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Abstract Emergent Hadron Mass (EHM) is a mechanism capable of explaining both
the unnaturally small (pion) and large (proton) masses of hadrons and if not the origin
of confinement, then intimately connected with it. Even though the modern formula-
tion of EHM has only recently been completed, it is rapidly becoming a fundamental
focus for modern and future experimental efforts aimed at understanding the strong
force within the Standard Model. Using Dyson-Schwinger equations for the gluon,
ghost and quark propagators, I will introduce the main EHM concepts and illustrate
how far this framework can take us in understanding strong interaction phenomeno-

logy.

Keywords Continuum Schwinger function methods - Emergent Hadron Mass -
Nonperturbative quantum field theory - Strong interactions in the standard model of
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1 Introduction

Quantum ChromoDynamics (QCD) is arguably the most fascinating and challenging
part of the Standard Model of particle physics. Its lowest mass bound state, the proton,
is a composite object comprised by two up and one down quarks bound together
through the exchange of gluons. The proton has never decayed in the nearly 14-
billion years since the Big Bang; and this extraordinarily long lifetime is basic to the
existence of all known matter: you wouldn’t be reading this (nor I would have written
it) if that were not the case.

QCD is also the only self-consistent theory that is known to us: so far, never was
there the need to add or change anything in it through an enormous energy range
spanning 10 orders of magnitude; and, due to its asymptotically free nature [1,12],
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it is unlikely that it will break down at any energy scale at all. Finally, there is no
intrinsic parameter to fine tune, only one observable to be measured to set a single
scale (what is known as Agcp). QCD is thus the only known example of a theory
rather than an effective theory.

The flip side of the coin is that asymptotic freedom implies that the theory is
innately nonperturbative at short distances, which in turn means that it is extremely
difficult to describe QCD’s dynamics at the fm scale. Indeed, QCD’s colour-charged
degrees of freedom, the massless gluons and the light up and down quarks, have
never been observed in isolation: they are confined in colour-neutral bound-states,
the hadrons, of which the (light) pion and the (heavy) proton are primary examples.
It should be noticed that without a mass-scale confinement would not be possible:
colour-singlet combinations of quarks would still be there, but the participating par-
ticles would need not be close together, since in a scale invariant theory all lengths
are equivalent. Accordingly, the question “how does confinement appear in QCD” is
inextricably connected to the question “how does mass emerge in strong dynamics”.

You might believe that the Higgs boson, found experimentally in 2012 [3l4], is
the answer; but you would be wrong. The Higgs produces a tiny mass for the v and
d quarks, roughly m,, =~ mg4/2 = 0.0022 GeV. The (positive) pion, the lightest of
hadrons, which contains one  and one d (valence) quarks, has a mass of 0.140 GeV
which is 20 times bigger than the sum of its components; similarly, the proton mass
clocks at a staggering 0.938 GeV which is 140 times bigger than the sum of the
masses of its two w and one d (valence) quarks. Explaining how exactly this mass
generation mechanism works would be nothing short than understanding how ~98%
of the mass in the visible Universe came into being 10~% seconds after the Big-
Bang. This is the time when the phenomenon of Emergent Hadron Mass (EHM) [5]]
starts. The massless gluon and quark elementary particles appearing in QCD’s gauge-
invariant Lagrangian (see below) are first turned by strong interactions into com-
plex quasiparticles, characterized by a dynamically generated momentum-dependent
mass-function whose value is large at IR momenta (roughly one-half and one-third
of the ~1 GeV proton mass). Next, these quasiparticles form massive bound-states,
with EHM imprinted in their associated properties and empirical observables.

In the following I will describe a framework in which EHM can be rigorously
tackled and understood, and describe some of its most immediate consequences.

Quantum ChromoDynamics. The wonderfully simple Lagrangian density of a SU(XV)
Yang-Mills theory can be written as the sum of three terms:

L =Ly+ Lgr + Lrpa. (D

L1 represents the gauge invariant SU(3) density

1 v i (o j
Li= _EF: Fi, + @ (V" Dy —m),; qf )
where @ = 1,..., N2 — 1 (respectively 7,7 = 1,..., N) is the color index for the

adjoint (respectively fundamental) representation, while “f” is the flavor index. The
field strength is
F, = 0,A% — 0,A% + gf " A} A5, 3)
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with fe%¢ the totally antisymmetric structure constants appearing in the commutation
relations satisfied by the SU(V) generators t*, namely

[ta7 tb] _ ifabctc. (4)
Finally, the covariant derivative is defined according to
(Dp)is = 0u()ij — ig AL ()i )

with g the (strong) coupling constant.

The last two terms in Eq. (I)) represent the gauge-fixing and Faddev-Popov ghost
terms, respectively. The most general way of writing them is by introducing a gauge-
fixing function F* and coupling it to a set of Lagrange multipliers b* (the so-called
Nakanishi-Lautrup multipliers [64[7]). One then has

Lar + Lrpg =5 [C“}'a - gcab“] ; (6)

where: ¢* (and, respectively, c* appearing below) are the anti-ghost (ghost) fields; &
is a (non-negative) gauge-fixing parameter; and, finally, s is the Becchi-Rouet-Stora-
Tyutin (BRST) operator [8,9,[10], which acts on the various fields according to
Aa_a a abcAb c. a 1abcbc, —a_ba, ba_o
sAy = 0uc" +gf o SC——Qf c’c’; sc® =b%;  sb* =0,
sqt = ige" (t*)ijql; sqi = —ige"q ()i, (7
Notice that the b fields have no dynamical content and can be eliminated through

their (trivial) equations of motion. In the ubiquitous renormalizable § gauges (I2¢
gauges for short), one chooses [[L1]]

F=0"Ay, )
so that, going on-shell with the b field, we obtain the familiar resu]ﬂ

Lar + Lypc = —c* 0" D’ + 2—15(5%43)2. )

Feynman rules derived from the Lagrangian density (I)) are given in Appendix B
of [12].

I Observe that on-shell the b field is such that £b® = F@; additionally, in the adjoint representation one
has (%), = —i f2¢.
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Fig. 1 The topologies contributing to the QCD 2-point functions’ DSE. Black blobs correspond to fully
dressed functions. Replacement of the lines using the allowed Feynman rules constructed from the La-
grangian density (T} allows the derivation of the gluon, ghost and quark propagator DSE. In particular,

in the gluon case all topologies contribute, whereas for the ghost and quark case only the first non-trivial
topology of the first line is active.

—e— 1 =

Dyson-Schwinger equations. From the generating functional associated with the ac-
tion S = f d?zL one can then derive (see, e.g., [13] and references therein) the
Dyson-Schwinger equations (DSEs) of the theory, which are simply the Euler-Lagran-
ge equations of motion of the quantum fields. These equations are valid in both the
ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) regimes, for weak and strong coupling values, and
independently of the masses of the particles in and out the loops; and, since they con-
stitute an infinite tower of coupled integral equations relating the different n-point
functions, solving these equations allows to reconstruct the entire generating func-
tional, thereby solving completely the theory. As an example, in Fig. [I|I show the
topologies appearing in the DSE corresponding to QCD’s 2-point sector (the prop-
agators); the corresponding Feynman rules can be then used to explicitly construct
from this skeleton expansion the three DSEs corresponding to the gluon, ghost and
quark propagator. Notice that already at the 2-point level (the lowest possible in QCD)
one sees the anticipated appearance of higher order functions, specifically the 3- and
4-point functions.

Thus any study based on DSEs unavoidably involves the specification of a trun-
cation scheme, i.e., the specification of the maximum number of legs n which will
be treated self-consistently through their own DSE, usually employing an Ansatz for
all the remaining functions. A lot of progress has been made in the last 20 years in
developing truncation schemes capable of maintaining intact certain desirable proper-
ties of the theory including: various global and local symmetries; known perturbative
behaviour; (multiplicative) renormalizability; analyticity, etc. When coupled with the
additional insights into the IR behavior of 2- and 3-point functions provided by lat-
tice simulations in the same time-span, this has allowed DSEs studies to produce
model-independent statements about QCD. 1 will give an illustration of many such
statements in the rest of these lectures, studying mainly 2- and 3-point functions.
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Fig. 2 Compilation of the latest SU(3) quenched lattice results for the gluon propagator in the Landau
gauge corrected for discretization artefacts [[14]. The inset shows the IR region; notice the saturation to
a finite non-vanishing value and the presence of a maximum, which, as we will see, is a consequence of
the gluon-ghost dynamics. Data are renormalized at 1 = 4.3 GeV; given a lattice propagator function
I renormalized at a point ¢, renormalization at a different point p can be achieved through the formula
I(q?; 12) = I(q% ¢3) /w2 I (1?5 ¢2)).

2 Gauge 2-point sector
2.1 Gluons

The first DSE I will analyze is also the most difficult one, i.e., the one corresponding
to the gluon propagator. The reason why this DSE is so interesting is because it was
suggested forty years ago that a Schwinger-like mechanism, by which a gauge boson
may acquire a mass provided that its vacuum polarization function develops a pole
at zero momentum transfer [[15L/16]], might be active in QCD [[17]. This would in turn
mean that the gluon propagator would saturate at a non-vanishing value in the deep IR
region, thus signalling that gluons acquire a dynamical momentum dependent mass
due to their self-interactions [17,18]. This prediction has been spectacularly con-
firmed by large-volume lattice simulations (Fig. 2 for different gauge groups [SU(3)
or SU(2)], (covariant) gauges, and the absence/presence of dynamical quarks [[19,20,
211221123112411251261127,128.29] .

In the followingﬂ using gluon’s DSE emerging from the combination of the Pinch
Technique (PT) [12117,34L135136137]] with the Background Field Method (BFM) [38|,
39] (simply referred to as “PT-BFM” [401/41,/42]]), I will argue that gauge sector dy-
namics transforms the massless gluon partons in Eq. (Z) into complex quasiparti-
cles, characterized by a momentum-dependent mass-function whose value is large
at IR momenta. As we will see, the Schwinger-like 1/¢? pole in the self-energy
can only emerge in QCD because a long-range (massless) longitudinally-coupled
coloured correlation is dynamically generated in QCD’s three-gluon vertex (and pos-
sibly ghost-gluon and four-gluon ones) [431/4414546i47]).

2 For other approaches to solving the DSEs in general and understanding the IR saturation of the gluon
propagator in particular, see [30l31132]]. A detailed summary is also provided in [33].
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One-loop Pinch Technique gluon self-energy. To begin with, let me consider the
gluon self-energy at one-loop; neglecting quark’s contribution, it readsﬂ

1) (s ) = T2 (g5 1) + 155 (g )

1 20, /F(S%)y(q,k,—k—q)F[gO)W(—%k‘-l-%—k)
= 29 k‘2(/€—‘r )2
alk+q)s+ks(k+ q)a
1o
9 Ca / k2(k + q)? ’ (1o

where: C' 4 is the Casimir eigenvalue of the adjoint representation of the SU(N) gauge
group (C'4 = N); I have introduced the short-hand dimensional regularization nota-

tion
2e
/kz (5#)‘1 /ddk, (11)

with d = 4 — € the dimension of space-time and x the ’t Hooft mass-scale which
guarantees that the coupling constant is dimensionless in d dimensions; I, is the
three-gluon vertex

Famn(Q7klak2) = gfamnFauV(Q7k17k2)a (lza)

apy

I (g, k1, k2) = guw(kr — k2)a + gaw (k2 — @)y + gap(a — K1)y, (12b)

with all momenta incoming (¢ 4+ k1 + k2 = 0); and, for later convenience, the ghost
contribution has been symmetrized. N owﬂ it is easy to show that the full gluon self-
energy, given at one-loop by the sum of the gluon and ghost diagrams, is transverse,
iLe.,

FIN@=0 = T)(q)=Pas(@TV(G); Pap(q) = gap — Gads/d>
(13)

which is in fact an all-order identity enforced by gauge symmetry. However, this
property is not satisfied by the gluon and ghost contributions in isolation, that is

1, h,
112 (q) £ 0; ¢85 (q) # 0. (14)
. . 0 =(0
I now split the tree-level three-gluon vertex into two parts, Eg,),, = o(¢ ,)l, + FO}? s
with
a;,w (Q7 k1, k2) (kl - k2)ag;w =+ QQVgoc;t - Qqu(XV7 (152)
Fa;w(qv kla k2) = k2ugay - klugaua (15b)

3 T use for convenience the Feynman gauge, £ = 1; a similar construction to the one following can be
carried out in an arbitrary R¢ gauge using the so-called generalized Pinch Technique algorithm [48]].

4 To avoid notational clutter I will omit the explicit dependence of a Green function on the renormal-
ization scale . The dependence will be reinstated when needed for clarity, e.g., when dealing explicitly
with renormalization and renormalization group invariance issues.



Emergent Hadron Mass in Strong Dynamics 7

and proceed to carry out the following rearrangement of the two tree-level three-gluon

vertices appearing in 17 ilé(l):

o, o =), o + ry s + ro, e~k ryt. (16)

apy apv apy apv

It is then immediate to prove that, with the momenta routing of Eq. (10},
e, I + IO, I = —4° Pag(q) — 2kaks — 20k + @)a(k + @)5, (172)
rr FP’“’ = 2kaks + (kags + qakp), (17b)

apy

where P, (q) = gap — 4aqp/q” is the transverse projector, and several terms have
been set to zero in view of the use of dimensional regularization result

1
: 12 =0. (18)
Thus I obtairf|
1) () = 1g2OA/f£)V(q’k’_k DI (~a,k+9.=h)
o0 2 ! k2(k+Q)
20 /féo)(q,k,—k I (~q.k +q,—k)
g5 k /€2(k—|—q)

1
—2¢%Caq* Pap(q) /W

= 15, 0) + 55 (g) = 207,57 (g) = 1T (0) = 2115 (0). (19)
where I have defined the modified gluon-ghost vertex
I (g, k. k2) = (k2 = k1 )a- (20)

The gluon self-energy has been thus decomposed into three pieces: a modified gluon
and ghost contribution which are obtained from the original diagrams by defining
somewhat different Feynman rules for the three-gluon and gluon-ghost vertices; and
a ‘pinch’ term. As for the pinch term HO%(

cates [[17,34] to discard all pieces proportional to the transverse combination ¢*P, s

1), the (intrinsic) PT prescription indi-

generated from the three-gluon vertex decomposition FO(L%, = fS})y + F}; e This is
because such pieces would cancel with similar propagator-like contributions coming
from different diagrams when constructing the PT gluon self-energy by embedding
it in a one-loop S-matrix scattering process like quark+quark elastic scattering (this

goes under the name of S-matrix PT [[17.[34]

5 This is a first example of what will be later called a Background-Quantum identity.
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Thus, the PT one-loop gluon self energy is to be identified with the term 17, (1)
alone; and one has in addition that the modified gluon and ghost PT self-energy con-
tributions are individually transverseﬂ

qﬂﬁilé(l)(q) =0; qﬁﬁig’(l)(q) =0. (21)

The one-loop PT self-energy 17} élg may be further evaluated, using the result

T, T = d(2k + q)a(2k + q)p + 84> Pap(q), (22)
and
7(0) 75(0)
/JLIb :/%%+®J%+®B:_<]>fP<®/l
pR2k+a)? Sy Kk +q)? AR (R
(23)

to finally cast it in the simple form

~(1) _ Td—6\ ,Cx 2 /
180 = (520) 2Ll [ o 24)

Writing finally 7] Sﬂ) =11 wp, s and following the standard integration rules for the

Feynman integral, I obtain the unrenormalized ao:

2
q 67} _ NG o

. 2
IV (%) = ibg?¢? Indr —~vg —1 =
(¢°) =ibg"q” |~ +Indm —yp —In —5 EREEF1E TRk

where b is the one-loop coefficient of QCD’s 3 function (8 = —bg?) in the absence
of quark loops, and g is the Euler-Mascheroni constant (yg ~ 0.57721).

The appearance of b in front of the logarithm is not accidental, and is exactly what
happens with the vacuum polarization of QED. In the latter case the corresponding
coefficient is negative, the difference in the sign being related to the fact that QCD is
asymptotically free while QED is not. The fact that the PT gluon propagator captures
the leading Renormalization Group (RG) logarithms is a direct consequence of the
fact that, exactly as in QED again, the one-loop charge renormalization constant,

Zg(,l), and the wave-function renormalization of the PT gluon self-energy, Zg), are
related by Z; (1) _ =1/ Zl(gl), so that the combination
20,2
() = 0y (1) A0 (¢ 2); o) = LU )
/i

is a Renormalization Group (RG) invariant combination. We will soon see that this
one-loop result is in fact an all-orders one.
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Fig. 3 Proliferation of gluon 2-, 3- and 4-point Green functions due to the splitting of the gluon field (A)
into a background (B) and a quantum fluctuating part (Q).

Background Field Method. Using the same type of construction outlined above the
two-loop PT gluon self-energy was constructed in [49]. However, it is clear that going
past the two-loop level requires transcending the PT diagrammatic origin and devel-
oping it as a fully-fledged algebraic technique. A step towards this goal is provided by
the Background Field Method (BFM) gauge [38.139]], which provides the necessary
Feynman rules to construct the PT gluon self-energy, as well as all other PT n-point
Green functions. Indeed, as was shown in [[12135./36], one has the important all-order
Green functions equality

Ity = Igpm- 27

The BFM R, gauge can be obtained by splitting the gauge field into a background
(B) and a (quantum) fluctuating part ()) according to

A% = B+ Q" (28)

and demanding that the gauge fixed Lagrangian has a residual gauge invariance with
respect to the B field. This can be achieved by choosing a gauge-fixing function
transforming in the adjoint representation of SU(/V), that is through the following
replacements in Eq. ()

0,0 = DI = 0,6 + f*’B; AL = QL. (29)
Once implemented, I arrive at the BFM R, gauges fixing function
F=Drqy. (30)

Inserting Eq. (30) into Eq. (6) one obtains the Feynman rules characteristic of the
BFM, namely a symmetric Béc trilinear vertex and the four particle vertex BQéc.
Inserting finally Eq. back into the original invariant Lagrangian, one gets the
conventional Feynman rules together with those involving the background fields B;
however, to lowest order, only vertices containing exactly two quantum fields @) will
differ from the conventional ones, see Fig. E}

As a result of the residual gauge invariance, the contraction of Green functions
with the momentum corresponding to a background gluon B leads to Abelian-like
Slavnov-Taylor identities (STIs), that is, linear identities that preserve to all orders

6 An explicit two-loop verification of the fat that PT gluon and ghost loops are individually transverse
and that loops of different order do not mix is provided in [12], see in particular Figs. 20 and 77 and
Eqgs. (3.40) and (3.41). The all-order proof has been presented in [40].

7 1 use the momenta routing defined in Eq. .
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their tree-level for For exampl the BQ? vertex fwﬂ and the Béc vertex I,
whose tree-level version has already appeared during our explicit construction of the
one-loop PT self-energy in Eqs. (I5a) and (20) respectively, satisfy the linear STIs
(omitting color and assuming all momenta entering)

" Tuap(q,7,p) = 1A (r) —iA S (p), (31a)
¢"T,(q,r,p) = iD~*(r?) —iD~ ' (p?), (31b)

where for a general & 1 deﬁn

iAap(q) = —i [Paﬁ(Q)A(QQ) +¢ q‘;fﬁ } ;A (32a)
i

§

with F' the so-called ghost dressing function. Additionally, the BQ? vertex satisfies

" Lnp (g, pt) = [T Dapy (1,0, g + ) + [ < Tpoa(p, t,qg + 1)
+fmrefen5F,yaB(t,’r)q —|—p)7 (33)

with I, the Q? three gluon vertex (see Eq. for its tree-level definition). These
identities ensure that the two-point mixed background/quantum as well as the back-
ground/background gluon functions are such that the one- and two-loop dressed gluon
and ghost diagrams subsets contributing to them are individually transverse (when
contracted with the momentum of a background leg). Eq. (ZI) represents an explicit
one-loop proof of this fact. The transversality property of subsets of diagrams is of
particular interest to DSE practitioners, as it allows to develop truncation schemes
that preserve the transversality of the answer even if entire classes of diagrams are
left out [41,42]. In addition, the residual gauge invariance ensures the all-order re-
lation Z, = 1/ \/Z 5 where Zg4 is the charge renormalization constant and VZg the
one of the B fields; thus, as anticipated, the combination

d(¢?) = as (1) A(g%; 1), (34)

is RG invariant to all orders in perturbation theory.

Ajs(q) =i |:Paﬁ(Q)A1(q2)+ qaqﬁ]; D™Y¢*) = —ig®F'(¢*), (32b)

Background Quantum Identities. It turns out that the conventional and BFM R,
gauges are related by symmetry transformations. In fact, as shown in [50], Yang-
Mills theories quantized in the BFM emerge in a natural way from Yang-Mills the-
ories quantized in the R, gauges if one renders the latter invariant also under the
anti-BRST symmetry. This is a crucial construction, because it clarifies the origin of
a plethora of identities, among which there are the so-called Background-Quantum

8 The divergence of a quantum field Q gives rise instead to non-Abelian STIs, akin to those obtained in
the conventional R gauges.
9 1 will indicate with a ‘tilde’ (respectively, a ‘hat’) quantities involving a single (respectively, two or
more) background field(s). The notation used in Sect. E]should now be clear(er).
10 1 omit the explicit & dependence from the arguments of A, D and F.
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identities (BQIs) [514152], relating (to all orders) Green functions evaluated in the
conventional IZ¢ gauges to the same functions evaluated in the BFM R, gauges. The
simplest of these identities, namely the one connecting the corresponding gluon prop-
agatorﬂ turns out to be of paramount importance for the ensuing analysis. They read

iy (a) = |1926°" + Toop ()] Tougn (@), (35)

iy 5y () = [1920™ + Tz (@)] Toamy (a), (35b)
where

Taqy (@) = 10" Pap(9) A7 (), (36a)

gy (a) = Tgapy (@) = i6° Pas(a) A7 (¢°), (36b)

Tpepy (@) = 18" Pas(9) A~ (¢, (36¢)

and FQSLQyL is a special Green function capturing the gluon ghost dynamics wiﬂﬂ

Y
Tguge(q) = 0°9G(q%)g) + 5‘“L(q2>q‘;§ , (37)

and the diagrammatic expansion given in Fig. ] The form factors G and L are related,
due to antiBRST symmetry, to the ghost (inverse) dressing function throug}{lﬂ

FH¢*) =14+ G(¢*) + L(¢*). (38)

Since L(0) = 0 [56] one has F~1(0) = 1 + G(0) which identifies [57] G as the
Kugo-Ojima function [58]].

we can now combine Eqs. (35) such that the two-point function mixing back-
ground and quantum fields drops out, to get the BQI

iI'gapy (q) = iIQaqy (@) + Iaaqy (Q)FQgQg (q) + LFavay (D) 1qaqa(a)
—ilga a7 (D Qaq: (D) 0y gz (0)
=ilgaqy () + 2l qug (Q)FQ;IQ% (q)
—il ey (D geq: (D) 0s0:4(9), (39)

where the last identity is due to the transversality of the gluon two-point function. At
one loop

1 1 . 1 0
Ly (0) = T 0 (@) = 2000 - (T 5 (a). (40)

11" A one-loop version of this identity was explicitly constructed in Eq. .

12 In this auxiliary Green function Q* represents the gauge boson anti-field characteristic of the Batalin-
Vilkovisky formulation of gauge theories [531/54]; {2 is instead a classical source which forms a BRST
doublet with the background field B and is used to implement the equation of motions of the background
fields [S2155].

13 This relation is true in the Landau gauge; for a general gauge fixing parameter ¢ it acquires an addi-
tional term [50].
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Fig. 4 Diagrammatic expansion of the auxiliary function I, Q*-
a®d

and using the relations (36a)), as well as the expression

(1) _ 2 ad v 1
FQZ;QZW((]) g°Cad ga/kikQ(kJrq)Q’ (41a)
one obtains
i) (q) = 1) () + 2115 (q), 42)

i.e., the same relation obtained in (@) as anticipated. Thus the PT can be viewed as a
diagrammatic way to expose BQIs; and, as a result, we can work directly with these
identities. This framework is now known as PT-BFM.

To conclude, observe that, using the transversality of the gluon 2-point functions,
the BQIs of Egs. (33) can be cast in the more compact form

Alg?) = [1+ G A(¢); Al¢®) = 1+ G(]AG), ©43)

which will finally allow to connect the RG invariant combination d of Eq. with
the conventional propagator A:

Alg?; 1?)
[1+G(g% p2))?

~

d(¢*) = (44)

Why the gluon should be massless... Before we can understand how the gluon can
acquire a dynamically generated mass, we first need to get acquainted with the mech-
anism that forbids it to acquire one. Of course, gauge invariance does not allow to
add an explicit gluon mass term in the QCD Lagrangian (I); but it does not con-
strain what dynamics can (gauge-invariantly) do. The reason why even dynamically
mgl = 0, is easier to grasp in the PT-BFM framework, where one can consider the
(Landau gauge) mixed quantum/background (QB) self-energy ]NYag, with its DSE
given in Fig.[5] Since the latter is related to the conventional Q@) propagator through
the BQI (43)), one has

N QQPaB(Q) + ﬁaﬁ(‘])
B 1+ G(q?)

; (45)
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Fig. 5 From top to bottom: one-loop dressed gluon and ghost, and two-loop dressed gluon contributions
to the mixed QB gluon DSE. Also highlighted is the fact that the divergence of each individual subset
vanishes as required by background gauge invariance.

and therefore, any conclusion reached in for the () B case directly translates to the
conventional propagator (and the background B B as well). One has

Map(q) = I%,(q) + IE3(q) + T2 (q), (46)

with

~ 2 -
T8(q) = f%CA/kFéz)ﬁ(q, k,—k — q) AP (k) AP (k + q) o p(—q, k + q, —k)

+92CA/k [g;wAg(k) - A,uu(k)] ) (472)

711 (g) = —¢2Ca /k by D(R)D(k — @) (— g, ks —k + )
+9°Cagun | D(k), (47b)
k

_ 4
T2 (g) = i r0am [ A% (k4 02477 (047 (k 4 )
k.0

xfbmm(—q, k+q t,—0—k)

vTOop
4
g re emn O « T
iy fhre pemn plOamer /k YEP (k) A (R) AT (k + q)
xDyrr(—q, k + ¢, —k), (47c)
and

YP (k) = /e AP (k + 0) AP (0) Ty 5 (£, —k — £, k)

= (g5 k* — gSEA)Y (K2). (48)
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Let me then assume that vertices carrying the B leg do not contain massless poles
of the type 1/¢2, so that one can Taylor expand both sides of Eq. around ¢% = 0
to get

~ .0
Luap(0,r,—1) = fzwﬂaé(r), (49a)
= .0 9
I,0,r,—r)= fsz (r9), (49b)
and, using Eq. (33),
~I':T(Ly%";}/5(0’ 77,, 7p7 r + p) <fmnefes'r fm’l"efETLS > X
XFaﬁ'y(*T, *p,T+p). (50)

Inserting these expressions in the gluon DSE terms , yields after some algebrﬂ

diTe0) = * 59°Ca /ak (100, k, k) A% (k)] (51a)
"
dII#"(0) =g2CA/k%[rf)(o,k,—k)D(k)], (51b)
m
AT0) = ~i(d = 1g'Ch [ Gl AFYEL Gl
I

that is we have the final result

5*1(0):/ifu(k); Fu(k) =k, {A(K?) [e1 + e2Y (K?)] + esD(K?)},

K Ok
(52)
with ¢1, ¢, c3 # 0.
Now observe that since F, is an odd function one has immediately
/]:M(k) =0. (53)
k

Also, within dimensional regularization (or any other scheme that preserves trans-
lational invariance) one may shift the argument of the function F,, by an arbitrary
momentum ¢ without compromising the result (53). Then, carrying out a Taylor ex-
pansion around ¢ = 0, and using the result

Fla8) = 706 + ' { g Fula+ B} +0(e)
0F,

= Fu(k) +¢” BT

+O(q%), (54)

4" At ¢ = 0 one has b} 3(0) o< gqp, and therefore it is sufficient to consider the self-energy trace
only: dII(0) = I12(0).
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I obtain

v a]:llf(k)_
q /k o =0, (55)

since, in agreement with Eq. (53), if we integrate both sides of the above Taylor
expansion, the result must vanish order by order. Given that the integral above has
two free Lorentz indices and no momentum scale, it can only be proportional to the
metric tensor g, ; in addition, since ¢ is arbitrary, one concludes that Eq. @ is
realized through the so-called ‘seagull identity’ [59,160]

0
[ gt =0 (56)
which finally implies that the gluon remains rigorously massless:

ATN0)=0 = A" 0)=0. (57)

...and how it got its mass. This result may be circumvented by relaxing the assump-
tion made when deriving Egs. and (50), i.e., I will now allow the vertices to
contain longitudinally coupled 1/¢? poles. This is because, according to a fundamen-
tal observation made by Schwinger in the 60s [[15L[16]], if the dimensionless vacuum
polarization I1(g%) = ¢°TI(¢?) develops a pole at zero momentum transfer (¢> = 0),
then the vector meson (gluon) acquires a mass. Indeed, if TI(¢*) = m?,/¢°, then (in

Euclidean spac Eq. implies that
ATH0) =mg > 0, (58)

thus evading the masslessness condition and enabling the dynamical generation
of a gluon mass [43i46,47,61].

The dynamical realization of this concept at the level of a Yang-Mills theory re-
quires the existence of a special class of nonperturbative vertices C' (with appropriate
color and Lorentz indices) that, when added to the conventional (fully dressed) ver-
tices, have a triple effect: (i) they evade the seagull cancellation and cause the DSE
of the gluon propagator to yield A=1(0) > 0; (ii) they guarantee that the Abelian
and non-Abelian STIs of the theory remain intact, i.e., that they maintain exactly the
same form before and after the mass generation; and (iii) they decouple from on-
shell amplitudes. These crucial properties are possible because these special vertices:
(a) contain massless poles and (b) are completely longitudinally coupled, i.e., they
satisfy conditions such as (for a three-gluon vertex)

Paa,(Q>Pﬂu/ (T)Pm/ (p)éa’u’u' (q,r, p) =0. (59)

The origin of these massless poles is due to purely non-perturbative dynamics: for
sufficiently strong binding, the masses of certain (colored) bound states may be re-
duced to zero. Neglecting effects stemming from poles associated with the four-gluon

15 In Euclidean space p-q = Y, i, and one has: ¢% = —¢2; [, = ika; and Ap(¢2) =
—A(—q%). Additionally, for quarks: {v,,7,} = 28, 'y; = Yu.
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F;L(x/ﬁ’ ((Ia T7p) = FZZB(Q7 T, p) + Flp“xﬁ (qa T,p)

Fig. 6 The BQ? vertex decomposition into its regular (‘np’) and pole (‘p’) part. A similar relation holds
for the ghost Bcc vertex I,.

vertex (which within the PT-BFM framework can be done in a gauge-invariant way),
the BQ? and Béc vertices will then take the form (see Fig. |§[)

~ ~n .q ~

Fpaﬁ((b r,p) = Fufﬁ(Qa T, p) + Zq%caﬁ(Qa T, p)7 (603)
~ ~n .q ~
Lu(q,r,p) = I (q,m,p) + Zq%cgh(q7r7p), (60b)

where the superscript “np” stands for “no-pole”’, whereas Ca 5 and CN'gh represents the
bound-state gluon-gluon and gluon-ghost wave functions, respectively [43.46.,47].

Next, in order to preserve the BRST symmetry of the theory, I demand that all
STIs maintain their exact form in the presence of these poles; therefore, Eqs. (31)
will now read

¢"T %, (q.7,p) + Caplq.7,p) = iA () —iA (D), (61a)
quf;;lp(qa T, p) + 5gh(qa T, p) = iDil(Tz) - iDil(p2)' (6lb)

I now take the limit of Egs. (61)) as ¢ — 0 on both sides and match the different orders
in q. The zeroth order yields the conditions

Cop(0,7,—1) = 0; Con(0,7,—1) = 0, (62)

whereas the first order furnishes a modified set of WTIs, namely

_ 9 9 ~
np _ s —1 _ . _ _
FMaB (0,7, —7r) = —i Ork Aaﬂ (r) { dgH Caplq,r,—7 —q) }q—o ) (63a)

- o ~
n _ : —1/,.2
I—}Lp(07 r, 77") =1 D (7’ ) - {aq“ Cgh(qa r,=r—= Q)}q_o . (63b)
The presence of the second term on the right-hand side of Egs. (63) has far-

reaching consequences for the IR behavior of A(q?). Specifically, a repetition of the
steps leading to Eqgs. (5T) and subsequently Eq. (52)), reveals that, whereas the first
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terms on the right-hand side of these equations vanish again, the second terms survive,
giving [60]

a0 = grrear ] [ |1 fcar )] due)

—% /k k:QDQ(k:Q)ééh(kQ)}, 64)

where égl is the form factor of g, g in the tensorial decomposition of 5@ 8, and

) aCi(q, k,—k — q) )
/(1.2 —
Ci(k%) = l}m%){ 90k + )2 , i=gl, gh. (65)

As we see from Eq. , a necessary condition for A~%(0) to acquire a non-
vanishing value is that at least one of the Cy; and Cyy, does not vanish identically; in
addition, CN’él and CN’éh must decrease sufficiently rapidly in the UV, in order for the
integrals in Eq. to give a (positive) finite value. In such a case, the non-vanishing
of Cél can be linked to the generation of a running gluon mass as it happens in the
quark case (see Sect. [3). The IR saturation of the gluon propagator suggests in fact
the physical parametrization

AN = P I(?) + mA(d?), (66)

where mzl(()) > 0, and for the ‘kinetic’ part I have

J(@?p?)  ~  logg®+O(q%), (672)
q2<<A(QQCD

J@5w) oy, log(@*/AGen)/ log(4?/ A2ep)] ™0 x [1+O(¢?)],  (67b)
QCD

with: Aqcp the mass-scale characterizing QCD perturbation theory; and vy = 13/2—
2N¢/3, Bo = 11 — 2Ny /3 with N the number of active quarks. Then the modified

gluon STI || will make it natural to associate the J terms with the q“f: 3 on the
left-hand side, and, correspondingly,

Cap(a,m,p) = mg (p°) Pas(p) — my (1) Pap(r). (68)
Focusing on the g3 components of Eq. (68), I obtain [62]

égl(%ﬁp) = mé(’“?) -m(p°) = Cu(r’) = B RCE (69)

Then, upon integration, I get

¢
myﬁzA*@+Adu%@, (70)
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=
rta o.c
(b1) (b2) (b3)

Fig. 7 The BSE satisfied by the bound-state wave function C~’a s (upper line) and the simplified four gluon
kernel used.

thus establishing the announced link between CN’él and a dynamically generated gluon
mass [63]. However, in order for the quantity mél(q2) to admit a running mass inter-

pretation, it needs to: (i) be a monotonically decreasing function of ¢2; (if) vanish in
the UV, i.e., satisfy mgl (00) = 0. In particular, the last condition implies

AT 0) = - / dy G (y). an

Massless poles BSE. The actual dynamical realization of the scenario described in
the previous subsection requires the study of the homogeneous Bethe-Salpeter equa-
tion (BSE) that controls the actual formation of the massless bound states to show
that there are non-trivial solutions for Cy; and Cy,,. As it is sufficient to show that at
least one of the BSE wave function is non-trivial, I will restrict my attention (again
gauge invariantly) to the three gluon vertex case (see Fig. , i.e., show that C’él # 0.

The dynamical equation that governs C’él may be derived from the DSE satisfied
by fua g as ¢ — 0; in this limit, the derivative term becomes the leading contribution,

given that as shown in Eq. 56.@(07 r,—r) = 0; and the resulting homogeneous
equation assumes the form [64]]

famn lim 5&5(Q7r7p) = fabc lim { / 6’)/5(q5 k7 —k — Q)A’Yp(k)
q—0 0 k

q—

pafo

XA‘S"(k: + q)ICbm”C(—k, r,p, k+ q)} (72)

Proceeding further requires to approximate in some way the four-gluon Bethe-Salpeter
kernel /C; I will do that by considering the lowest-order set of diagrams appearing in
its skeleton expansion, given by the diagrams (b;), (b2), and (bs), shown in the sec-
ond line of Fig. m It turns out that, if I use the tree-level four-gluon vertex in the
evaluation of (by), its contribution in the above kinematic limit vanishes. Diagrams
(b2) and (b3), which carry a statistical factor of 1/2, are considered to contain fully
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Fig. 8 Compilation of the latest lattice data for the SU(3) form factor fg) in the symmetric configuration.

Notice: (i) the suppression at intermediate momenta with respect to the tree-level value f 0) _ = 1; (i) the
zero-crossing; and (iif) the logarithmic divergence in the IR. All these features represents the signature of
an IR massless ghost.

dressed gluon propagators and (Q® vertices I'. As a consequence, the BSE turns
out to be renormalization group invariant [[65].

The vertex I contains 14 form factors [[66], whose nonperturbative structure, al-
beit the subject of numerous studies [67,31168.69.70.71.72,32], is only partially
known; I shall then consider the simple Ansatz

F#Oéﬁ(quvp) fg;l( ) Maﬁ(qu p) (73)

with f,1 a suitable form factor that depends from a single kinematic variable. Then,
substituting Eq. (73) into Eq. (]7_7[), I arrive at the final equation [65]]

2k2— ']{72
o (¢?) aSC/ 1 ()1 )4[k2(/~c+$ 20 A0 + )

xfalk+r) [8°k* + 6(q-k) (> + k) + 3(¢* + k*) + (¢-k)?] . (74)

The functional form I will employ for fg1(r) is motivated by consistency require-
ments of the PT-BFM framework (see next section) and supported by a considerable
number of studies in the continuum which have been confirmed on the lattice. In
particular, for certain characteristic kinematic configurations (such as the symmet-
ric and the soft gluon limits), the vertex is suppressed with respect to its tree-level
value, reverses its sign for relatively small momenta (an effect known as “zero cross-
ing”), and finally diverges at the origin [67,311/68/69L70.71.[72/32]]. The reason for
this particular behavior may be traced back to the delicate balance between contribu-
tions originating from gluon and ghost loops (see below). Early lattice verifications of
the presence of a zero crossing in SU(2) Yang-Mills theories can be found in [73[74],
whereas the effect has recently been confirmed to be present also in the case of SU(3)
theories [[75,[76L[77.(78]]. The latest lattice data of [78]], renormalized at u = 4.3 GeV,
are shown in Fig. (8] A typical (normalized) solutior@ of Eq. is finally shown

16 Indeed Eq. shows that the normalization of the BSE solution must be negative.



20 Daniele Binosi
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Fig. 9 Normalized solution of the BSE (panel A, blue continuous curve) and the corresponding
running mass (panel B, dashed gray curve) obtained from the integration of Eq. (70). The red dot-dashed
curve (respectively, blue continuous curve) in panel A (respectively, B) show the ghost BSE amplitude
(respectively, the running mass) when ghosts are added.

on panel A of Fig.[9] with the associated running gluon mass obtained from Eq. (71))

shown on panel B of the same figure. _
Let me now return to Eq. ; setting Céh = 0, I obtain a second order algebraic
equation for ay, given by

Aa? + Ba, + C =0, (75)

where, passing to Euclidean space, and using spherical coordinates,

302 oo ~,
A= 5k / dyy* A%(y)Y (y)C (), (76a)
& 0
3C > ~
b= _?AF(O)/ dy y* A%(y)Cy(y), (76b)
T 0
C=- / dy Cl(y). (76¢)
0

The unique positive solution of Eq. (73) is given by

_B+ VBZ—14C
Ag = 3
2A
which shows how the existence of a positive coupling relies on a delicate interplay
between the strength of the one- and two-loop dressed contributions in the gluon DSE.
To be sure, setting the three-gluon form factor to its tree-level value, i.e., fs1 = 1 both
in Eq. (@8) and Eq. (74), returns 2" = 0.42 and o5°® = 0.27. It is only when the
fe1 matches the behavior shown in lattice simulations (i.e., as ¢? decreases towards
zero, fg1 shows IR suppression, zero-crossing and log divergence), see Fig. EI, that
one achieves the convergence of the couplings to the single value a5%® = a%® =
0.45, which is reasonably closed, given the approximations employed, to the expected
value of 0.32.
Finally, the impact of the ghost sector on the generation of the dynamical gluon
mass was studied in [[79]. This implied assuming the presence of massless poles both

(77)
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Fig. 10 Lattice data for the ghost dressing function F' [80] and the solution of the corresponding ghost
DSE (78) within the truncation scheme defined in [14].

in the BQ? three-gluon vertex as well as in the corresponding background gluon-
ghost vertex Bec, and study the coupled system of the corresponding BSEs govern-
ing the dynamics of the amplitudes Cél and Céh. The full analysis of the latter system
reveals that (under suitable approximation of the gluon-ghost 4-particle kernel) the
contribution of the poles associated with the ghost-gluon vertex are particularly sup-
pressed (red dot-dashed curve in panel A of Fig.[J), their sole discernible effect being
a slight modification in the running of the gluon mass, for momenta larger than a few
GeV (blue continuous curve in panel B of the same figure).

2.2 Ghosts

Within the PT-BFM framework the dynamic generation of a gluon mass in the Landau
gauge described in the previous section implies that also the ghost dressing function
F, defined in the last of Egs. (]’312[), saturates at a finite non-vanishing value; evi-
dently Eq. implies thaﬂ G(0) # —1, which inserted back to Eq. yields
0 < F~1(0) < oco. This prediction has been confirmed by lattice simulations that
have shown that the ghost propagator behaves in the IR like ¢/¢? so that F/(0) = ¢

(see Fig.[10).

Therefore the ghost propagator, described by the DSE
D™ H¢*) = ¢* - QQCA/(k +q)uD(k+ Q) A" (k)T (<k, k +¢,—q),  (78)
k

remains dynamically massless; and this dramatically affects many IR quantities. To
begin with, the contribution to the kinetic part of the gluon propagator J resulting
from the ghost-loop diagram in the second line of Fig. |5| contains a pure log ¢*/u?

17" This result immediately invalidates the Kugo-Ojima quartet mechanism for confinement, which would
require G(0) = —1 to work [58]. Notice that early lattice evidence that G has never been close to reach
-1 at g% = 0 can already be found in [81].
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term without any mass in its argument possibly taming the associated IR divergence.
This has to be contrasted with the corresponding logs originating from gluon loops
(first line of Fig. , which read log[(q? + mél) /%], and, therefore are finite for arbi-
trary (Euclidean) momenta due to the explicit appearance of the dynamically gener-
ated gluon mass. Schematically, one has the relation [69]

2

¢ +mg 2
J(q%; p?) q2i0 a+ blog Tgl + clog

et (79)
and therefore, while the presence of the massless log does not interfere with the over-
all finiteness of A (simply because it is multiplied by ¢2), its existence implies that:
(7) the first derivative of the propagator diverges at the origin; and (i7) the gluon prop-
agator is not a monotonic function of ¢2, as it will display an IR maximum whose
specific size and location is largely controlled by the relative weight of the massive
and massless logs contributing to J. Both predictions have been confirmed by lattice
simulations as can be seen in Fig.[2} notice in particular that the position of the gluon
propagator’s maximum is in the deep IR, and its size is relatively small.

Now, in some special kinematic limits (which happens to be the ones typically
studied on the lattice), the behavior of the three-gluon vertex can be predicted to be
determined by the kinetic part of the gluon propagator .J. This is the case, e.g., when
studying the “symmetric” configuration obtained setting in Eq. k¥ =k3 =q°
and q-k1 = q-ko = ki-ko = —¢?/2; then [75]

0
falq? p?) ~ F(O;/f)afq2

(A7 (g% %], (80)
which shows that the dominant contribution as ¢ — 0 is fa ~J ~log q*. Thus, for
sufficiently small momenta f,; becomes negative, and then shows a log divergence
at the origir@ Notice finally that the sign of the divergence in fg is a prediction
of the PT-BFM framework too, being fixed by the sign of the (non-perturbative) log
obtained from the massless ghost loop contribution to the gluon propagator in the IR.

What has been described here is valid in the Landau gauge for both SU(2) and
SU(3) gauge groups and quenched/unquenched configurations [22/231[26]. In the
case of general R, gauges (with £ > 0) the situation is more complicated, as the
tree-level term in the fully dressed gluon propagator proportional to the gauge-fixing
parameter &, see Eq. (32a)), induces in the DSE a corresponding term that drives
to zero the value of the dressing function at ¢ = 0 [831[84]]. Additionally, whenever
& > 0 the form factor fy ceases to be IR divergent and saturates at a negative &-
dependent non-vanishing value, to ensure that the R, generalization of the massless
poles BSE still possesses acceptable solutions [64]. It is currently a challenge
for the lattice simulations to check these predictions at £ # 0.

18 In d = 3 the divergences induced due to the masslessness of the ghost are enhanced since in this case
J ~ 1/q. Correspondingly the maximum of the gluon propagator is clearly visible on the lattice [82], and
so is the sudden negative divergence in fg [73].
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2.3 Effective coupling

We have now reached an excellent control over the gauge sector dynamics and the
emergent phenomena that characterize the gluon and ghost propagator. To complete
the study of this sector we need to construct a crucial quantity: the effective charge.
The natural starting point in the PT-BFM framework is clearly provided by the RG
invariant combination d defined in Eq. [56.85]]; then, recalling that L(0) = 0,
one immediately conclude that this quantity saturates at a finite non-vanishing values
at ¢> = 0 owing to the dynamical generation of a gluon mass:

TN a(p?) _ Qo | ~2 0 2 _mél(O;/ﬂ)
1O = F Gy~ i Tl = ey O

As d is a dimensionful quantity, to convert it into a dimensionless effective charge re-
quires to factor out a (RG invariant) mass scale. To this end consider the RG invariant
combination [86L87,/88]

D(¢%) = %A(qQ;MQ)mé(O;ﬁ), (82)
my
and use Eq. (67) to construct an interpolator D which accurately describes the avail-
able results for D on ¢*> < 42 and is such that for ¢ < A2, (respectively,
q > AéCD) behaves like m2 (respectively, ¢°), and therefore represents in the far IR
and UV the free propagator of a boson with mass mg. Then one has the decomposi-
fion

d(¢?) = a(¢*)D(g%), (83)

where, using Eqgs. (38), and (82),

~0?) — o 2@ [ F(a? %)/ F (05 p27) ’

) = o) |1 it FC ) e
ezt [ F(e?p?)/F 05 p?) ’
- 0[1L(q2;ﬂ2)F(q2;u2)] ' (®

I have thus arrived at a definition of an effective charge @ which is: (i) RG invariant;
(if) process independent; (iii) equivalent to the standard QCD running coupling in the
UV; (iv) saturating at the IR to «g; and, last but not least, (v) parameter free, being
expressed in terms of functions that can be computed using continuum and/or lattice
methods.

Using lattice data for the gluon and ghost propagators obtained from gauge con-
figurations with Ny = 3 active (domain-wall) light quarks and a physical pion
mass (m, = 0.139 GeV), and choosing a renormalization point y# = 3.6 GeV that
lies within both the domain of reliable lattice output and perturbative QCD validity
(Agep = 0.58 GeV with three active quark flavours), one obtains [891/88]]

g (p?) = 4.44; mg(0; %) = 0.445 GeV; mo = 0.428 GeV, (86)
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Fig. 11 The predicted QCD all-order effective charge obtained using Eq. and the most precise un-
quenched lattice results for QCD’s gauge sector [88]]. Plotted are also world data on the process-dependent
g, defined via the Bjorken sum rule, see Eq. (§8).

which shows that the gluon mass is half that of the proton, mg ~ m,/2; and, finally,

o~

d(0) = 16.6(4) GeV~2; ap = m2d(0) = 0.97(4). (87)

The resulting effective charge is then represented by the continuous line in Fig. [T1]
where I also plot for comparison the process-dependent effective chargem g, defined
via the Bjorken sum rule [911/92]:

/Oldx [7(@, %) — g7 (z,¢%)] = 22 [1 - %(qw ; (88)

where: gi"" are the spin-dependent proton and neutron structure functions extracted
from measurements using polarized targets; and g4 is the nucleon flavour-singlet
axial-charge. As can be clearly seen, there is an almost perfect match between the
effective charges defined in Eqs. (83) and (88). While, on the one hand, the equiva-
lence on the UV domain is guaranteed for any two reasonable definitions of QCD’s
effective charge (but notice that a detailed comparison shows that sub-leading terms
differ by just 4%), on the other hand, the excellent match below the scale at which
perturbation theory would locate the Landau pole, is highly non-trivial, being a result
of the careful inclusion of the gluon-ghost dynamics analyzed in the previous subsec-
tions. Summarizing, the identity between & and «y, singles out the Bjorken sum rule
as a near direct means by which one can gain empirical insight into a QCD analogue
of the Gell-Mann—Low effective charge [93].

19 In a process-dependent approach one constructs an effective running coupling by using the leading-
order term in the perturbative expansion of a given observable in terms of the canonical running cou-
pling [90]. Notice that process-dependence represents, however, a challenge as it hampers the ability of
such a charge to predict any other observable.
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Let me end by providing a continuous interpolation for & that can be used for
modelling the PI charge in phenomenological studies. This can be achieved by setting

2 2 4

9 Ym T 9, 9 ap +a1q° +q

N O @
QCD

where 7, = 4(11—2/3Ny). As the IR fixed point is renormalization group invariant,
the interpolation coefficients ag, a; and by can be then determined as a function of the
(renormalization scheme dependent) parameter AéCD, so that, after they have been
calculated within a reference scheme, they can be used to provide the PI coupling
matching the perturbative tail in any other scheme. Clearly, the equality between &
and o4, obtained within the momentum subtraction scheme provides a natural candi-
date for the reference scheme in which the interpolation parameters can be calculated;
and choosin Ny = 4sothat A = 0.52 GeV, a fitting to the numerical curve shown

in Fig.[11]yields (all in GeV?)
ap = 0.5138; a; = 0.4814 by = 0.5952, (90)
so that in a general renormalization scheme one has

ap = 1.94 a; = 1.78054 by = 2.201042 91)

2 . 2
QCD? QCD? QCD*

Evidently, QCD’s non-perturbative effects serve to replace the perturbative ¢/ AéCD

in the argument of the log with the kernel K2 / A%CD; and, as a result, the Landau pole

at ¢ = A2, will be replaced by the hadronic scale

Cu=K(@®)| oz~ 1.4134gcp. (92)
*=A%¢cp
The latter draws a natural border between soft and hard physics: the running coupling

changes character at (7 bending towards its «vg saturation value. Modes with ¢? < (%
are then screened and the theory is driven to a conformal phase.

3 Quarks 2-point sector

The last 2-point DSE I am going to study is the one corresponding to the quark
propagator. For the quark self-energy ' one has then the following expression

S(p) = ~Cyg? / A (@), S(R) T (ks . —p). 93)

20 For phenomenological reasons this parametrization uses also the charm quark, so effectively the num-
ber of active quarks is 3 above the s threshold, and 4 above the c threshold (1.27 GeV). As shown in
Fig. 3 of [89]: there is no effect below the ¢ threshold (which has to be expected as the lack of a tree-level
ghost-quark coupling implies that ghost related functions such as F' and G are remarkably insensitive to
the number of active fermions), and a marginal 5% effect up to 3.5 GeV. The main difference is in the
perturbative tail, that slows down when the number of flavours is increased.
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Fig. 12 Dressed-quark mass function, M, at the renormalization point 1 = 2 GeV, obtained as the
nonperturbative solution of the quark gap DSE @) using a vertex belonging to the class G4 defined
in Eq. (11) of [93]]. At p> = 0, the chiral limit result is Mg = 0.40 GeV; for light quarks Mu/d =
0.406 GeV; for the strange quark Ms = 0.526 GeV; and, finally, for the heavier quarks, M. = 1.27
GeV; M, = 4.18 GeV.

where: C is the Casimir eigenvalue of the fundamental representation of the SU(XV)
gauge group (Cy = N/2 —1/2N); and

il (k, g, p) = igt® T (k, q,p); {9k, q,p) = Yu, (94)

is the gluon-quark vertex (as usual, I assume all momenta entering into the vertex).
In terms of the effective charge defined in Subsect. [2.3] the equation above becomes

2(p) = —4nCy /k 8(¢*)D" ()1, S (k)T (k. 0. —p), 95)

where I have defined D*” = DPH¥. The rewriting above thus bridges the study of
QCD’s gauge sector for determining, through an ab-initio computation, the theory’s
effective interaction (in what is referred as a top-down approach), with that body
of work aimed at inferring that same interaction by fitting data using the DSE/BSE
relevant to bound-state properties (in a bottom-up fashion) [94].

Writing

S7p; ) = iv-pA(p*; 1*) + B(p*; 1°)
= Zo(1®) (iv-k + mbare) + Z1(11?)i D (p; u?), (96)

where Miare is the bare current-quark mass appearing in the Lagrangian (2), and Z;
(respectively, Zs) represents the gluon-quark vertex (respectively, the quark wave-
function) renormalization constant, the form factors A and B can be then obtained
through suitable Dirac traces of the right-hand side.

The most widely used truncation method to solve the DSE (96) was introduced
around twenty-five years ago [96l97]]; its leading-order term is the rainbow-ladder
(RL) truncation, in which the full gluon-quark vertex appearing in Eq. (93) is re-

placed by its tree-level value: I', = I ,EO) = ,. A solution of the DSE equation
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Fig. 13 Proton, pion and kaon mass budgets at a ¢ = 2 GeV scale. Owing to EHM, the proton’s mass is
large in the chiral limit; conversely and yet still owing to EHM via its dynamical chiral symmetry breaking
corollary, the kaon and pion are massless in the absence of quark couplings to the Higgs boson.

for the dressed-quark mass function M = B/A employing however a beyond RL
vertex [95]] is shown in Fig. [I2] Clearly, in the chiral limit (that is in the absence of
Higgs couplings into QCD) the mass function displayed is fully non-perturbative, as
no finite sum of perturbative diagrams can produce My # 0; and indeed continuum
and lattice QCD [98] agree that massless partonic quarks acquire a momentum depen-
dent mass function which is large at IR momenta. This is dynamical chiral symmetry
breaking (DCSB), a corollary of EHM: UV massless quarks acquire a large IR mass
through interactions with their own gluon field. Notice that at p? = 0, My ~ 0.4 GeV,
which is a typical scale for the constituent quark mass used in phenomenologically
successful quark models [9911100,101,102]. With Higgs couplings reintroduced, the
mass function becomes flavour dependent and its p? = 0 value is roughly the sum of
M and the appropriate current-quark mass.

The need to go beyond the RL truncation is because it provides a good descrip-
tion of hadronic bound-states in pseudoscalar and vector channels (when ignoring
the non-Abelian anomaly is possible), as corrections to this truncation interfere de-
structively. However, when considering, e.g., axial vector mesons the RL truncation
is a poor approximation as [[103L[104.[105] (i) some of the corrections starts interfer-
ing constructively and (ii) DCSB introduces novel contributions to Bethe-Salpeter
kernels that enhance spin-orbit repulsion effects, thus magnifying even more the im-
portance of those contributions in (7). Consequently, more sophisticated truncations
are needed to describe axial-vector, scalar and tensor mesons. In this connection, it
is insufficient to improve upon RL truncation term-by-term because DCSB is essen-
tially nonperturbative; thus, its contributions to Bethe-Salpeter kernels are missed
in such a construction. Alternatives have been developed [[72,105,[106,107]] and are
being exploited in connection with light-quark mesons. Similarly, the 7-n" complex
requires an essentially nonperturbative improvement of RL truncation [[108]].

4 Phenomenology

Once reformulated in the PT-BFM framework, the DSEs describing QCD’s 2-point
sector give us a qualitative and quantitative understanding of the simplest expressions
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Fig. 14 DAs of the u quark in the pion (continuous, blue); the kaon (dot-dashed, red), and the asymptotic
DA (dashed, brown), which is approached by all ground-state meson DAs as the ratio of the hadron mass
over the energy scale associated with a given experiment goes to zero. As can be seen, at the scales
accessible in experiments, meson DAs display EHM-induced broadening; and Higgs-induced skewing
(with the peak shifted away from x = 0.5) in systems defined by valence-quarks with different current-
masses.

of EHM: (i) the dynamical generation of a running gluon mass, leading to (i7) the ac-
quisition of a running mass by the quarks (which would be massless in the absence of
a Higgs mechanism) and therefore to (iii) DCSB with the emergence of its associated
pseudoscalar Nambu-Goldstone bosons, the pions. In the following we will go further
and try to elucidate what kind of effects does EHM imprint in QCD observables.

To begin with, EHM explains the general spectroscopic success of the constituent-
quark picture. Hadron masses are a global (volume-integrated) property: therefore,
when using bound-state methods their values are by and large determined from the
IR magnitude of the mass function of the hadron’s defining valence quarks. Evidently,
the volume integration focuses resolution on IR properties of the quasiparticle con-
stituentﬂ The necessary IR scales are generated by the effective charge in Fig.
which ultimately yields the mass functions in Fig. [I2] Owing to EHM, the proton’s
mass is large in the chiral limit, and constitutes 94% of its value at a scale of 2 GeV,
see Fig.[13] However, the pion and kaon mass budgets are completely different: they
are still due to EHM but this time through the realization of its DCSB corollary. These
mesons are massless in the chiral limit, representing the Standard Model’s Nambu-
Goldstone modes; and for the pion the interference between the EHM and Higgs bo-
son mass generation mechanism amounts to a staggering 95% of its mass. The kaon
lies in between these two extremes with the sum of valence-quark and -antiquark
current-masses accounting for 20% of its measured mass (4 times more than in the
pion case). As such the pion and kaon provide an extraordinarily clear window onto
understanding EHM and its modulation by Higgs-boson interactions [L11.[112].

This can be seen when studying the light-cone projection of a hadron wave-
function leading to Distribution Amplitudes (DAs) and Functions (DFs) which mea-

21 To be sure, even a carefully formulated momentum-independent interaction produces a decent de-
scription of hadron spectra [[LO9}[110].



Emergent Hadron Mass in Strong Dynamics 29

xu™(x),xp™(x)

Fig. 15 Valence-quark (continuous, blue), gluon (dot-dashed, red) and sea-quark (dashed, brown) distri-
bution functions evolved to 5. The data shown are those reported in [113], after rescaling according to the
analysis of [[114].

sures the probability that a given parton carries a fraction = of the hadron’s total
light-front momentum. Such distributions are in fact best evaluated at the hadronic
scale (g uniquely determined from the process independent charge a. At this
scale the dressed quasiparticles obtained as solutions of the quark gap equation ex-
press all properties of the bound-state under scrutiny: for example, they carry all the
hadron’s momentmr@ At this scale, the pion and kaon DAs, show two hard-to-miss
features, see Fig.[I4] First, they are very different from the asymptotic form that all
such distributions are bound to approach as the ratio of the hadron mass over the
energy scale associated with a given experiment goes to zero (brown dashed curve
in Fig. [T4); the observed broadening is a direct consequence of EHM. Second, the
Higgs-generated disparity in size between the strange-quark and the light up/down
quarks current masses, which is roughly a factor of 25, is manifested as a small 20%
shift in the peak location of the kaon DA, see again Fig. @ In fact, this effect is
controlled by the ratio of the kaon and pion decay constants (fx/fr &~ 1.2) rather
than the ratio of the strange and up/down quarks current masses.

At the hadronic scale (g only valence quarks contribute to pion and kaon DFs
(which are accurately@ obtained from the square of the corresponding DA): gluon
and sea distributions are zero, and generated through (all-order) DGLAP evolution
using the non-perturbative coupling (89). This has to be contrasted with standard
calculations in which (y is a parameter and one starts with non-zero DFs for all
particles. In the pion case, the scale relevant to the E615 experimental data for the
u-quark DF within the pion is (5 = 5.2 GeV; and when evolved to this scale one
obtains the comparison displayed in Fig. [I3| [I15116]. The valence quarks carry a

22 Stated differently, at the hadronic scale (g7, the nonperturbative quantum field equations of motion
resum all bare-gluon and -quark contributions into the compound quasiparticle degrees-of-freedom in
terms of which one chooses to resolve the problem; whereas, in a treatment of structure functions using a
parton-basis Fock-space expansion, these contributions must all be kept explicitly.

23 Here by “accurate” I mean that computed values for physical quantities differ by less than any realistic
estimate of input-model uncertainty.
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Fig. 16 A comparison between the theoretically predicted [L15l[116] and experimentally measured [[L17]
ratio of the u-quark distribution functions in the kaon and in the pion.

fraction of the pion’s momentum given by the first Mellin moment of the DF; at (5 1
find

1
(2zu™ (z)) = /0 dz 2zu™ (z) = 0.41(4), o7

that is, at the scale relevant for the E615 experiment, 60% of the pion’s momen-
tum is carried by gluons and sea-quarks. In addition, our result shows good agree-
ment (with a x?/d.o.f = 1.66) to the Next-to-Leading-Order re-analysis [114] of the
original E615 experimental Drell-Yan data [113]. Indeed, the EHM continuum ap-
proach illustrated here predicts a quadratic behavior at the end-points when ( = (g
u(x) ~ (1 — x)2. Hence one gets a power greater than 2 at the end-points at any
experimentally accessible scale.

For the kaon there are no experimental data for the DF; however, the NA3 ex-
periment has measured the ratio of the v quark DFs in the kaon and the pion [117].
The results are shown in Fig.[T6|together with the predicted ratio of [T15/[116], which
shows a fair agreement with them. It should be noticed however that this ratio is
not very sensitive to the details of the pion and kaon DFs, so that it is not a good
discriminator between pictures of meson structure.

Novel developments in the theory and phenomenology of DFs, related to the ef-
fective charge concept described here, are detailed in [L18l]119]]; and the extension of
these ideas to proton and neutron DFs is presented in [120].

5 Conclusions

There is currently an intense experimental program being pursued worldwide in
hadro-particle physics with the operation, construction and planning of many fa-
cilities: Jefferson Lab running at 12 GeV; AMBER at CERN; and the electron ion
colliders planned in the USA (EIC) and China (EicC). These experimental efforts,
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coupled with our increased ability to treat QCD’s IR physics through ab-initio meth-
ods based on solving the theory’s equations of motion (DSEs and BSEs in primis)
and the associated appearance of Emergent Hadron Mass along the lines described
in these notes, are expected to contribute to the full understanding of QCD; finally,
almost fifty years after its formulation.

Acknowledgements These notes encompass twenty years of research on the subject carried out in col-
laboration with many people, to whom I am greatly indebted.
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