya 2) Do pg (z,y) + 0z — y)rﬂgaa(yaz)]
0
+ ]Foba(l’). (513)
On the other hand, from Eqs. (2.13) and (2.14]) we have the results
Copa () = 0" AJ(x)
Ty ps, (,y) = Doz —y)
Loy (w,y) = ~DETgyam(x,) + De6(z — y), (5.14)
which once substituted into (5.13) yield the gauge condition
Ty (1) = (AL — AZ) + gfe AL AC, (5.15)

prescribed by Eq. (213) (in the Landau gauge £ = 0).

B. Equation of motion for the background field A

Let us now study the equation of motion of the A field. The differentiation of Eq. (B12)
with respect to the background field A yields

1
[ (@) = = /0 dt )\t/d4y []FQ;-;A;"(ZE,?J)]FAI; (v) + bb(y)ﬂﬂﬂgab(fij)]

Q=0

23



(5.16)
Q=0

1
_ /d4yA2(y)5gz(x)/dt)\t/d4z [ngAzp(y,Z)]f‘Az(Z)—l—bc(z)rggac(y,z)]
0

where we see the appearance in the second line of the combination As 7 which resembles the
counting operator for the background field.

On the other hand it is not difficult to realize that for each A monomial that can possibly
appear, the combinatorial factors induced by the operator \; and the corresponding integral

over dt are such that Eq. (5.16]) reduces to the simpler relation

Py(o) = = [ 4y [Togape (o)) + 8 () Toge o) (517

Q=0

Specifically, if, say, LA™ is present in the rhs of Eq. (BI7), then there are two terms of
Eq. (516) that could possibly contribute to it: the one corresponding to the first line, which
will furnish k/n + 1, and the one corresponding to the second line, which will give kn/n+ 1;

therefore, the sum of the two contributions gives precisely the needed coefficient k.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have taken the first steps in developing the formal tools needed to
solve the functional identities of Yang-Mills theories (Slavnov-Taylor, identities, b-equation,
anti-ghost equation) in those cases where one has to deal with non-zero background config-
urations, such as the topologically non-trivial vacuum configurations provided by vortices,
monopoles and instantons. This is precisely what happens if one endeavors in implementing
the BFM on the lattice, since in such case it has been shown long ago [25] that a good
background choice (that is one that fixes the gauge at least locally) must be non partially
flat in the sense of Eq. (I.2]), which automatically excludes the trivial A =0 case.

Our starting point has been the usual ST identities and the b-equation written in func-
tional form, supplemented by the local anti-ghost identity and finally, in the background
Landau gauge, the local ghost equation. We then first analyzed how the relations between
1PI gets modified by the presence of the background field, taking as an example the two-
point ghost sector. Already at this level we saw the emergence of a fundamental quantity,
namely the auxiliary function I'g 4+ which alone would determine completely the ghost two-
point function even in the presence of a non-trivial background configuration. Next, using

as a toy background a single instanton configuration, we have calculated the correction to
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both the ghost two-point function — Eq. ([B:20) —, as well as to the Kugo-Ojima function —
Eq. (320) in terms of the form factors appearing in the Lorentz decomposition of T'q4«.

In addition, when considering the ghost-free sector we were able to

e Prove that the ST identity can be solved in order to fix uniquely the dependence on A
in terms of Green’s functions that do not involve background insertions. In this way
one obtains the remarkable formulas (4.8]) and (£I0) for the background-quantum
deformation valid both in the full quantum theory as well as in a non-perturbative

setting, provided that the ST identity (Z.I0Q) is fulfilled;

e Derive the representation of the vertex functional (5.12)) that isolates the dependence

on the background gauge field A.

It should be noticed that, since I'g4+ controls the quantum deformation of the classi-
cal background-quantum splitting in the zero ghost sector in a way compatible with the
symmetries of the theory, one might reasonably conjecture that the full dependence of the
vertex functional on the background field (including the ghost-dependent sector) can in fact
be implemented via a canonical transformation (w.r.t the Batalin-Vilkovisky bracket of the
model). In particular the approach based on canonical transformations might be useful in
order to obtain novel explicit representations of the 1-PI Green functions of Yang-Mills the-
ory in the presence of a non-trivial background. Work along these directions is already in
progress.

The techniques and results discussed here should be particularly useful in view of pos-
sible lattice implementation of the BFM, since they can be used as consistency check (if
not as proper calculation tools) independently of the background chosen to calculate the
correlation functions of interest. A second possible application would be in the calculation
of Green’s functions — such as the gluon and ghost propagators — through the corresponding
Schwinger-Dyson equations in non-trivial backgrounds. Indeed, the analysis based on these
latter equations presented so far in the literature, although accounting for the observed IR
finiteness of the gluon propagator and the ghost-dressing functions and therefore in qual-
itative agreement with the lattice results [15], underestimate the size of both correlators.
Rather than being due to the relevance of the diagrams left out (albeit in a gauge invariant
fashion) in the truncation employed, an intriguing possibility is that this discrepancy might

be related to the non-trivial structure of the vacuum, and in particular with the presence of
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topologically non-trivial configurations, such as vortices or monopoles; these configurations
can be treated as a background and therefore accounted for through the techniques devel-
oped here, as suggested by Eq. (4.19]) which provides the first correction to the (quantum)
gluon two-point function due to a non-trivial background.

Qualitative and quantitative comparisons with the effects observed on the lattice when
removing center vortices from the vacuum configurations [26, 27] might at that point become

possible.
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Appendix A: Perturbative analysis of the two-point sector

In this appendix we discuss in some detail the perturbative two-point sector at zero
background field, and in particular the renormalization of the auxiliary functions appearing
in the expansion of the functional G of Section

Let us start by studying the gluon two-point functions. By keeping only the relevant
terms in the rhs of (B12]) and identifying term by term the lhs with the expression in the

rhs, as explained in the previous example, one gets

]F/TgAg (z,y) = — /d4Z ]FQ;-;A;*P(SC’ Z)]FA;AI;(Za Y)
IFAzgg(:)s, y) = — /d4z ]ngAzp(:)s, Z)EAng(Za Y). (A1)
Next we perform the transformation A A— @ and A — @ to get
[ zoqy(2,y) = Topey(2,y) = /d42 Lo 4z (2, 2)Tgeqr (2,9)
T 53 (000) = Togay(o,0) = [ 4% T r(o, T3, 10). (A2)

where in the second equation the dependence on the mixed background-quantum two point
function has dropped out by using the first equation. Taking the Fourier transform and

setting the fields and sources to zero, one then recovers the usual background quantum
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identities of [12, 13], namely

Louay(p) = 0790 — Tapaze (0)ITqg0; (1)
FAﬁK{a (p) = [5brg£ — Loy aze (p>]FEzQ; (p). (A3)
In the trivial background case A = 0 Eq. (3.16) reduces to

Lo 430 (q) = 0T, (p)Cr () + LM (p) C(p?)), (A4)

so that substituting the decomposition above into ([A3]), and combining the resulting expres-

sions, we obtain the relation
La.1 (p) = {T"(P)[Cr(p?*) — 1" + L (p)[CL(p?) — 1]} Tgyay (). (A5)

By power-counting the divergence of I'g4- can only be proportional to g,,; therefore,
since the 1-PI functions do not have poles, the latter observation implies that the divergent
parts of the transverse and longitudinal form factors C'r and Cr (denoted by Cr and 6L)
are equal.

In addition, when setting to zero the background field A Eq. (8.3) reduces to
ez (p) = p?[1 = C(p?)]0"". (A6)

We can now discuss the renormalization of the auxiliary functions appearing in the func-
tional G, by exploiting the fact that the whole analysis above holds for the tree-level action
plus counterterms, which we denote by T.

First of all notice that by power counting the functions I'g4«¢, ..., are all superficially
convergent so that we need to concentrate on I'g4+ only. Next, observe that from Eq. (Af)

one gets (we suppress color indices)

=T =T =L =L
T72(0°) = [Cr(0”) =1 Toe(@");  Taz(?) = [Cr(p?) — 1T o0 (p?). (A7)
We then set
d =T d —1 d —
Z+= —T7:p* : Zog= —T 2 : Z, = —T.(p? = [C(0)—1
dp? aa(p%) o Q dp? oo(P) - dp? (p”) .y [CL(0)—1]

(A8)
and notice that in the p — 0 limit €, and Cr coincide; in addition, by power-counting

one can easily realize that the divergent part of Cf and C7p is a constant (no momentum
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dependence). Then by differentiating Eq. (A7) with respect to p? and finally setting to
p? = 0 one finds

d —1
Z3 = —T2:(0%)
A dp? AA o

= @A) 1P Thy(0) + Cr(0) - 172 -0 (?)

dp? T o QQ T dp? QQ e

d —r
= [CL(O) 1]2 d—pQFQQ(pz) -
p

= 7%7,. (A9)

Indeed, since on general theoretical grounds identities like (A3]) are not deformed by the
renormalization process, one has that I'g 4« renormalizes like Z%ZC; %; on the other hand, in
the Landau gauge Eq. (Af) shows that I'gs« renormalizes like Z, [40]. Eq. (A9) ensures
the compatibility of the two renormalization conditions, and can be easily check up to the

two-loop level. To be sure, when Ny = 0 (pure gluodynamics) and d = 4 + 2¢ one has [2, |41]

@ _ ., %Cal 13 (@) [Ch [ 18 17 1,)1
2o =17 8( +e e+<7r> 2ttt )2

3 32 4
c2 (59 11 \1
*‘i%(‘é"*§f+f .
Ca 1 a\2 [ C? 1 C? 1
70 =14 B 307 (—) A (354367 = 4+ A (95 3¢) -
¢ +7T16( +€)€+ T 512( jLéh)e2+1536( §)€
2 2
70 _ 1 %1041 (0‘_> 3G 1 (A10)
A T 12 € s 96 €
where o, = ¢g?/4m. It is then easy to show that in the ¢ = 0 case
1
20 = 2 (29 - 29). (A11)
20 _ Lo 0N 1,0\ 00 (,m) A12
¢ =5\% T4) T3 Q) ~*i%e ~\“i) | (A12)

Appendix B: Perturbative diagrammatic cancellations

Let us finally sketch the diagrammatic cancellations between the quantum and the back-
ground amplitudes which hold as a consequence of the ST identity, and are encoded in the
substitution rule (£I0). The philosophy adopted will be the following: we will start from
the functional for the STI written in the background field method and prove that if one lets

A — A+ G all the terms involving background fields vanish and thus we recover the ST
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identity written in terms of the quantum fields alone. To avoid notational clutter we will
suppress all space-time dependence and integrals; in addition all Green’s functions will be

evaluated at zero fields (quantum and background), and we will not indicate this.

1. Two-point sector

We start by considering the fairly simple case of the (gluon) two-point functions. Let
us scrutinize the mixed Eﬁ}Azll first. Of all the field monomials appearing in the back-
ground generating functional, only two can possibly contribute to this amplitude (upon the

replacement A — A+ G):

1
§FAAAA — FAZ%A,QFQ;%A;V

FA\AA\A — FA\;}AZ% (B1>
On the other hand, differentiating the STI (5.17) with respect to A, and setting afterwards

all external sources and fields to zero, we get the identity
Papaz = ~TopapTagazy (B2)

by virtue of which the two terms in (BIl) cancel.
In the A\ﬁi A\ﬁj sector one has instead the following contributions

1 1
glaadd = Sl lopan Doz

Faadd = TriamTagam
1 ~ 1
§FKEAA — §ng% g;%. (B?))
We next differentiate the STI Eq. (5.17) with respect to a background field A to get, after

setting external sources and fields to zero, the identity
FA\"“l gf'z = _FQZ% A;bFAZA‘;%. (B4)

Substituting this result and the identity (B2) into the two last terms of (B3]) we get

-~ 1
Paadd = Sl Pagam = glapaplagan Doz azm

1 o~ 1
§FA‘A‘AA — —irﬂz%A;bFAZA\;% (B5)
Then, recalling that the indices p; and r; of the background fields are contracted, we see

that also the AA amplitude vanishes.
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2. Three-point sector

Let us move now to the more complicate case of the three-point (gluon) sector, and
start from the fAlﬁllAfjllAfg amplitude. Of all the possible fields monomials appearing in
the background generating functional, there are only three possible terms that, after the

replacement A — A + G, can possibly contribute to it, namely

1
§FAAAA — FAZ;AZ% FQ:’% A;VAZ%
1
QFAAAAAA — §FA1;AZ} AZ% FQ;iAZV
1 ~ 1
irﬁAAAAA - 3 DA qon 402 (B6)

Differentiation of the STT (5.17]) with respect to two A fields, provides, upon setting external

sources and fields to zero, the identity
Papapa = ~Topaplapanazg —TopapanTaaz — Dopapaglaga - (B7)
We can then substitute the identity above in the last term of Eq. (B6l); taking into account
that the indices of the A fields are contracted, we get
1

irﬁAAAAA - _§FQ;11A;Z7PA§AZ§AZ§ — Dapazeaza Uavacz- (B8)

Summing up all the terms, we thus see that the amplitude AAA vanishes, as it should.
As a last example consider finally the E{f} nggAg; amplitude. In this case there are four

terms that, after the replacement A — A + G, will contribute to this amplitude, and specif-

ically
1 1 1
glaadd = Shuwlaion s + olanaloyanelogaeas
%FAAAAAA — %PAZ% aagLopam ajz azge
%FZAAEAA = Toiazanlopane
%Tmﬁf“ - %FKL} ABA (B9)

Let us now differentiate the STI (5.17]) withe respect to A and A; after setting the external

sources and fields to zero, one gets the STI
Pinagan = Topaplananay —Tanopaplaay — TopapanTapay-  (BLO)
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IT4aAA | dTaaaAAA | 0. AAA | iD;; AAA Sum
o< T ann 0 1 —2 1 0
oc I yp g1 : 0 ~1 : 0
o I gy g2 0 0 -1 1 0
o I 504+ : 0 0 —3 0

TABLE V: The cancellations between different terms contributing to the AAA amplitude after
implementing the substitution rule ([AI0). Notice also that the second row refers to all terms

proportional to I' 4, A% which are not of the type I' 3, ,. (which explicitly appears in the last row).
v

We now use this identity and the ones of Eqs. (B2) and (BT) in the last two equations
of to get

1 ~
irﬁAAAAA = —LoramazUapas Darz azee = Tongev qer U gy a2 Tgra g2

“Lapaplamapa Loz aze
1 ~ 1 1
glamaddd = =l + Slagap Toparean Dz ay
1 1
tobopaplopamealagan + glapap TapazTan iz ar

1
+§FQ;§A;VA‘:& Lopazmal g2z 40 (B11)
Adding all together taking into account the contracted indices, we see that all the terms

(and therefore the AAA amplitude) vanish, according to the patterns shown in Table [Vl
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