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Abstract

We extend quantum field theory by including purely virtual “cloud” sectors, to define
physical off-shell correlation functions of gauge invariant quark and gluon fields, without
affecting the S matrix amplitudes. The extension is made of certain cloud bosons, plus
their anticommuting partners. Both are quantized as purely virtual, to ensure that they do
not propagate ghosts. The extended theory is renormalizable and unitary. In particular,
the off-shell, diagrammatic version of the optical theorem holds. We calculate the one-
loop two-point functions of dressed quarks and gluons, and show that their absorptive
parts are gauge independent, cloud independent and positive (while they are generically
unphysical if the cloud sectors are not purely virtual). A gauge/cloud duality simplifies the
computations and shows that the gauge choice is just a particular cloud. It is possible to
dress every field insertion with a different cloud. We compare the purely virtual extension
to previous approaches to similar problems.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.11271v2

1 Introduction

The greatest success of perturbative quantum field theory relies on the theory of scattering.
However, quantum field theory is not just scattering processes. It is also off-shell correlation
functions, including correlation functions of composite fields. Gauge invariant composite
fields can be divided in two classes: those that are at least quadratic in the elementary
fields, and those that contain linear terms. It is straightforward to build representatives
of the first class, not equally easy to build composite fields of the second class. The latter
are particularly important, because they provide a complete basis of observables and can
eventually be used to replace the elementary fields altogether. In this paper we extend
quantum field theory in a way that overcomes this difficulty and preserves the fundamental
physics.

Specifically, we add purely virtual “cloud” sectors to the Yang-Mills action, built by
means of certain cloud fields and their anticommuting partners. The sectors are arranged
so as to satisfy certain “cloud symmetries”, which ensure that the scattering amplitudes
coincide with the usual ones, and the correlation functions of the ordinary fields are also
unaffected. Each field insertion in a correlation function can be rendered gauge invariant
by “dressing” it with an independent cloud. Each cloud is specified by a cloud function
and a cloud Feddeev-Popov determinant.

To ensure that the extended theory is unitary and propagates no additional degrees of
freedom, we quantize the clouds as purely virtual [1]. This way, the correlation functions
of the dressed fields satisfy the off-shell, diagrammatic version of the optical theorem.
Moreover, we show that the extended theory is renormalizable and polynomial in all the
fields except for the basic cloud fields (which are dimensionless) and their anticommuting
partners.

The extension is perturbative, and the expansion in powers of the gauge coupling g
coincides with the expansion in the number of loops. Renormalizability is proved to all
orders by means of an extended Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism and its Zinn-Justin master
equations.

Note that the dressed fields we build are invariant under infinitesimal gauge transfor-
mations, but are not required to be invariant under global gauge transformations. This is
indeed the way out to have physical non singlet states without violating unitarity.

If we wish, we can use the formalism developed here to downgrade the elementary fields
(which are not gauge invariant) to mere integration and diagrammatic tools, and use the
dressed fields (which are manifestly gauge invariant) everywhere. This way, we know from
the start that everything we compute is manifestly gauge independent.

As said, the purely virtual nature of the clouds ensures that no unwanted degrees of



freedom are propagated. This opens the way to extract physical information from the
off-shell correlation functions of the elementary fields in a systematic way. We illustrate
the basic properties of the formalism by calculating the one-loop two-point functions of the
dressed quarks and gluons, and showing that their absorptive parts are physical. When the
clouds are not purely virtual (which occurs, form example, if we quantize the cloud sectors
by means of the Feynman ie prescription), the absorptive parts are generically unphysical.

A certain gauge/cloud duality, which is sometimes helpful to simplify the computations,
shows that the usual gauge choice is ultimately nothing but a particular cloud, as long as
the gauge trivial modes are rendered purely virtual. This suggests to use a “purely virtual
gauge” as a valid alternative to the so-called physical gauges [2]. Among those, we mention
the Coulomb gauge, the temporal gauge, the light-cone gauge and, more generally, the
axial gauges. Normally, such gauges lead to mathematical complications. What they miss
is the concept of pure virtuality, although in some cases (like the Coulomb gauge), they
incorporate it by accident, so to speak. In our approach, we do not change the gauge fixing
to make it physical. Rather, we make a gauge-fixing physical by changing the prescription
we use to define it.

We compare our formalism with other approaches to similar issues available in the
literature, putting particular emphasis on the “Coulomb” approaches, that is to say, the
clouds defined by Dirac in QED [3] and those studied by Lavelle and McMullan in non-
Abelian gauge theories [4]. Earlier definitions of gauge invariant variables in Yang-Mills
theory are due to Chang [5]. Different lines of thinking exist as well, such as the 't Hooft
approach, based on composite fields and a symmetry breaking mechanism [6], and the
approach based on Wilson lines.

In a parallel paper [7], we explore similar issues in gravity.

We point out some physical applications of our results. The main one is the possibility
of studying new types of scattering processes. As said, the usual S matrix amplitudes
do not change, after the extension. Those amplitudes concern asymptotic states, which
become free in the infinite past and in the infinite future. The correlation functions of
dressed fields overcome this restriction, and allow us to define “short-distance scattering
processes” among colored states of quarks and gluons, which are the processes where the
incoming and outgoing states are not allowed (or not not have enough time) to become
free. In the same spirit, we can study transition amplitudes in Yang-Mills theories on
compact manifolds, merging the formalism of this paper with the one of [8], for situations
where the experimental apparatus surrounding the physical process actively influences the
process itself. See also [9] about this.

Experimental situations of this type are, among others, the interactions inside a quark



gluon plasma, or the interactions between quarks and gluons at distances comparable to
the proton radius, where we cannot use the notion of asymptotic state. The increasing
precision of present colliders and the colliders of new generations make us hope that in a
non dinstant future we can be less dependent on the paradigms of quantum field theory
that have dominated the scene since its birth. The formalism of this paper breaks the main
technical barriers for the undertaking of such studies, and is a first step towards devising
feasable experiments.

The processes we have just mentioned are not, or do not need to be, on the mass
shell. If treated with the usual approaches, they are gauge dependent, and unphysical.
Our results imply that we can actually define them by means of dressed fields, as long as
the dressings are purely virtual. The results we obtain are physical (i.e., gauge invariant
and gauge independent — in addition, they obey the optical theorem), but depend on
the dressing parameters, which we denote by A. These parameters do not belong to the
fundamental theory, but describe features of the experimental setup, such as experimental
resolutions, finite volume effects, finite temperature effects, dependences on a background,
or an external field, etc.

The A dependence of the results is not unexpected. Think, for example, of the correla-
tion functions built by means of Wilson lines: they depend on the Wilson lines themselves.
Another situation where the physical predictions depend on the details of the instrumen-
tation is when the amplitudes are affected by infrared divergences, which are compensated
by soft and collinear photons, gluons, or gravitons [10]. In those cases, the predictions
depend on the energy resolution and the angular resolution. Something similar occurs, to
some extent, when we observe unstable particles, like the muon [11], which do not admit
asymptotic states in a strict sense.

The A dependencies mean that it is impossible to eliminate the influence of the ob-
server on the observed phenomenon. Yet, this does not prevent us from making testable
predictions. We can eliminate the A dependences by calibrating the instrumentation, i.e.,
by sacrificing a few initial measurements to determine the values of the parameters \, after

which everything is predicted uniquely, and can be confirmed or falsified experimentally.

It is also useful to point out the differences between the goals of our approach and the
goals of other approaches to gauge theories that are available in the literature, such as
the compensator field approach [12] and the Stueckelberg approach [13]. The first one is a
rephrasing of the theory and its gauge symmetries, but does not change the cohomology
of physical observables. The second one is used to describe massive vectors. Our purpose,
instead, is to define “gauge-invariant gauge fields”, so to speak, that is to say, colored

physical states of quarks and gluons. This is possible by means of dressed fields.



The first difference between our approach and the compensator field approach is that,
after introducing the extra sectors, we still define the physical observables as being gauge
invariant: they are not required to be invariant under the extra (cloud) transformations.
The dressed fields, which are indeed cloud dependent, are built on this premise. Once we
have done that, we can consider new correlation functions (those that contain insertions
of dressed fields) and study new scattering processes (the short distance processes men-
tioned above). These goals cannot be achieved in the compensator field approach. The
correlation functions of ordinary gauge invariant composite fields (built without using the
could sector), such as 1), F, w P ete., and well as the S matrix amplitudes, instead, do
not change.

Since the dressed fields are just required to be gauge invariant, but not cloud invariant,
the extra fields become propagating. Generically, this can be dangerous: if those fields
are not treated properly, they may affect the observable spectra in undesirable ways. We
show, by means of explicit calculations, that if they are quantized by means of the usual
Feynman prescription, they inject ghosts into the theory. Since our definition of physical
fields prevents us from getting rid of them cohomologically, we must achieve the goal in a
different, non cohomological way: we make them purely virtual.

To make the whole construction work, we need to keep the usual sector and the cloud
sectors to some extent separated. In particular, the functions that define the clouds should
be gauge invariant, while the usual gauge-fixing functions should be cloud invariant. We
show that these restrictions are consistent, because they are preserved by renormalization.
Restrictions on the gauge-fixing choices are not unusual. A familiar one is adopted in the
context of the background field method, where the gauge-fixing must be invariant under

the background transformations.

We recall that purely virtual particles, also called fake particles, or “fakeons”, are de-
fined by a new diagrammatics [1], which takes advantage of the possibility of splitting
the usual optical theorem [14] into independent, algebraic spectral optical identities. Each
identity is associated with a different (multi)threshold. By removing subsets of such identi-
ties, and projecting the whole theory to the physical subspace, certain degrees of freedom
can be removed at all energies, while preserving unitarity and the optical theorem in a
manifest way. The main application of this idea is the formulation of a consistent theory
of quantum gravity [15], which is observationally testable due to its predictions in infla-
tionary cosmology [16]. At the phenomenological level, fakeons evade common constraints
that limit the employment of normal particles [17, 18].

Throughout the paper we work with the dimensional regularization [19], ¢ = 4 - D

denoting the difference between the physical dimension and the continued one.



The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we give the basic definitions that are
necessary to build the cloud sectors. In section 3 we recall the standard Batalin-Vilkovisky
formalism for gauge theories, and the Zinn-Justin master equation. In section 4 we extend
the formalism and the master equation to define the cloud sector. In section 5 we show that
the ordinary correlation functions of elementary and composite fields are unaffected by the
cloud sector. In section 6 we prove the same for the S matrix amplitudes. In section 7 we
build the correlation functions of the dressed fields. In section 8 we prove that the cloud
sector and the gauge-trivial sector are related by a certain duality relation. In section 9 we
add several copies of the could sector and show that each insertion in a correlation function
can be dressed with its own, independent cloud. In section 10 we define the absorptive
parts and study their properties. In section 11 we compute the two-point function of the
dressed fermions at one loop with a covariant cloud and show that its absorptive part is
unphysical. In section 12 we overcome this difficulty by introducing purely virtual clouds.
In section 13 we repeat the analysis for the two-point function of the dressed gauge fields,
and show that the absorptive part is physical, if purely virtual clouds are used. In section
14 we prove that the extended theory is renormalizable, and show how the renormalization
works in detail. In section 15 we compare our approach with other approaches available in
the literature. Section 16 contains the conclusions, while appendix A contains the notation
and some useful formulas. In appendix B we prove that the dressed fields are unique. In

appendix C we study how the cloud independence goes through renormalization.

2 The cloud field, its anticommuting partner, and the
dressed fields

In this section we lay out the basic notions that are needed to build the cloud sectors. For
definiteness, we consider Yang-Mills theory with gauge group G = SU(N,) and quarks v
in the fundamental representation.

The dressings can be easily worked out, once the theory contains a field U (z), with

values in G, that transforms as
o\U = —igUA (2.1)

under a gauge transformation. Here, A(x) = A?(x)T* are the parameters of the transfor-
mation and 7% are the Hermitian matrices of the fundamental representation.

For example, if v is a fermion, the product U ¥ is obviously gauge invariant, because
(2.1) and the t transformation law dx1) = igA imply 04 (U1)) = 0. Nevertheless, it is not

convenient to use U as an elementary field for the perturbative expansion, since we also



need the inverse matrix U-1. It is better to write U = e9¢, and define ¢ = ¢°T as the
fundamental “cloud field”.
The gauge transformation 0,¢ of ¢ can be derived from (2.1). A version of the

Campbell-Baker-Hausdorff formula reads

oo (_ d )n 1 _e—adX
de¥ =¥ 3 Cad)" g 12 Gy 2.2
= Y T (22)
where adxY = [X, Y], X and Y being matrices or operators. After rearranging the formula
into the form

dX = adx e Xde™,

1—eadx
we apply it with U = e7999, X = —ig¢, de™ - 6,U, d¢ - d5¢. This way, the desired ¢ gauge
transformation is easily found. It reads
1gad
5r0= s N = R(6.0) = TR (6,A)

2

=A-Zio.01-L(o.[6,A1]+ O(). (23

For the moment, we define the cloud field ¢ as a field that transforms according to this
law. In the next sections we introduce it at the level of the action, derive its Feynman
rules and study its diagrammatic properties.

It is possible to check the closure of the transformation, i.e.,

[0a,05]d = 0_igia, 519, (2.4)

where —ig[A,X] = gT@ fabeAbYe,
The gauge-invariant dressed fields are
A Tl L B -1y - asigad 1—eo2ds
Au=UA U + EU(&LU )=e * Ay - W(auﬁb)a

Pa=e"9%, g = 1he'?. (2.5)

The explicit expression of A,4 is obtained by means of (2.2) and eXYe X = eadxY,

It is easy to prove that the fields (2.5) are indeed gauge invariant: 0xA,q = dat0q =
Sathg = 0. It is also possible to prove (see appendix B) that they are unique, given the ¢
transformation law.

It is also crucial to introduce an anticommuting partner H = H%T® of ¢, transforming

as

SR (), A)

SAH® = HP 2

(2.6)



The consistency of this transformation law can be readily proved from its closure:

dR(p,N) SR*(¢,X) b e 2R (¢, %)
550 550 +H°R (¢’A)75¢b5¢c -(A<X)

o1 (), %) SR (¢, A)
= Hb_( (b N)— "L —)
SR($, —ig[A, ¥ )
( 5¢b[ Do s s, (2.7)
We have used (2.6) in the first line, (2.4) in the second line and (2.6) again in the last step.

We have achieved what we wanted, that is to say, define gauge-invariant dressings for

[6a,05]H" = H®

i CR(6T)

= HY

quarks and gluons. However, we have done it at the cost of introducing new fields: the
cloud field ¢ and its anticommuting partner H. The next problem is to include the extra
fields into the action, and ensure that:

a) the extension does not change the fundamental physics;

b) in particular, no unphysical degrees of freedom propagate.

The field H plays a crucial role to achieve objective a). Specifically, we use it to endow
the cloud sector with a certain symmetry, which ensures that the correlation functions of
the undressed fields are unmodified (despite the presence of nontrivial interactions between
them and the extra fields), and so are the S matrix amplitudes. Moreover, we render the
extra fields purely virtual, to ensure that requirement b) is manifestly fulfilled as well.

We also want to preserve locality, renormalizability and unitarity, and do everything
without affecting the usual structure of the perturbative expansion. In particular, the
expansion in powers of the gauge coupling ¢g should coincide with the expansion in the

number of loops.

3 Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism and Zinn-Justin mas-

ter equation

In this section we recall the standard formalism to treat gauge theories. In the next sections
we generalize it to build the cloud sector.

We start from the classical action

Sd(A,@,zp)=—i[FgVFWa+[1E(WDH—m)¢ (3.1)

of a non-Abelian gauge theory with gauge group SU(N.), coupled to matter. For con-
creteness, we assume that the matter sector is made of fermions ¢ in the fundamental
representation, D,y = 0,4 —ig A, being their covariant derivative. The specific form of

Seq is not important for the formalism we are going to develop. However, (3.1) will be
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used in the explicit computations of this paper. We do not write the measure dPx of the
spacetime integrals explicitly, when no confusion can arise.

We introduce the set of fields ®* = (A,,C,C, B,1,1), where A, = T*A¢ are the gauge
fields, C'= C%T* are the Faddeev-Popov ghosts [20], B = BT are the Nakanishi-Lautrup
Lagrange multipliers [21] and C' = C%T® are the antighosts. The superscript a collects all
the indices. To have control on the Ward-Takahashi-Slavnov-Taylor identities [22] to all
orders in a compact form, we use the Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism [23].

We couple sources K = (K'), Ko, K¢, Kp, Ky, Kj) to the field transformations by

means of the functional
S (®,K) = - f (DHC)“K§“+g [ FaeCtCe RS — g f UCK; —ig f K0 - [ BUKY,
(3.2)

where D, C® = 0,C® + g f* Ab,C* is the covariant derivative of C. Precisely, the infinites-

imal field transformations are

0, Sk
0ADP* =0(Sk, D) =-0 3.3
A ( K> ) SKo’ ( )
where A = 0C, 0 is a constant anticommuting (Grassmann) variable and
~ X &Y 0, X 51Y)
(X,Y) = [ (6<I>a K SK* 5o (3:4)

are the Batalin-Vilkovisky antiparentheses [23], the subscripts r and [ denoting the right
and left derivatives, respectively.

The closure of the algebra of transformations is encoded into the identities
(SKvsK):(]? (SK7(5K7X)):O (35)

for every X. The Jacobi identity satisfied by the antiparentheses [23] implies that the two
properties just stated are equivalent. The second one is called nilpotence relation.

The gauge-fixed action reads
ng(CI)) :Sd(A/lanw) + (SK>\II((I>))> (36)

where WU (®) is a certain functional that fixes the gauge, commonly known as “gauge

fermion”. A typical form of W(®) is
U(P) = [ o (G“(A) . %B“), (3.7)

where G(A) is the gauge-fixing function. For example, the covariant gauge is the one
with G*(A) = 0" A%, which gives
A - 1 _
(S 0)= [ B (8“AZ+§B“)— [ crorpco - [ (0a)’- [ G0yt 39)

9



where the arrow denotes the integration over B%. The gauge-fixed action then reads

Se(@) =5 [ FaFee s [iieD,-myp- o [ (ran) = [ coorp,en (39)

Other gauge choices will be considered in the paper.

To have control on the renormalization of the gauge transformations, it is useful to
include them as composite fields. This is achieved by adding Sk to the gauge-fixed action
and working with the new action

S(D,K) = Sye(®) + Sie (D, K). (3.10)
The identities (3.5) imply that S(®, K') satisfies the Zinn-Justin equation [24]
(S,8) =0, (3.11)

also known as master equation. Formula (3.11) collects the gauge invariance of the classical
action, the triviality of the gauge-fixing sector, and the closure of the gauge algebra. The
Jacobi identity implies the nilpotence relation (S, (S, X)) =0 for every X.

4 Cloud sector

In this section we define the cloud sector. The idea is to add the cloud field ¢ to the action,
but trivialize its presence, in some sense, by means of a new symmetry (which we call cloud
symmetry), built with the anticommuting partner H, so as to keep the correlation functions
built without involving the cloud sector and the S matrix elements unchanged.

The goal is achieved as follows. First, we introduce a new set of fields &« = (¢, He, He,
E9) and the sources K& = (K“,K}%I,K%,K%) coupled to their transformations, where H
can be understood as “cloud Faddeev-Popov ghosts”, E are new Lagrange multipliers and
H are the cloud antighosts. Second, we extend the definition (3.4) of antiparentheses to
include the new sector:

X oY 46X o0y 6X0Y 0,X &Y
(XY):f( o SR o SR O )
0P K> K0P §PafKe SK* P

Third, we collect the transformations of the old and new fields into the functionals

SR(¢,C)

Siauge f Ra((b C Ka f Hb 6¢b KH,
S}:}oud _ / HaK(t; _ / EGK}{, S;({)t _ S}g?uge + S}:}oud’ (41)

where R%(¢,C), defined in (2.3), is just another way to write dc¢®. The first functional
collects the gauge transformations (2.3) and (2.6) of ¢ and H, while the second functional

10



encodes the cloud transformations, which are the most general shifts of ¢ and H. For

example, the total transformation of ¢ is
an@® =0(SR" %) = -0H" + R*(¢,A) = =H"* + 559",

where H = 0H can be viewed as an arbitrary function that translates the cloud field ¢.

It is easy to check the identities
(S, 550) = (S, 5 = 0, (12)

which express the closures of the algebras of the gauge and cloud transformations. The
first identity follows from (3.5), (2.4) and (2.7).
We can also check the closure of the combined transformations, i.e.,

(SR, SR = (S, 55) = 0. (4.3)
The proof follows from

(S;}O“d, S%(auge) _ f 57,5;%01“1 5l5}f{auge B 57*5%011(1 5l5«§{auge o
0H® 5Ky 0K?  0¢r

The following identities also hold:

S%{auge =Sy - (S}:}oud’ f Ra(¢, C)K?{) ’ S}:}oud _ _ (S}:}oud’ f gbakg + / Ha[}'z) )
(4.4)
They show that the two functionals S% "¢ - Sk and S5 are “cohomologically exact”

under the cloud symmetry, i.e., they have the form (S¢°" local functional).

4.1 The cloud and the total action

To specify the cloud we want to use, we add (5%, 0) to the action, where U(®, ®) is the

“cloud fermion”. A typical form of it is
W@.d)= [ A (va(¢,A) N %E) | (4.5)

where V(¢p, A) denotes the “cloud-fixing function”, i.e., the function that defines the
cloud. We assume that V¢ is gauge invariant,

(SE V) =0, (SE0) =0, (46)

In practice, V(¢, A) depends on ¢ and A, only through the dressed gauge field A,q.
Sometimes, with an abuse of notation, we just write V¢(A,q). More generally, V* may

depend on the other dressed fields as well.
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The gauge fermion (3.7) was implicitly assumed to be cloud invariant, because it was
built before adding the extra sectors. This is an assumption we have to maintain after the
extension, and will be crucial for the construction of the correlation functions of the dressed
fields. In the end, the cloud-fermion must be gauge invariant and the gauge-fermion must
be cloud invariant.

We find

SVa(p, A)
S

Note that the last term provides a sort of Faddeev-Popov determinant for the cloud, which

(St b) = (S ) fE“(V“(qb A) +;\E) JR e (N Ry

is crucial for the properties that we want to prove.

The total action of the extended theory is then
Siot (P, K, @, ) = Sog + (S18, U + 1) + Stet (4.8)
and satisfies its own master equation
(Stot, Stot) = 0. (4.9)

Note that Sy, is separately gauge invariant and cloud invariant, since equations (4.2), (4.3)
and (4.6) imply
(SE", Shot) = (S%OUdaStot) =0. (4.10)

Finally, using (4.4) we can write
St (D, K, &, K) = S(®, K)+ (55, ©), @:\if—f Ra(¢,0)f<;;—f ¢af<g—f aeKe

which shows that the difference between the total action and the ordinary action S(®, K)

of formula (3.10) is exact under the cloud symmetry.

4.2 Covariant cloud and propagators

To make explicit calculations, we need to choose the could function. There is a large

arbitrariness in this choice. A convenient starting point is the covariant cloud
Ve(op,A) = 0" AL, (4.11)

Other choices will be considered later on.

Formula (4.7) then gives

s
(51t §) = (gelowd \p)_-% [(@a)-[ (0 ) S, (4.12)

12



after integrating E out. To the lowest order, (4.12) reads

(50, 0) =5 [ (@400 s [@ R0 +0). (013

Together with (3.9), this expression allows us to derive the propagators in the covariant
framework. We find

(A2 () AL (p))o -0 ( - LN

), ()T (p)) = ™)

P2 +ie D2+ i€ p?—m?+ie’
Ajab /(O + \)dab
(A%(p)d*(—p))o = —ﬁ, (0" (p)¢"(-p))o = —%, (4.14)

plus the ghost propagators. With an abuse of notation, we use the same symbols for the
fields and their Fourier transforms, since the meaning is clear from the context. For the
moment, we use the Feynman ie prescription for every pole. Later on we switch to the
purely virtual (fakeon) prescription for the cloud poles.

The correlation functions of the dressed fields do not suffer from infrared divergences
(even without advocating the properties of the dimensional regularization), although the
denominators of some propagators contain the square of p?. A quick way to prove this
statement is by noting that there exists a gauge choice (A = —5\) where such problems
are manifestly absent. Indeed, the concerning denominators are only those originated by
(6°(p)#*(~p))o, which vanishes for A = —-X. Since the dressed correlation functions are
gauge independent, they are also infrared finite. With more general gauge choices (such
as \ # —5\), the infrared divergences cancel out among different diagrams contributing to

the same order.

5 Cloud independence of the ordinary correlation func-

tions

In this section and the next one we prove the cloud independence of the non-cloud sector.
We start by showing that the ordinary correlation functions are unaffected by the clouds.
This also ensures that the renormalization of the fundamental (i.e., non-cloud) sector of
the theory is the same as usual.

The generating functional of the correlation functions is
Zin(J K, J, K) = f[d@dci]exp (z’Smt(q),K,(f),K') +z[ OO J 4+ [ éaja) (5.1)

and Wi (J, K, J, f() = —iln Zio(J, K, J, f() is the generating functional of the connected

ones. The functional derivatives of Z, or Wi with respect to the sources J¢, calculated
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at J = K = 0, are the ordinary correlation functions of the elementary fields (and their

transformations). They are collected in

Ztot(J,K,0,0):f[dQDd(f)]exp (z’S((I),K)+i(S§}°“d,\if)+if®aJa)

_ [ [dD]exp (iS((I),K)H’ f <I>aJa) [ [dB]eiSE D). (5.2)

We want to prove that this expression coincides with the ordinary generating functional,
thanks to the identity
f [AB]ef ™) = 1, (5.3)

Using (4.7) and integrating over the cloud ghosts and antighosts, the left-hand side of

(5.3) becomes i
[[d¢dE]exp (Z[E(V+%E))det[?;b]
1= [ [Qlexp (—§ / (Q“—E“)z),
5‘/“].

[[d¢deE]ef% /@) exp (Z [ EY(V*+ S\Qa)) det [W

Integrating on the Lagrange multipliers E, we obtain a functional § function, and conclude

J1aQue21@7 [ (aols(ve 3@ den 557 | = [ laQre /@ 1

Inserting

it also becomes

as desired.
Note that the cloud Faddeev-Popov determinant is crucial to trivialize the ¢ integral.
Without it, the cloud sector would affect the non-cloud one and change the fundamental

theory.

6 Cloud independence of the S matrix amplitudes

Now we prove that the scattering amplitudes of the dressed fields coincide with the usual
scattering amplitudes (of undressed fields). Specifically, the clouds have no effect on shell,
when the polarizations are attached to the amputated external legs.

First, consider a generic theory of scalar fields ¢, described by some classical action
S(p). If O(p) denotes a composite field that is at least quadratic in ¢, the connected

two-point function of ¢’ = ¢ + O(p) can be decomposed, in momentum space, as

(') = {ple) + (Ol ) ele) + (pl)(plO) + (OO) + (Olph{vl#) (2| O)
=[1+{Ol)]* {ple) + (O|O). (6.1)
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Here and below, a vertical bar is used to separate the (elementary or composite) field of
momentum p (to the left) from the one of momentum —p (to the right). The symbol (:--)
collects the “nonamputable” diagrams, which are those that do not contain propagators of
momentum p. The first equality of identity (6.1) can be easily proved diagrammatically.

Formula (6.1) shows that the location of the pole is the same in (¢|p) and (¢'|¢’).
We write it as p? = mgh, where my), denotes the physical mass (possibly equipped with an
imaginary part, if the particle is unstable). On the other hand, the residue at the pole
may change. Precisely, we have

17 o 17’
(olp) = R ('|¢") = 7 i

where Z is the usual normalization factor and

2" = Z [1+{Olo)] e

ph

is the new normalization factor.
Now, consider the correlation functions that contain more than two ¢’ insertions. Sin-

gling out one insertion at a time, the diagrammatics easily gives

(' rest) = [1+ (Olp)] {p]p)(prest) + (Orest),

where the nonamputation (--+)) only refers to the leg under consideration. Thus, the identity

2 ] 2 2
-—m, J Pg—m h
= Spl(pa) )on shell = (H = Sp(pa)>on—shell (62)

Yo
(] —=2- _ e vh
1:[1 V Z’ a=1 \/Z
holds, which proves that the S matrix amplitudes do not change when we make a (pertur-
bative) change of field variables from ¢ to ¢’.
Applying this result to the cloud extension of Yang-Mills theory, we obtain, in momen-

tum space

J

<ﬁk%a;g<ki>z4md<mﬁasad@axpa— D0(p2) LT (@) = 7t ()

i=1

S

n J

= ([T k2t (k) Ay, () H D)= )0 [T (=7 (@), (63

1=1

where p = y#p, and /m denotes the physical mass. The polarizations (k) and wu,(p)
satisfy k,e”(k) =0 and (p—)us(p) = 0 and include the normalization factors 1/v/Z. The
“dressed” polarizations €/{(k) and wus(p) are the same, apart from having normalization
factors 1//Z'. By the theorem proved in the previous section, the right-hand side of (6.3)

is cloud independent and coincides with the usual S matrix amplitude.

15



Two differences between (6.2) and (6.3) deserve to be singled out. Formulas (2.5)
show that the expansion of A,4 contains a linear contribution -0,¢, besides A, itself, plus
nonlinear terms. Thus, A,q is not of the form ¢’ = ¢ + O(y). Nevertheless, the linear
term —0,¢ becomes ik, ¢(k), after the Fourier transform, and is killed by the polarization
e#(k). This means that € (k)A,q(k) is of the required form, apart from an unimportant
normalization factor.

Second, we are not comparing correlation functions of the same theory, as in (6.2). We
are jumping from one theory (the extended one, to which the left-hand side of (6.3) refers)
to another theory (the non extended one, to which the right-hand side of (6.3) refers).
This is possible, thanks to the result of the previous section.

In the end, the product k%ef{(k)A,q(k) is gauge invariant (and gauge independent, for

the arguments we give below) and its dressing is trivial:
T K2l () (A (K)) = i 26 ()4, (k)-~).

The same result holds for the fermions and any other elementary fields, if present.

The identity (6.3) proves that the ordinary theory of scattering can be rephrased as
a theory of scattering of dressed fields. We could even forget about the ordinary fields
altogether, and always work with dressed fields, which have the advantage of being mani-
festly gauge invariant. In so doing, both gauge invariance and gauge independence become
manifest.

A straightforward consequence is that the usual S-matrix amplitudes are gauge in-
dependent. With the usual methods, the proof of this result is relatively simple in the

Abelian case, but more demanding in the non-Abelian one [25].

7 Dressed correlation functions

In this section we study the correlation functions of the dressed fields. A way to deal
with their insertions systematically is by coupling them to new sources and extending the

generating functionals again. We replace the action Sy inside (5.1) by
Stot = Stot + [ (JSLAud + Jypatha + @Eded) , (7.1)

and denote the extended generating functionals by Z&F(J, K, J,K,Jq) = exp(iWEH(J, K,
J,K,Jq)). Note that the extended action is gauge invariant, since (4.10) implies

(SE™, Sier) = 0. (7.2)

The correlation functions of the dressed fields are the functional derivatives with respect

to the dressed sources Jg = (J, Jya, Jypa)-
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7.1 Gauge independence

It is straightforward to prove that the dressed correlation functions, collected in the func-
tional Z&t(Jg) = exp(iWEH(Jq)) = Z285(0,0,0,0, Jq), are gauge independent.
Assume that the gauge fermion ¥ depends on some gauge-fixing parameter \. A

derivative with respect to A amounts to an insertion of an S%"*°-exact functional:

a auge
STV () = ((SE" 00)) - pieo (73)

where Wy = 0¥ /OX. We want to show that the right-hand side of this identity vanishes.

Consider (V) ;_x_j-ji-o and perform a change of field variables
OB = O(SEE B), 5D = O(SEE, B,

in the functional integral that defines the numerator of the average. Because of (7.2),

which also implies (S5, S| ,c_j_o) = 0, everything is invariant, but ¥,. Thus,

0= <5‘I’/\>J:K:j:f<:0 = 9((5?%07 “I’/\»J:K:J:f(:o’ (7-4)

as we wished to prove. Gauge independence will be verified explicitly in the computations

of the next sections. In section 14 we prove that it survives the renormalization.

8 Gauge/cloud duality

In this section we prove a gauge/cloud duality, which relates the gauge-trivial sector of the
theory to the cloud sector.
We start by deriving the could transformation of the dressed gauge field from (2.1) and
(2.5). The result is
(SﬁgtaAud) = (S;}Oud>Aud) = D,,(Aa)Ha, (8.1)

where D, (Aq) denotes the covariant derivative, evaluated on the dressed field Aq4. Instead,

efigad¢ -1

Ha= =2 (5P, 0)0 = “O(53,07) = (82)

—igad,

denotes the dressed cloud ghost H. In the last step of (8.2) we have used (2.2) with X =ig¢.
It is easy to check that Hy is indeed gauge invariant, (S% ©°, Hq) = 0. We see that the
could transformation of A4 is analogous to the gauge transformation of A,, provided the

dressed fields replace the undressed ones. By inverting (8.2), we obtain
H = R(-¢, Ha). (8.3)
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Similarly, when we work out the cloud transformation of Hy, we find that it mimics

the gauge transformation of C"
(Sed Hy) = igHqHq. (8.4)
We can also introduce the dressed Faddeev-Popov ghosts

Ca= R(5,C) =12

_ eigad¢

C= (Sj%(augov(b)v (85)

which are clearly gauge invariant. Their cloud transformations read

R (pa, Hy)

(S, C) = (SE™' H°) = (SE™ (-0, 1) = ~Ch e (3.6)
d
having defined ¢q = —¢ and used (8.3).
Next, we consider the change of field variables
D, P - Dy, Py (8.7)

from undressed fields to dressed fields, by means of the definitions (2.5), (8.2), (8.5) and
¢q = —¢, leaving all the other fields unchanged: Cq = C, By = B, Hy = H and E4 = E.
The transformations (8.7) are perturbatively local, which means that when we use them
as changes of field variables in the functional integral, the Jacobian determinant is equal
to one (using the dimensional regularization).

To ensure that all the properties derived so far continue to hold, we need to preserve
the antiparentheses. We can achieve this goal by embedding (8.7) into a canonical trans-
formation

D0, K, K - &g, g, Ky, K4, (8.8)

of the Batalin-Vilkovisky type. Its generating functional is
F(®,,Kq, Kq) = [ Da(P, D) Ky + [ Dg(®, ) Kq.

At the practical level, the whole operation amounts to work out the transformations
of the dressed fields, which we have already done, and couple them to the dressed sources.
Using (8.1), (8.4) and (8.6), we find

S}g?ugezfcgkgd_[BgKgd,
S;}OUd:—f(DM(Ad)Hd)aKZZ"'%ffabcHgHSK%d_ig/.@EdeKJ’d_ig‘[Kwde@bd
_ - OR*(¢a; Ha) .,
—/EgKgd—fR“(éd,Hd)Kngf/Cg%f%d-
d
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We see that (8.8) switches the gauge transformations and the cloud transformations.
Similarly, it exchanges the roles of the gauge-fixing function G* and the cloud function
Va: GYA(p,Aq)) < V4(Ag). An important caveat of such an exchange is that it un-
derstands that the prescription adopted for the gauge-trivial sector is exchanged with the
prescription adopted for the cloud sector.
For example, choosing the covariant gauge in (3.7) and the covariant cloud in (4.5), we

have

= £ S {2 Py a A a T rrTa a 5\ a
U= [ Cy (8“(UdAHdUd1 + ;Ud(ﬁuUdl)) + §Bd), U= [ H§ (8”Aud + EEd) :
(8.9)
where Uy = exp(~igpq) = UL

Collecting the various pieces together, the dual action reads

Sun= =7 [ FRCADF(Aa)+ [ Galir Dy(Aa) =m)a+ (S W+ F) + S (8.10)

Using the duality just proved, it is possible to simplify the calculations of the correlation
functions of the dressed fields. Actually, if we choose a unique cloud for every insertion
(see next section for the generalization to multiclouds), the correlation functions of the
dressed fields coincide with the correlation functions of the undressed fields in a specific
gauge.

This property can be proved by applying the canonical transformation (8.8) to the
dressed correlation functions. The result is an identical correlation function where the
dressed fields are replaced by the undressed ones, the gauge-fixing is replaced by the cloud
and the cloud is replaced by the gauge-fixing. For example, if we use the covariant gauge

(3.9) and the covariant cloud function (4.11), we obtain

(Apa(zr)-Apa(@n) a(yn)-a(y;)Ya(z1)-va(z;))
= (A (z1) Ay, (@) (Y1) (y;) ¥ (1)1 (25)) s (8.11)

This property will be verified in the computations of the next sections. It ensures that the
left-hand side (which does not depend on A by gauge independence), can be worked out
by replacing A with A in the undressed correlation function appearing on the right-hand
side (which does not depend on A by cloud independence).

Typically, the left-hand side of (8.11) receives contributions from a huge number of
diagrams. However, the identity (8.11) implies that most contributions cancel out in the
end. For example, the two-point function of the dressed gauge field amounts to just one
diagram, if it is computed as the right-hand side of (8.11), but tenths of diagrams if it is
computed as the left-hand side of (8.11).
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9 Multiclouds

In this section we extend the formalism of the previous ones by adding several copies of
the could sector. This allows us to dress each insertion, in a correlation function, with its
own cloud, independently of the clouds of the other insertions.

We introduce many cloud fields ¢¢, where i labels the copies, together with their anti-
commuting partners H' (the cloud ghosts), the antighosts H? and the Lagrange multipliers
Ei, collected in the list ®i = (¢f, H, H, E'). Then we couple sources K to their trans-
formations, which include the gauge transformations and the cloud transformations of each
copy. We collect them in the functionals

. o R (¢",C
Siauge — SK _ Z f Ra(¢z’ C)ng / Hbz (S(QQ:M )

S}:}oudi _ [(Haikgi _ Eaik}g{i)’ S}:}oud _ Z S;}oudz’ S;?t _ S%{auge n S;}oud' (91)

al
KH’

Finally, we extend the definition (3.4) of antiparentheses to include all the copies:

Cr[ax &y 66X aY (6TX Y 56X (w)
(X’Y)‘f [5@«5}«« 5Ka5<1>a+; §boi GRSt §dei ) | 92

It is easy to check that the identities (4.2) and (4.3) continue to hold. The total cloud

fermion can be just the sum of the cloud fermions of each copy. We take

U(0,)=>V, P,= [H(V E) (9.3)
where V7 are the gauge invariant cloud functions: (S%"° V%) = 0. For simplicity, we also
assume that each V¢ depends on the ith cloud field ¢ only (besides A,,), i.e., different
cloud sectors are not mixed by the cloud functions. It can be proved that renormalization
preserves the unmixing (see section 14).

The total action of the extended theory is still (4.8), and satisfies (4.9) and (4.10).
Moreover,
(Sghoudi G ) =0 (9.4)

for every 1.

We can always build gauge invariant functions with two cloud fields, since the product
U (aSj)U (p) = Ujk is gauge invariant for every 7 and k. We have no powerful control on
how such functions propagate through the operations we make, once they are turned on.
The cloud unmixing just mentioned is an important simplification, as long as we can prove

that it is not ruined by renormalization and our own manipulations.
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The correlation functions that do not contain insertions of some cloud sector are in-
dependent of that sector. Indeed, the proof of (5.3) can be repeated for every sector
separately. The multicloud propagators can be easily derived using this property. Con-
sider, for example, the case of two clouds. Denote the cloud fields by ¢; and ¢, and choose
the cloud fermions (4.5) with parameters A;, Ay, and the covariant cloud functions (4.11).
Finally, choose the covariant gauge (3.8). Then, the propagators (4.14) hold in each sector.

In addition, we have
iNO
(p* +i€)*

(¢']67) = (A(!0") = M{d%[6%)) = - (9.5)

)\1 - )\2
The identity (9.5) is easily proved from the sum
1

— [y - [ (@ az)’,

2)\1 2>\2

which shows that, at the quadratic level, the combination ¢! — ¢? decouples from A, and
from the combination Xo@! + A;¢2. This implies (¢! — ¢2| Aot + \1$2)o = 0. Note that (9.5)
may suggest that the cloud sectors mix. Nevertheless, renormalization does not mix them,
as shown in section 14.

The correlation functions of dressed fields can be studied by means of the extension
S = St + X [ (I Al 4 Tl + BiT i), (9.6)

where Aid, i and ¢! denote the dressed fields of the ith cloud sector.
The gauge/cloud duality is less powerful in the presence of many clouds. It can be used
to eliminate one cloud, or a combination of clouds, but not all of them. For example, a

correlation function

(AL (1) AT (@) 0 ()0 () 0070 ()05 (), (9.7)

with different clouds for every field, can be converted into

(A (21) AP (1) A (2) 68 ()08 () 087 (1) (), (9.8)

by means of a canonical transformation of the form (8.8), which turns the first dressed
field into its undressed version. The clouds of the other insertions are redefined as a
consequence. We have emphasized this by means of primes in (9.8).

These operations preserve the unmixing, after further redefinitions of the cloud fields

themselves. Indeed, the transformation (8.8) leads to

A =G AT + 000,03, 0> 1

3

Q
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To restore the unmixing, after relabeling Afii) as A, it is sufficient to define the new ith
cloud field ¢.(¢;,¢1), i > 1, so as to have U;; = exp(—ig¢}).

The proof that the usual correlation functions are cloud independent, given in section
5, can be straightforwardly generalized to the multicloud case. Similarly, the proof of for-
mula (6.3), which states that the S matrix amplitudes coincide with the usual ones, can
be generalized to the case where each insertion is dressed by means of its own, indepen-
dent cloud. Note that each insertion may require a different normalization factor 1/v/Z’,

depending on the cloud.

10 Absorptive parts

In this section we define the absorptive parts of the off-shell correlation functions that
contain insertions of dressed fields, and study their properties.

If S = 1+iT denotes the S matrix, the (amputated, connected) diagrams give i7" and the
amplitudes are T'. If the unitarity equation SST =1 holds, it implies —2Re[iT'] = TTT > 0.
A virtue of the identity —2Re[iT'] = TTT, known as optical theorem, is that it holds
diagram by diagram (which means: if we replace i7" by any diagram we want, and 7T’
by a suitable sum of “cut diagrams”, built with “cut propagators”, the usual vertices and
their complex conjugates [14]). It also holds without putting the external legs on shell.
Moreover, as shown in ref. [1], it splits into many independent, purely algebraic spectral
optical identities, because different thresholds do not talk to one another.

It also holds with non amputated diagrams. To see this, it is sufficient to attach
fictitious vertices to the legs that we do not want to amputate. At the practical level, this
amounts to multiplying each of them by a factor —i. The identity —2Re[iT'] = TTT also
holds with insertions of local composite fields (which can be attached to other fictitious
vertices — for this reason, each of them brings a further factor —i). Combining elementary
and composite fields, the identity also holds with insertions of dressed fields (each of which
must be multiplied by —).

We define the absorptive part of an off-shell correlation function, with or without
insertions of dressed fields, as minus twice the real part of its amputated version, multiplied
by the polarizations and the normalization factors v/Z of the external states. It is expected
to be nonnegative if the unitarity equation SST =1 holds, by the arguments given above.
In our calculations, the factors v/Z can be set to one, since the absorptive parts we are
going to compute vanish at the tree level. Note that more polarizations may be allowed
off shell than on shell.

The extended action S& is local and Hermitian. However, formula (4.13) shows that
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the cloud fields ¢¢ (which are dimensionless) do not have ordinary kinetic terms, but
higher-derivative ones. For this reason, unitarity and the diagrammatic optical theorem
are guaranteed to hold only if we use the fakeon prescription and projection for the cloud
fields (see below). If not, we expect to find unphysical absorptive parts. The results of our

computations confirm these claims.

11 Dressed fermion self-energy

In this section and the next two we illustrate the properties proved so far in explicit
calculations. We concentrate on the two-point functions of the gauge fields and the fermions
to order ¢?, which means one loop. For simplicity, we use the same cloud for all the
insertions. We compare several types of clouds, gauge-fixings and prescriptions.

The four-leg vertices, which are multiplied by ¢2, contribute only to tadpoles, which
vanish using the dimensional regularization. Ignoring them, it is sufficient to expand the
dressed fields (2.5) and the cloud action to order g. We find

Apa=Au-0u0- %g[cb, 24, - 0,01+ O(g%),  a =7 —igey + O(g*).

For the moment, we concentrate on the covariant clouds and the covariant gauge-fixings,

and use the Feynman ie prescription everywhere. The cloud action (4.12) reads

(S}:}oud’ \i]) — _% [ (aMAZ _ D¢a)2 + %fabc [ (8M8VAZ - D8V¢a) ¢b(2Ach - 8,,<Z>C)

v [@ )@ty =S5 [ [(0H")60 - 20" H) (AL - 0,6)] HE + O(gP)11.1)

The two-point function of the dressed gauge fields is calculated in section 13. Here we

concentrate on the two-point function of the dressed fermion, which reads

(v 1) = (016) {001 ) g 0|0} +a 2 0wlh0)- L6201 8) -2 (wl66?)+Og"). (112)

The diagrams contributing to the right-hand side of (11.2) are shown in fig. 1. We restrict
to the massless limit, which makes the formulas more explicit.

The last two diagrams of fig. 1 are tadpoles, which vanish using the dimensional
regularization. We have included them just to show that (1q|tq) in not plagued by infrared
problems, no matter what regularization we use. The reason is that the denominators
~ 1/(p?)? (which give potential infrared divergences with a generic regularization technique)
cancel out among the last three diagrams. Their cancellation can be verified by taking the
loop momentum to zero. In that limit, a fermion propagator iv#p,/(p? + i€) factors out

and all the diagrams become identical tadpoles. Since last two are multiplied by —¢?/2,
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— t=F Tt

Figure 1: Two-point function of the dressed fermion to order g2. The dashed line denotes
the cloud field ¢

while the third to last one is multiplied by ¢2, the total vanishes. We have not included
other tadpole diagrams, because they vanish identically (they factorize the trace of T or
a contraction like fabb),

The second diagram is the ordinary fermion self-energy. Added to the tree propagator,

it gives

_ Ay 2 2 _
(019) = S [1- L2 S (2 - i) ]+ O, (113
where € =4 - D and D is the continued spacetime dimension. The remaining diagrams of
fig. 1 give )
7, g2(A = X) N2~ 1
p?+ie 8m2e 2N,

(-=p* —ie)=* + O(g"), (11.4)
so in total we get

ivp [, gPA N2Z-1
P2+ i€ 8m2e 2N,

(Yala) = (=p* —ie) [+ O(g"). (11.5)
The dependence on the gauge-fixing parameter A has disappeared, as expected. Neverthe-
less, the result depends on the choice of the cloud, through the parameter \.

We see that

(thala) = (W) L5,

in agreement with (8.11).

The renormalization of (14|tq) requires the counterterm

g25\ N2-1 - iyt
872c 2N, vy e

Jia. (11.6)

However, there is no need to insert it explicitly into the action S of (7.1). As the nonlocal
nature of (11.6) suggests, (11.6) is generated automatically by the Legendre transform
that relates the generating functional I'{ of the one-particle irreducible diagrams to the

generating functional Wt of the connected Green functions.
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After renormalization, we take ¢ to zero and find

iYPPu 925\ N2 -

1
= In(-p? —i 4. 11.

(thalVa)r

Now we extract the absorptive part of this expression. Since we have prescribed every
field a la Feynman, the arguments of the previous section alert us that the result might be
unphysical.

Recall that we are working in the massless limit. We study the sign of the absorptive
part by summing on the external polarization states us. We use the identity Y, usus =
y#p, without assuming p? = 0, because we stay off shell. This amounts to choosing the
states ug = \/E(O, ... 1,...,0)! (with 1 in position s and zeros elsewhere) and the basis
v = ((0,0"),(a*,0))t, o# = (1,0), a* = (1,-0), where ! denotes the transpose, p° > 0 and
s=1,2,3,4. Then, the absorptive part of (¢)q|1q)g is

_ _ 2\ N2 —
Absol (gl a)] = ~2Re 3 (-inp )t ) r(-in"p s, = L2522 200%) + ().

2N,
(11.8)
A factor 4 comes from the spinor trace.

We see that the sign of (11.8) is positive or negative, depending on the sign of the cloud
parameter \. As already remarked, the could field ¢ has higher-derivative kinetic terms.
Thus, if we quantize it by means of the Feynman prescription, as we have done so far, it
can propagate ghosts and violate the optical theorem.

We need to pay more attention to the clouds we choose, otherwise they can inject
unphysical degrees of freedom into the theory and make the computations of the dressed

correlation functions uninteresting.

12 Purely virtual clouds

The clouds we have been using so far are physically unacceptable, because they add degrees
of freedom that do not belong to the fundamental theory. A way to preserve the content
of the fundamental theory is to switch to purely virtual clouds. This way, we can use the
correlation functions of the dressed fields as tools to extract the physical content of the
off-shell correlation functions of the fundamental fields.

For a clearer understanding of what is going on, it may be helpful to introduce the
special gauge of ref. [26], which is defined by the gauge function G¢(A) = A\JyA% + v - A
in (3.7), where A = (A%, A%). The gauge fermion reads

\If(<I>)=[C“(A80A°“+V~Aa+%B“). (12.1)
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For a more direct gauge/cloud duality and a convenient switch back and forth between
the gauge-trivial sector and the cloud sector, we mimic the special gauge into a “special
cloud”, by choosing the cloud function V2(A,¢) = 5\60143“ +V-A¢%, instead of (4.11). Then
the cloud fermion (4.5) reads

T(0,P) = fH“(XaoAga+v-Ag+ %E) (12.2)

With these choices the propagators of the gauge fields and the cloud field become, after
integrating the Lagrange multipliers B and F out,

i by _ Z’(sabHij Z’)\éabpipj 0a oby _ _iéab
{(A*(p) A (=p))o i 06 ) (A% (p) A (=p))o Iz
par N vy - 9P (AE, \p) i\ b vy 8P+ A)
(A (p)¢"(=p))o G006 (0" (p)d"(=p))o GG ) (12.3)

together with (A" (p)A%(-p))o = 0, where II¥ = 6% — (pipi/p?), p* = (p°,p') = (E,p),
p* = (AE,p) and p+ = (S\E,p). The ghost propagators are

_ 75ab _ 709b
(CP)C(-Po=~—,  (H(P)H(-p))o= =
pp pp

We have left the denominators 1/(p-p) and 1/(p-p) unprescribed. The former belong
to the gauge-trivial sector, while the latter belong to the cloud sector. Obviously, the
poles 1/p? belong to the physical sector. The virtue of the special gauge, combined with
the special cloud, is that it keeps the three sectors distinct throughout the calculations (at
generic A and A). The distinction also holds through the threshold decomposition of [1],
which is crucial to define the diagrammatics of purely virtual particles. Specifically, the
physical thresholds, which are those originated solely by the physical poles 1/p?, are kept
distinct from the unphysical thresholds, which are those that receive any contributions
from the poles 1/(p-p) and 1/(p-p). Also note that at generic A and X there are no double
poles (which is what makes the special gauge “special” [26]).

Since the physical quantities are gauge independent, it does not matter which prescrip-
tion (e.g., Feynman ie, or purely virtual) we use for the poles 1/(p-p) of the gauge-trivial
sector, as long as they are all prescribed the same way. The poles 1/(p-p) belonging to the
cloud sector, instead, should be quantized as purely virtual, according to the rules of [1].

Practically, this means that we start with the Feynman prescription everywhere, as
we would normally do, then make the threshold decomposition of ref. [1], and finally
drop every A-dependent threshold. These operations render the whole cloud sector purely

virtual.
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For a variety of applications (and to have a more direct gauge/cloud match), it may
be convenient to work with a purely virtual gauge-trivial sector as well. To do so, it is
sufficient to adopt the fakeon prescription for the poles 1/(p- p) as well. This option was
introduced in [27] to provide a more direct proof of unitarity in gauge theories.

At the end, we just drop all the A, S\—dependent thresholds that we find in the decom-
position of ref. [1], and keep only the physical ones. What we obtain is a powerful physical

gauge.

12.1 Dressed fermion self-energy, again

We use the framework just defined to calculate the dressed fermion self-energy anew. For
simplicity, we calculate it at rest, and assume A > 0, A>0. F irst, we use the Feynman
prescription for every pole. Then, we describe what changes when we use purely virtual
clouds.

The undressed two-point function turns out to be

(|5 = P L PP -VA+2) Ne -1

2 s \—€/2 4 12.4
p2+z’€ 87T2€(]_+\/X) 2Nc ( p 7’6) +O(g )7 ( )

instead of (11.3). The other diagrams of fig. 1 give
i, VA=V - VA= VA=V N2 -1
PPrie (14 /A (1+ V) 2N,

instead of (11.4). In total we get

(-p* —ie)? + O(g*),

i |, 21 -VA+20) N2 -1

2 \-€/2 4y _ TN
e e ) 2N (-p* —ie) ™|+ O(g") = (Y |¥), 5,

Wde) =
in agreement with formula (8.11). Note that although formula (8.11) was derived in the
covariant gauge and with a covariant cloud, it also applies to the present calculation,
because the exchange G4(A) < Ve(¢p, A) still amounts to A < ), for the choices of gauge-
fixing and cloud that we have made.

Now we switch to purely virtual clouds, using the fakeon prescription for the poles
1/(p-p) of (12.3). The imaginary part of (14]1q) remains the same, so we can focus on
the absorptive part

Abso[(¥a|ta)r] = —2Re Y. s (=i pu) (Ya|a) r (=17 pu ) s = 20°ReTr[v*p,(valtba) r],
(12.5)
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which is the one affected by the prescription. By definition, all the contributions to (12.5)
coming from the A-dependent thresholds drop out, due to the fakeon prescription for the
poles 1/(p-p). The contributions of the A-dependent thresholds compensate one another, so
we can use the prescription we want for the poles 1/(p-p). Choosing the fakeon prescription
for them as well, we see that the absorptive part of (1)q|¢q) comes from the sole second
diagram of fig. 1, which is the usual self-energy diagram, provided we restrict the gauge-
field propagator (12.3) to its physical part

(AP (5) AP ) g = 1 (125)

paye p? +ie

which is the one obtained by dropping the poles 1/(p-p) and 1/(p-p) in (12.3). Finally,

the absorptive part does not need renormalization. The final result is

Absol (talts] = L120(0). (12.7)

As desired, it is gauge independent, cloud independent and positive. Ultimately, this is
the physical content of the fermion two-point function at one loop.

The calculation has been done for fermions at rest. The general, off-shell result is not
Lorentz invariant. The reason is that, in order to compensate for the gauge dependence
of the undressed fermion v, the cloud must be built with the longitudinal and temporal
components of the gauge fields. The very definition of such components requires to specify
a Lorentz frame. If we want, we can even choose different Lorentz frames for each cloud
and for the gauge-fixing.

The cloud Faddeev-Popov determinant did not contribute so far. It contributes to
(tg|1hq) starting from two loops. It also contributes to the one-loop two-point function
(Aq]Aq) of the dressed gauge fields (see below). Clearly, it is crucial for the gauge/cloud
duality.

Sometimes, it may be convenient to simplify the calculations by choosing \ = A=1.In
that case, the propagators (12.3) become
A -
dabp 24070
(r*)? (p*)?

where the subscript “f” denotes the fakeon prescription. The various types of thresholds

iéabHij ,idabpipj
P2+ e pZp?

(A" (p) AT (=p))o =

Y

f

, {0 (0)d"(—p))o = -

f

(Ar(p)¢®(—p))o = -

, (12.8)

f f

(physical, gauge or cloud) are not manifestly distinct at A = A =1, so we have to keep track

of their origins in different ways.
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Note that (12.8) involves square denominators like 1/(p?)2. Their fakeon prescription
in a diagram G is defined as follows:
d

1 1
S I R .
G[ (p?)? f] 20 du2G[p2 -2 f]

Power counting is straightforward with both the covariant and special gauge and clouds.

It may not work equally well with other choices of gauges and clouds. An example is the
Coulomb gauge, which can be obtained from the special gauge by letting A tend to zero.
Similarly, the “Coulomb cloud” can be obtained by letting A tend to zero in the special
cloud. In those limits, the integrals on the loop energies and the integrals on the space
components of the loop momenta obey different power counting rules.

No particular prescription in needed to treat the Coulomb poles 1/p?. They are purely
virtual by accident, in some sense. Furthermore, formula (8.11) shows that the correlation
functions of the dressed fields at A = 0 coincide with those of the undressed fields in the
Coulomb gauge. The absorptive part at rest clearly coincides with (12.7), because it is

cloud independent.

13 Dressed gauge-field two-point function

In this section we study the dressed gauge-field two-point function at one loop, sticking to
pure Yang-Mills theory for simplicity. As before, we start from the covariant gauge and the
covariant cloud, with the Feynman prescription everywhere. At a second stage we switch
to purely virtual clouds.

First, we verify that the ordinary two-point function (A%|AL) is cloud independent, to
check the results of section 5. The diagrams contributing to (A%|A%) are too many to be
listed here and include loops of cloud ghosts H-H. Collecting everything together and

subtracting the divergent part, the result is the same as usual, i.e.,
g2 N.(13 - 3)\)
A A g 100 = 2 3 (P — pp”) In(~p? - ie). 13.1
( | ) loop 6(471’)2(])2)2 (p n pp ) Il( P ZE) ( )

As expected, the dependence on the cloud parameter A disappears and the gauge depen-

dence remains.

Next, we compute the two-point function (A, [A%,) of the dressed gauge fields, still in
the covariant gauge. The number of diagrams is even larger, but the final result is extremely
simple and coincides with (13.1), apart from the replacement \ — 5\, in agreement with

the general property (8.11):
g2 N.(13 - 3)) .
AL Aub one-loop = EAAG 5ab Iprr — php? In(— 2 .
( d | d) loop 6(471')2(])2)2 (p n p'p ) Il( D ZE)
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As in the case of the fermion self-energy, the absorptive part,

_ g®N.(13-3))

Abso [(AL"]A)] = —2Re [ (ip*) (AL | AF) (ip?)] T

5 (p*n™ - p'p*)0(p),

is not physical, because the cloud is not physical.

Switching to purely virtual clouds, the imaginary part does not change. To work out
the real part, we just need to compute one diagram, i.e., the self-energy diagram where
physical gauge fields circulate with the propagator (12.6). Note that we do not need to
use the vertex AA¢, because it involves at least one divergence 0*A,,, by formula (11.1).
We obtain, for p# = (p°,0),

2N 5§

Abso[(Ais(p) A (-p))] = Wﬁ@(ﬁ),

Abso[(Ag"(p) AT (-p))] = Abso[ (A (p) A7 (-p))] = 0.

The results are again gauge independent, cloud independent and nonnegative.

14 Renormalization

In this section we study the renormalization of the extended theory. We show that ev-
erything goes through in the usual way (by means of renormalization constants for the
couplings, the masses, the fields and the sources) apart from nonpolynomial, nonderiva-
tive redefinitions of the cloud fields and their anticommuting partners into functions of

themselves, with no mixings among different cloud sectors.

14.1 Master equations
First, the master equation (4.9) implies an analogous master equation
(Céots Ceot) = 0 (14.1)

for the generating functional 'y = Wiet(J, J, K, K)— [T =% [ i Ji of the connected,
one-particle irreducible (1PI) Green functions, where & = §, W, /dJ¢, P = 5, Wit /5j°“'.

The proof follows from a change of field variables
@a—>¢a+9(5t0t,®a), éaiﬁéai'f'e(stot,éai),

in the functional integral (5.1) that defines Zo = exp(iWiot). Only the source terms
[ ®J+ [ ®J contribute, giving

J (i @I+ T [ (S, @) =0,
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which can easily be rewritten as (14.1). When (4.9) does not hold, the same argument

gives (Ftotvrtot) = ((Stot7 Stot))-
Second, the ith cloud invariance of the total action Sy, i.e., the identity (S}}‘mdi, Shot) =

0 of (9.4), implies the ith cloud invariance
(Sseudi T ) =0 (14.2)
of the I" functional. The proof follows from the change of field variables
O — O, P P 4 f(SGlondi oty P — & for i # 7, (14.3)

in Zi;. Both the source terms and the action Siy; contribute now, giving

(/ 5 ScloudZ 6l5t0t> f(Scloud (bal)Jal
oK B

which can be rewritten as (14.2), after using (S5°u4? ;1) = 0 in the left-hand side.

14.2 Renormalization algorithm

Proceeding inductively, we denote the order of the loop expansion by the power of A (al-
though A is set to one everywhere else in this paper). We assume that we have renormalized
the theory up to n loops. We denote the so-renormalized action by S, ot and the I" func-
tional associated with it by I',, (... We also assume that S,, ;¢ has the form S, (ot = Stot+

divergent counterterms (in some subtraction scheme) and satisfies
(Sn totvSn tot) = O(hnﬂ)’ (Sdoudl S tot) =0.

The inductive assumptions are clearly satisfied at order zero.

The locality of counterterms ensures, as usual, that the order (n + 1) divergent part

Ffln;lt)div of I', ot is local. By the argument above, the effective action I, 4 satisfies

(T oty D tot) = {(Sn tots S tot)) = (Sn tots Sn tot) + O(A**2). The (n + 1)-th order divergent

part of this equation gives

2(51;01;, F(n+1) ) (Sn tot s Sn tot) + O(hn+2),

n tot div
having noted that (.S, o, Sy tot) 1S divergent. Defining

Shil tot = Sntot — L 2";? giv = Stot + divergent counterterms, (14.4)

we have

(Sn+1 tots Sn+1 tot) = (Sn tots Sn tot) - 2(Sn tots P(nJrl) ) + O(h’n+2) = O(hn+2)

n tot div
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Moreover, (S5°udi S, ) =0 implies (S€°u% T, (1) =0 and its (n + 1)-th order divergent
part gives (S;}OUdi,Fﬁn;lt)diV) = 0, which in turn implies (S$°"% S, 11 tot) = 0. Finally, by
(14.4) T'41 ot 18 convergent up to the order n + 1 included. Thus, the inductive assump-
tions are fully replicated to that order. This allows us to take the argument to n — oo,
where we obtain the renormalized action Sgiot = Seo tot, and conclude that it satisfies the

renormalized master equations

(SRtOt7 SRtOt) = 07 (S%Oudiu SRtOt) = 0 (145>

14.3 Renormalized action

Now we characterize Sk, more precisely. Besides the usual ghost number, we introduce
“cloud numbers” for each cloud. The usual ghost number is equal to 1 for €', minus 1 for
C, K, KY, Ky, Ky, f(; and K’}{, minus 2 for K¢, and 0 for every other field and source.
The ith cloud number is equal to one for H?, minus one for H?, K% and K%, and zero in
all the other cases.

Every term of the action Siy is neutral with respect to the ghost and cloud numbers
just defined, with the exception of the source terms [ H Zf(é) Since, however, such terms
cannot be used in nontrivial 1PI diagrams, all the counterterms are neutral. Thus, each
cloud number is separately conserved by the 1PI diagrams beyond the tree level.

By power counting, the counterterms can be at most linear in the sources. Indeed, the
dimensions of f(é), K, f(%, K are 3, 2, 2 and 1, respectively, but K% never appears, f(%
appears trivially and does not participate in the counterterms, while a bilinear in K7, is
prohibited by the conservation of the ith cloud number.

We recall that the cloud symmetry generated by S$°' collects the most general shifts
of the cloud fields ¢, combined with analogous shifts of H? and the sources K ¢ and K LA
general theorem (which is easily proved by switching to the language of differential forms —
see, for example, the appendix of [28]) ensures that a local functional X that is closed with
respect to a symmetry of this type (i.e., such that (S5°', X)) = 0) is the sum of an exact
local functional (i.e., a functional of the form (S¢°u4Y"), for some other local functional
Y') plus a local functional that is independent on the shifted fields, as well as their shifts.

Since Sgiot satisfies the second equation (14.5) for every 4, hence (S5°U, Spior) = 0, it

can be written as the sum
Shtot = Sg + (S5, Tg) + Sgond (14.6)

of a local functional Sk that does not depend on the cloud fields and the cloud sources,
plus a cloud exact functional, where Yp is local. We have separated S$°d from the rest,

because S$°d is nonrenormalized, due to its triviality.
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14.4 Cloud independence through renormalization

Now we prove that the functional Sk coincides with the usual renormalized action. To
achieve this goal, we need to show that the cloud independence theorem of section 5 safely
goes through the renormalization algorithm. The proof given in section 5, which relies on
the specific forms of the action and the cloud fermions used there, needs to be upgraded
in a nontrivial way.

Since every renormalized action S, ., as well as the functionals T’ fln;lt)div, satisfy
(Scloud | S, 1) = (SE}OUd,Fﬁn;lt)diV) = 0, the argument used for (14.6) allows us to write

them as

Sn ot = Sn " (S;}OUd, Tn) " S%Oud, F(n+1) _ F(n+1) " (Sj%oud, R(n+1))’ (147)

n tot div n div n div

where S,, and Fﬁ"gilv) are independent of the cloud fields ®* and the cloud sources K.

Assume, by induction, that S, is cloud independent (that is to say, independent of
the cloud parameters 5\) Let Z01(J, K, J, K ) denote the generating functional associated
with the action Sy At J =K =0 it reads

Zmot(J,K,0,0):[[dcbd(i)]exp (z’Sn(éD,K)+z’(S§}°“d,Tn)+z'[<I>o‘Ja)
- [ [a®)exp (z'sn(@,K)H' / @aja) [ [ad]ei SR, (145)

where T,, denotes T,, at K = 0. The cloud sector does not contribute, because
f [dD]ei(Sk™"Tm) = 1. (14.9)

This identity can be proved as follows. The left-hand side is in principle a functional of
the fields ® and the sources K, since T,, may depend on them. To show that it is actually
a constant, we consider arbitrary infinitesimal variations of ® and K. If 6T,, denotes the

variation of T,, due to them, the variation of the integral is
5 f [AB]ei ST f [AB](Sgomd 5T, )e (S5 Tn) (14.10)

Performing the change of field variables @ — ®« + G(SGloud, éo‘) in the integral

f [AB]6T ef(SH Tn)
we obtain
[ [AB]6T,, (S8 Tn) = [ [d®][6T,, +0(Sgemd §T,,)] eilSH T, (14.11)
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We have used the fact that (S¢°ud T,,) is independent of the sources K, so (S5 T,) -
(Sgloud ) + f(Sloud (Geloud 'Y )) = (S¢leud 7T,). The equality (14.11) shows that the
right-hand side of (14.10) vanishes, as we wished to prove.

Thus, all the connected correlation functions of the undressed fields, which are collected
in W0t (J, K,0,0), coincide with the usual ones, even at the renormalized level. Not only,
we can also show that the 1PI correlation functions of the undressed fields, collected in
oot (P, K,0,0), coincide with the usual ones. Indeed, it is easy to see, using the second
equation of (14.7), that setting ® = 0 is equivalent to setting J¢ = 0 in all cases apart
from j’E The proof given above also works if we keep the sources j}; arbitrary, since
>, [ BT = (Sowd s [ HiJL): the derivation can be repeated with T,, » T, + ¥, [ HiJL.
Thus, even W01 (J, K, 0, 0) coincides with the usual one, where 0 means that all the sources
Ji are set to zero but j}E Actually, Wt (J, K,0,0) does not even depend on j;; These

facts imply that I’ (P, K,0,0) coincides with the usual non-cloud one, and so does
F(n+1)

n div *

Snittot, 18 cloud independent. Finally, we can take n to infinity, and infer that Sg is cloud

In particular, Fflngilv) is cloud independent. Then, (14.4) shows that S, inside

independent and coincides with the usual renormalized action.

We have thus achieved a neat separation between the fundamental theory and the
cloud sectors, and ensured that the separation is compatible with renormalization. We
recall that Sg is determined by gauge-independent renormalization constants Z, and Z,,
for the coupling g and the fermion mass m, respectively, plus a generically gauge-dependent
canonical transformation that incorporates the wave-function renormalization constants of
the fields ® and the sources K.

The arguments of this subsection can be specialized to every cloud, to prove that the

1th cloud parameters \; do not propagate to the other cloud sectors.

14.5 Renormalized clouds

Now we analyze the functional Tx. Separating the source-independent part ¥y of Tr

from the source-dependent part, we can write

(S}:}oud’TR) _ (S}:}oud’ ‘iIR) 4 Z f(casabi(¢)Kgi n CaHbiSabCi(¢)K;}), (1412)

for some functions S (¢) and Se<(¢), which encode the gauge transformations of the
cloud fields and the cloud ghosts. The structures of the last two terms are determined by
the conservations of the ghost and cloud numbers, as well as power counting and cloud
exactness. These same properties exclude any other source-dependent terms.

The functions S%(¢) and S®(¢) are not independent, since by cloud exactness it
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must be possible to collect the last two terms of (14.12) into

(S;}O“d, > f CaSabi(ng)K}’}) . (14.13)

Moreover, each function S®(¢) can depend only on the ith cloud field ¢?, because other-
wise (14.13) is not neutral with respect to each cloud number separately. Thus, from now
on we write S ().

Consider (S;}O‘ld,\if r). The gauge and cloud conditions we have used in this paper,
which are (3.8), (4.11), (12.1) and (12.2), ensure that the counterterms can depend on C,
H' and E' only through the derivatives 9,C, 9,H?, ,E*. Moreover, they cannot depend

on B. We want to show that the renormalized gauge fermion Ug has the form
bp=y f ae (V}g”(A,qbZ) " EE‘”) (14.14)

for some local functions V3 that depend only on the ith cloud fields ¢*. First, note that a
term proportional to C' cannot appear in W, because its antiparenthesis with Seloud would
have dimension greater than four, or not be neutral with respect to the ghost and cloud
numbers.

Second, the coefficient of H% in ¥y has dimension 2. It cannot contain B, because B
appears trivially in the action. It cannot depend on C and C' either, because (Sgloud 0 R)
would contain a term ~ ECC, which cannot be generated, since F and C' can appear only
through their derivatives. For the same reason, the terms ~ HE of U ; are nonrenormalized,
because any corrections would bring counterterms ~ E2 in (S50 ¥ p).

Thus, ¥y can only contain the gauge fields and the cloud fields in the way we have
shown in (14.14). Moreover, the functions V' can only depend on the ith cloud field ¢,
otherwise (S}}O“d, v r) would violate the ith cloud number conservation. This proves that
there are no mixings among different cloud sectors.

Finally, the renormalized action reads

Siior = Sr+ ) (SE}"“M, f ae (VI%"(A, ¢') + %E) - f caS“b"(¢")f<}’}) + g,
| (14.15)

It may also be convenient to organize it as
SRtot = SRtoto + Sy v + Sgend, (14.16)

_ } . . . gauge
where Sgioto = Srtot|c_jz_o- The renormalized gauge transformations are encoded in S KR -

Separating the various contributions according to their dependences on the sources K and
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K, the master equations (14.5) imply

gauge cloud _ gauge cloud ggauge cloudy _
(Skr *+ Sk Skeoto) =0, (Skr +5K™ Sk R +5K™) =0,

(S%oudi7 SRtotO) — (S%oudi7 S%gl}l%go + S;}oud) — O,
which immediately give
(Sia,l;%g67 SRtotO) = (S}:}OUdiv SRtotO) = 07 (Sia,l;%g67 S%(a;l}l%ge) = (Sﬁoudij Sia,l;%ge) =0. (1417)

Combined, the two sets of equations imply (S% z°, Sriet) = 0, which was not obvious
from (14.5). The left equations ensure that Sgioo is gauge and cloud invariant. In partic-
ular, all the functions V' of (14.15) must be gauge invariant, by the gauge invariance of
the terms FeV@ contained in (S§oud Wp).

The functions S®(¢?) are further constrained by the closure of the renormalized gauge
transformations. Apart from that, they are arbitrary. Indeed, it is always possible to make
nontrivial redefinitions that send each ¢ into a function of itself. Then, for consistency,
each H* must be sent into H' times a suitable function of ¢°. Since the fields ¢’ are
dimensionless, renormalization can activate nonpolynomial, nonderivative redefinitions of
this type. By the second equation of (C.8), these redefinitions can depend on the gauge-
fixing parameters and the ith cloud parameters, but not on the parameters of the other

clouds.

14.6 Renormalized dressed fields

Using the renormalized gauge transformations, which are encoded in the functional S%%°,

we can build the renormalized, gauge invariant dressed fields A,qr, ¥ar and Yar. By the
result of appendix B, their expressions are unique up to constant (matrix) factors. We
want to prove that we can fix those factors so that the correlation functions of A,4r, ¥ar
and 1)qp are gauge independent.

Including appropriate sources, the extended renormalized action is

ot = SRtot + f (J(/;RAudR + Jpartar + QZJdRdeR) -

gauge ext _ ext _ Qext 5
Clearly, (SK,R ,Spio) = 0, where SP (= SRtoth:K:O'

The equations of gauge dependence (C.9), derived in appendix C, evaluated at K =
K = 0, give

85 o auge
g)t\ 0 (SRtoth ‘I’ARl) + (S%Rg ,‘I’ARO),
pgEmee . |
0)7\ = S[ggRg 7‘;[])\}21)7 (S;(I'OUdlv‘;[])\RO) = (S;(I'OUdlv‘;[])\Rl) = 07 (1418>
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where Wy ro = Uagrlp_po and Uag1 = Yig — Uypgo. In particular, the first formula gives

Y

OSRtoto [ 0rSRtot0 5 £ S VR
= = AP + (538 , AD* = =
N e (Sick> Pamo) SKe

where @@ = (¢, &) and K@ = (K*, K®). This result tells us the the whole gauge de-
pendence of Sgioto is encoded into a field redefinition, plus a gauge-exact term. The field
redefinition ® = d(P’, \) is the solution of

D (D', \)

= (B(8 1), 0)

with arbitrary initial conditions. It can be worked out perturbatively in g, starting from
do = o,

It is convenient to switch to the new variables do/, Ko/ by means of the canonical
transformation generated by F(®, K’) = [ ®(®,\)K’. In so doing, we obtain

aSl O auge/ ! / 85??0,
é%)t\toz S%(,Rg , Wiro)" B =0, (14.19)

where the prime on the antiparentheses refers to the new variables. The last equation

follows from o
OK*(®", K", \)  &¥ap1
O §de

which is easy to prove from the transformation.

(9(8), K(9',K")),

Now we consider the correlations functions that contain insertions of A,qr, ¥qr and Yar,
and apply arguments that are analogous to those of subsection 7.1. First, we switch to the
variables with primes everywhere. We denote the transformed action Sgio(®(®'), K (9,
K")) by Shior and the transformed renormalized dressed fields A4 R(D(D), Yar(P(D))
and Yap(®(P')) by Al g Vi and Y} Gauge invariance, which reads (SE R Shei) =0,
is obviously preserved by the transformation: (S’ W Sextr ) = 0. The transformed fields
Al ags Yig and Yl are S?‘Il%ge'—closed, i.e., solutions X’ of (Sf(a’}go',X’)’ =0, using variables
with primes.

This is where we fix the arbitrary constant factors in front of such solutions: it is suf-
ficient to require that A;L am ViR and @E(’i r be gauge independent. Such a requirement does
make sense, because the second formula of (14.19) ensures that the gauge transformations
themselves are gauge independent in the new variables. We just have to pay attention that
the overall factors of the solutions do not introduce spurious gauge dependencies. Once

this is done, we are ready to repeat the arguments of subsection 7.1, with the replacements
Stat = Shiot f (JgRA;LdR + jwdR%R + QZ(lﬂ%deR) ) Uy = ¥4 go» S%{auge - nglzl%ge,a
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besides of course ®, K — &, K’. The result is that the correlation functions of the
renormalized dressed fields A,qr, ¥qr and Yapr are gauge independent.

The renormalized sources J(’fR, Jypar and jwdR are equal to JY, Jyq and jwd times
suitable renormalization constants. Apart from that, the correlation functions of A,qg,
tar and Yqp do not need further renormalization. Indeed, the sources J. C‘{ R Jypar and jwd R
have dimensions 3, 5/2 and 5/2, respectively, so no local counterterms with two or more
of them are allowed.

Finally, the arguments that lead to the identity (6.3) continue to hold after renormal-
ization. We obtain an identity analogous to (6.3), where the dressed and undressed fields
are replaced by their renormalized versions. In particular, the S-matrix amplitudes of the
renormalized dressed fields are cloud independent, and coincide with the usual amplitudes
of the renormalized undressed fields. Since the former are manifestly gauge independent,

the latter are gauge independent as well.

14.7 Renormalization recap

Summarizing, the renormalized action has the structure of the starting action, with stan-
dard multiplicative renormalization constants for the coupling and the masses, combined
with a canonical transformation that encodes multiplicative renormalizations of the sources
and the fields, except for the cloud fields ¢* and their anticommuting partners H*, which
are renormalized in nonpolynomial, nonderivative ways. Different cloud sectors to not mix
with one another.

From a specific gauge, every other gauge can be reached by means of a canonical
transformation. Thus, the renormalization in every other gauge is the same as above, up to
a renormalized canonical transformation. Finally, every cloud choices can be reached from
specific cloud choices by means of canonical transformations. Again, the renormalization
is the same as above up to renormalized canonical transformations.

Equipped with the renormalized action and the renormalized gauge transformations,
we can build dressed fields that are gauge-invariant with respect to the latter. They are
unique up to constant factors, by the theorem proved in appendix B. The constant factors
can be fixed so that their correlation functions are gauge independent.

The proof of the gauge/cloud duality can be repeated for the renormalized theory.

15 Comparison with other approaches

In this section we compare the approach of this paper with other approaches that are

available in the literature.

38



In the Dirac approach [3] the gauge invariant dressings of electrons in QED are defined

by means of nonlocal operator insertions, such as

A)¢, (15.1)

exp (—ie v

A
where A denotes the Laplacian. We may call the exponential prefactor “Coulomb-Dirac
cloud”. Photons do not need a particular dressing, since we can work directly with the
field strength, which is linear in the gauge field.

The extension of the Dirac approach to quarks and non-Abelian gauge fields has been
done by Lavelle and McMullan in refs. [4]. Static quarks are dressed similarly to (15.1),
while moving quarks are described by means of boosted Coulomb-Dirac clouds. The renor-
malization is studied in [29].

In the static case, the Lavelle-McMullan expressions of the dressed gauge fields and
fermions, and their correlation functions, are related to the ones defined here as follows.
First, choose a cloud function V?( A, ¢) of the Coulomb-Dirac type and take A =0:

- - _ - _ 0A%(A
b(®, ) - f H(V-A%),  (Sgovd §) = f E“(V-Ag)—f HW-%H@ (15.2)
Then integrate E* out. This gives the cloud condition
0=V-Ai(A,¢)=V-A"+ 20"+ O(g), (15.3)

which can be solved perturbatively for ¢. The solution ¢(A) is nonlocal in space, but un-
ambiguous (and does not need a particular prescription, since it is of the Coulomb type). If
we insert it in the expressions (2.5) of A,q and 14, the Lavelle-McMullan correlation func-
tions are the correlation functions of such dressed fields. Note that after these operations
the cloud sector of the action can be dropped, since it integrates to one, as in (5.3).

The comparison in the nonstatic case is less straightforward. Without a general notion
of pure virtuality, like the one provided by the fakeon prescription, clouds of the Coulomb-
Dirac and Lavelle-McMullan types seem to be the meaningful choices.

Another approach to build gauge invariant correlation functions is the one suggested by
't Hooft in ref. [6]. Consider fermions ¢ in the fundamental representation and introduce
scalar fields ¢, also in the fundamental representation. The bilinear ¢t is obviously a color
singlet. If a spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism gives ¢ an expectation value v,
then the product ¢t can be expanded, and its expansion begins linearly in the fields.
Writing ¢ = v + 7, we have

(9T = (vTp|v) + (nTp|v) + (v |dn) + (nTep|dm).
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The last three terms show that one-loop diagrams contribute to the lowest order. In other
words, the expansion in powers of the coupling does not match the loop expansion. It

might be interesting to study the 't Hooft approach with purely virtual scalar fields ¢.

A well-known way to build manifestly gauge invariant correlation functions of gauge
fields and quarks is by means of Wilson lines. We show that, in general, this method
introduces unwanted degrees of freedom, so it cannot be used naively to define physical

absorptive parts.
We define the Wilson line W (z,y) by the formula

1
W(z,y) =Pexp (z'g [ dsA(x,y; s)) , (15.4)
0
where P denotes the path ordering and

A(z,y;s) = (x —y)"Au(y(l - s) + xs).

We could consider arbitrary paths connecting x to y, but for simplicity we restrict to the
straight segment.

We concentrate on the fermion two-point function

Gy(z,y) = Te(W (y, 2)¥(2) ¥ (y)),

which is clearly gauge invariant. At one loop, we can truncate the expansion of the Wilson

line to the order ¢2:

W) =1vig [ dsACeys) o7 [ asAGess) [ drAGeyi) +0(?)
We have
Gole,) = g ()0 (w) +ig [ ATl Ay, 2:5)0(2) ()
g7 [ ds [ AT A, 9) Az @) E W) + O°)
Working in momentum space, the first contribution can be read from (11.3). The second
contribution is

iryﬂp“ 92>\

p? +ie 8m2e (NG = 1) (" —ie) ™,

while the third contribution reads

pu g*(3-A)
p?+ie 16m%e

(N3 = 1)(=p* ~ie) 2
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In total, we find

Gy(p) = Ne

Py [ 39> N2-1, 5 . 5/2] 4

+ e i +0

P2+ i€ 82 2N, (=p"=ie) (9°);

the factor N, being due to the trace. The A-dependence disappears, as expected, but the

absorptive part is negative,

3g2 N2 -1

Abso[Gy(p)] = - 5~ 5

p*0(p®) + O(g*). (15.5)

therefore, unphysical.

16 Conclusions

We have extended quantum field theory to include purely virtual “cloud” sectors, which
allow us to define gauge invariant dressed fields and study their correlation functions. The
cloud diagrammatics and its Feynman rules are derived from a local action, built by means
of cloud fields ¢* and their anticommuting partners H*. It includes the cloud functions,
the cloud Faddeev-Popov determinants and the cloud symmetries. The usual gauge-fixing
must be cloud invariant, while the cloud-fixings must be gauge invariant. The dressed
fields are gauge invariant, but not necessarily cloud invariant.

The extended theory is unitary, renormalizable and polynomial in all the fields except
for ¢?, which are dimensionless. No extra degrees of freedom are propagated. The extension
is perturbative and the expansion in powers of the gauge coupling g coincides with the
expansion in the number of loops. Each insertion in a correlation function can be equipped
with its own, independent cloud. The correlation functions of the undressed fields are
unaffected by the extra sectors. The S matrix amplitudes of the dressed fields coincide
with the usual scattering amplitudes. This ensures, among the other things, that the latter
are gauge independent.

The results allow us to define short-distance scattering processes, where the products do
not have enough time to become noninteracting, asymptotic states. Then the predictions
depend on the clouds, because the observer necessarily disturbs the observed phenomenon.
A few initial measurements must be sacrificed to calibrate the instrumentation. After that,
everything else is testable, and possibly falsifiable.

The dressed fields are invariant under infinitesimal gauge transformations, but not
necessarily under global gauge transformations. This is what allows us to build physical
non singlet states without violating unitarity. The dressed fields can also be used to replace
the elementary fields everywhere, reducing the latter to mere integration and diagrammatic

tools. This way, all the calculations are manifestly gauge independent.
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An extended Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism and its Zinn-Justin master equations allow
us to prove that the symmetries are preserved by renormalization to all orders. Renormal-
izability by power counting is manifest with a variety of gauge and cloud choices. With
more general choices it can be proved by means of canonical transformations.

The extra sectors propagate ghosts, and give unphysical results, if the extra fields are
quantized by means of the usual Feynman ie prescription. To avoid this, those sectors are
rendered purely virtual, which means that the extra fields are quantized as fake fields. The
purely virtual nature of the cloud sectors ensures that, in the end, no unwanted degrees
of freedom propagate. This allows us to extract the physical absorptive parts of ordinary
correlation functions from the correlation functions of the dressed fields. More generally,
it opens the way to extract physical information from off-shell correlation functions in a
systematic way.

A certain gauge/cloud duality can be used to simplify the computations. At the con-
ceptual level, it shows that a gauge choice is ultimately nothing but a particular cloud,
provided the gauge trivial modes are rendered purely virtual.

We have illustrated the basic properties of the formalism by calculating the one-loop
two-point functions of the dressed quarks and gluons. Their absorptive parts are gauge
independent, cloud independent and positive. Instead, they are unphysical if the clouds
are not purely virtual (such as those defined by the Feynman prescription). They are also
unphysical, generically speaking, if Wilson lines are used.

Among the other things, the purely virtual cloud formalism can be used as an alterna-
tive to the popular physical gauges. Here, instead of changing the gauge fixing to make it
physical, we make a gauge-fixing physical by changing the prescription we use for it.

The cloud fields and their partners are massless. Massless purely virtual particles can
in principle violate causality (not just microcausality) [30, 31]. This aspect deserves further
study. Here we just note that the absorptive parts we have calculated are not concerned
by this fact, because they are cloud independent, so they are properties of the fundamental

theory.
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Appendices

A Notation

In this appendix we collect the notation and some useful formulas, starting from

> faocrypc a 1 a -
A,=AsTe, [T T] =if"Te,  Te[T°T]= 50 b Db =0, —igAu,
Fu=0,4,-0,A,—ig[A, A =FLT  Fi, =0,A%=0,A% +gf* Al A

i

where A% are the gauge fields, F, is the field strength, T are the generators of the
Lie group (Hermitian matrices of the fundamental representation), f®¢ are the structure
constants of the Lie algebra, D, is the covariant derivative and v is a field that belongs to

the fundamental representation. The gauge transformations read
g1 _ _
AV =UA U+ gUaﬂU L F, =UF, U™, YU = U,
DY=UD,U,  WY(a,y) = U@)W (2,0 (). (A1)

where U(z) = exp (iga®(x)T?) is a point-dependent matrix of SU(N,), a®(x) are arbitrary
functions, and W (z,y) is the Wilson line defined in formula (15.4).

B Uniqueness of the dressed fields

We prove that for every transformation law dc¢® = E®(¢)C? of the cloud field ¢¢, the

dressed gauge fields are unique, up to linear combinations. Let us write
Ay = FO(6) AL - G(6)D, 6. (B.1)

If we require (S KvAZd) = 0, we obtain three equations, from the vanishing of the terms
proportional to A¢, 9,0¢ and C¢0,¢¢, which are

Fab _ GacElcb — 0’ Fab,cElcd + gFacfcbd — O, Gab,cEcd + GacElcd,b — 0’ (BQ)

where the comma denotes the derivative with respect to ¢.
We expand in powers of g, writing Fe = 6% + Y > gnFob Gob = §ab + 3% | g"(G% and

Ee = §ab+ 3> g"E%®. The expansions of (B.2) to order g" give equations of the form
Fr?b _ sz — Xzb, ng’c — Yy;zbc’ sz,c — Zzbc’

where X2 Y2¢ and Za%¢ are known from the previous orders. The ambiguity of the

solution is AF%® = AG% = constant, which can be absorbed into a redefinition Ay —
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(69 + g"Ang)AZ q- Thus, the most general solution A, is a linear combination M abAZd
of a particular solution Azd, where M is a constant matrix. If E%(¢) is an expansion is
powers of g¢, a unique solution has the same property, since M = § in that case.

Similarly, the dressed fermions are unique, up to constant factors.

C Cloud and gauge dependence through renormaliza-
tion

In this appendix, we prove further results about the dependence of the renormalized action
on the cloud parameters, and derive some already proved results in a more general way.
See [32] for details and examples of derivations like the ones that follow.

We add the inductive assumption that the renormalized action S, 1 to order n satisfies

the equation

8Sn tot loud

— = (ST, 5), C.1
on - Ok ) (C.1)
where T, 5 =97, /OX. Referring to formulas (14.7), this means that S, does not depend

on the cloud parameters A introduced through the cloud fermions (a result proved in a

different way in subsection 14.4). We also assume that (T, 5) is convergent to the order
A" included. Here and below averages such as (T, 5) are regarded as functionals of @, K,
® and K.

Equation (C.1) implies

arn tot 8Wn tot _ <aSn tot

O\ O\ O\ > = <(S%OUdan,Z\)> = (Sgend, (T,5))- (C.2)

The first equality follows from the definition of I',, {,; as the Legendre transform of W, (.
The fourth equality can be proved as follows (see also [32]). Consider an arbitrary action
Sty that does not satisfy (S5, S ) = 0. Repeat the argument that leads to the proof of
(14.2) with the change of field variables

P - D7, (i)ozi N éai + H(Sﬁoud’ (i)ai)’
in the generating functional Z{ , associated with S} . The result is
(SR o) = (S S (C.3)

instead of (14.2). The average with prime is calculated with the action S} . Applying
formula (C.3) to S{y = St + 07, 5, where 6 is a constant anticommuting parameter,
and noting that I'{;, = Dyier + 6(Y,, 5) (which easily follows from the definition of the T’
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functional as a Legendre transform), we immediately get the fourth equality of (C.2)
need to use the identities (S$°U, S, tor) = (SEU, T, ¢t ) =

. We
0 for this. They also ensure that
the average on the right-hand side can be calculated with the unperturbed action S, (o
Now, taking the (n + 1)-th order divergent part of (C.2), we obtain

or (nﬂ)d loud ~~(n+1)
n tot div clou n+
at)\t (S ’ n)\dlv) (04)
where T;" ;i)v is the (n +1)-th order divergent part of (T, 5). It is local, since (T, 5) is
convergent to order n by assumption. Integrating (C.4), we find
P(n+1)

(n+1)
n tot div — =T

’ntotdlv()\o) (Scloudf T(n+1) )\)d)\')

n)\dlv
where the A-dependence has been emphasized in parentheses
(14.7) then implies

The second equation of

A
ngn;?dw _ 1(@“;1}) (Scloud Riln;ri{])o) + (S}:}oud’ /; (1)
0
where Fil gllv) and RV

n div

NAVY RV
),
o are A independent. In particular, the A independence of
can be immediately proved by taking ¢ = K

F(n+1)
= K% = 0. Finally, (14.4) gives

n div

Sn+1 tot = Sn tot — F(THI)

n tot div

= Sn+l + (S%Oud, Tn+1) + S}:}Oud
Sni1=Sn = F(THI)

n div ?

5
Y=, - R™D _ f Y
We have

n div 0
aSTH ) clou
ﬁ—(sl Y ns)

(n+1) N7 N7
iy (A )N

Vs = Lon = TOE)

n,j\div.
Clearly, (T, ., 5) is convergent to the order A"*! included, so the inductive assumptions are
replicated to order n + 1. Taking n to infinity, we obtain Tz = T, and

85 o clou
= (SR ).

Using (14.6) at ®i = K

(C.5)
K =0, we see that Sg is cloud independent
the further identities

The arguments can be specialized to every cloud separately. This allows us to prove

8SRtot

85\ (Scloudz TR,X)?

(C.6)
which ensure that the ith cloud parameters \; do not propagate to the other cloud sectors
Moreover, formula (9.3) tells us that T

.5 = OW;/0N;. The derivation just given
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ensures that Tp 5 is the renormalized version of the functional T 5 = \ifﬂi, which we
denote by \ili75\iR'

Finally, if X is a functional such that (S$°"4% X') = 0, the same derivation shows that
the renormalized functional X satisfies (S9omi, Xp) = 0. In particular, (S5, T rx) =0
for every j #i.

Similar procedures (see [32]) allow us to prove

05 Rtot aSRtot
O\ B))

= (SRtot> i’i,j\iR)a = (SRtot> \II)\R)a (S}:}oudi’ \IIAR) = 07 (07)

where W, g is the renormalized version of the functional Wy = 9W/I\.

Summarizing the cloud dependence is encoded in the equations

OSRto ~ OSRto ;- cloudi = o
i monWisg) = (SR TG, (S s e) = 0for 2
Z Z (C.8)
while the gauge dependence is encoded in
95 o cloudi
a}it : = (SRtOtv\I])\R)v (SKI' d 7\I]AR) =0. (Cg)

Integrating the first equations of (C.8) and (C.9) as shown in [32], it is straightforward to
prove that the dependence on the cloud parameters is a canonical transformation and the

dependence on the gauge fixing parameters is also a canonical transformation.
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