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A bstract

Lattice ferm ions have well-known di�culties with chiralsym m etry.
To evade them it is possible to couple continuum ferm ions to lattice

gauge �elds,by introducing an interpolation ofthe latter. Following
thisline ofthinking,thispaperpresentstwo Euclidean form ulationsof
thee�ectiveaction thatappearsafterfunctionalintegration overferm ion
�elds,oneforvector-likeand theotherforchiralcouplings.W ith suitable
�nite-m oderegulatorsboth e�ective actionscan beevaluated in a �nite
com putation. The prescriptionsprovided here contain som e detailsnot
found in previouswork m arrying continuum ferm ionsto the lattice via
an interpolation. For exam ple,the counter-term s needed to m aintain
chiralgauge invariance are explicitly given. By construction coupling-
constant renorm alization,anom aly structure,and (in the chiralgauge
theory)ferm ion nonconserving am plitudesallsatisfy one’sexpectations
from perturbativeand sem i-classicalanalyses.
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1 Introduction

A long-standing problem in quantum �eld theory isa nonperturbative form ulation
ofchiralferm ions. O uronly generalnonperturbative form ulation ofquantum �eld
theory istherenorm alization-group lim itoffunctionalintegralsde�ned on a lattice.
Butwhen chiralsym m etry isan issue,there are notoriousproblem s[1,2]. Briey,
onem usteithersacri�celocality orpositivity,tolerateadditionalstates(doublingor
m irrorstates),orbreakchiralsym m etryexplicitly.W hen thecouplingofferm ionsto
gauge�eldsisvector-like,thestandard form ulations[3,4]areadequate,ifim perfect.
O n theotherhand,whenferm ionscoupletochiralgauge�elds,ithasbeen di�cultto
provea conceptually clean theory;seeref.[5]fora review.An encouraging proposal
replacesthefunctionalintegraloverferm ionswith an auxiliary quantum -m echanical
system [6],inspired by dom ain-wall[7]and lattice Pauli-Villars[8]m ethods.

Thispapero�ersconstructionsofvector-like and chiralgaugetheories,coupling
continuum ferm ions to lattice gauge �elds by introducing an interpolation ofthe
latter.Ideasofthistypewere�rstdiscussed by Flum eand W ylerfortheSchwinger
m odel[9],and recently ’tHooftadvocated a sim ilarapproach forfour-dim ensional
gauge theories [10]. The appealstem s from the nontrivial(instanton) topology
ofcontinuum gauge �elds,because the Atiyah-Singer index theorem [11]im plies
an intim ate relation between chiralpropertiesofferm ionsand the topology ofthe
gauge �eld.

In 1987{1988 there wassom e discussion abouttopology and ferm ionsin lattice
gauge theory [12,13]. Except for a conference reports [14],however,none ofthe
applications to chiralgauge theories have been published. Spurred by ref.[10],
Iwould like to presentm y variation on thethem e.

Ref.[10]regulatesthegauge�eld with thelattice and theferm ionswith a stan-
dard Pauli-Villars schem e. The num berofferm ionic degrees offreedom (per unit
volum e) rem ains in�nite| in the words ofSm it,the m ethod is desperate [13]. In
particular,a num ericalevaluation ofthee�ectiveaction would requirein�nitecom -
putation,even at �xed cuto�. This paper,on the other hand,exam ines a sharp
cuto� on determ inants,which was�rststudied in ref.[15].Thenum berofferm ionic
degreesoffreedom isnow �nite,sothenum ericalcom putation ofthee�ectiveaction
is�nite too.

Anotherdi�erence between thispaper’sproposaland the one in ref.[10]isthe
strategy for rem oving the cuto�s. Let a denote the lattice spacing and M the
ultravioletcuto� on ferm ions.In theform ulation ofref.[10]onetakesM ! 1 fora
�xed,and afterwardsa ! 0.Asstressed in sect.7.3 thecuto� in ref.[10]m aintains
the gauge sym m etry of the chiraltheory only in the M ! 1 lim it. W ith the
sharp cuto� form ulated below,however,itisperm issibleand naturalto takea ! 0,
M ! 1 with M a constant. The latter approach is far superior in a num erical
com putation. IfM m ustvary at �xed a,itwillbe extrem ely di�cultto generate
usefulensem blesoflatticegauge�elds,becauseto obtain a renorm alized theory the
baregauge coupling m ustdepend on M .

Sect.2 beginswith a discussion ofvector-like theories.Theanalysisstartswith
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anom alies,becausethey aresuch a stum bling block forlatticeform ulations[1].The
functionalintegraloverferm ion �eldsisde�ned in them annerofFujikawa[16],and a
speci�ccuto� procedureisform ulated and justi�ed in sect.3.Thesesectionsde�ne
an e�ective action fora continuousbackground gauge�eld.Sect.4 sum m arizesthe
essentialfeatures ofan interpolation from the lattice �eld ofparalleltransporters
to a connection. Sect.5 derives a heuristic relation between the ferm ion m easure
ofthisproposaland the usualm easure oflattice ferm ions.W hile inessentialto the
m ain line ofargum ent,the derivation suggests a rationale for relating the cuto�
on determ inantsto the lattice spacing. Sect.6 briey considersnum ericalaspects.
As usual,the generalization to chiralgauge theories is notim m ediate,butsect.7
produces a satisfactory de�nition ofthe chirale�ective action,including ferm ion
nonconservation.Finally,sect.8 rem arkson som e ofthe loose ends,and com pares
the statusofthisform ulation with ref.[6].

2 Vector-like gauge theory

Theform alexpression fortheEuclidean functionalintegralforferm ionsis

e
� �(A ) =

Z

D  D � e
� S(A ; ;� )

: (2.1)

Letusassum ea background gaugepotential(orconnection)A �.In theapplication
to lattice �eld theory,thisconnection isa determ ined from the lattice gauge �eld,
cf.sect.4.Staying m om entarily \in thecontinuum ," theaction is

S =
Z

d
4
x � (x)(/D + m ) (x): (2.2)

Form alintegration overtheferm ion �eldsyieldstheBoltzm ann factor

e
� �(A ) = Det(/D + m ): (2.3)

The objective isto give a rigorousm eaning to the m easure D  D � ,and/orto the
determ inant.

Considertheeigenfunctionsand eigenvaluesoftheDirac operator/D

i/D ’n = �n’n: (2.4)

Since/D isanti-Herm itian,the�n arereal.TheDiracoperatortransform scovariantly
under the gauge group,so the �n are gauge invariant. The Dirac operator anti-
com m uteswith 5,i.e.5/D = � /D 5.Hence,if’n isan eigenfunction with eigenvalue
�n,then 5’n isan eigenfunction with eigenvalue� �n.Asusual,oneim aginesthat
thetheory isde�ned on a com pactspace-tim e,and thein�nitevolum elim itistaken
atthe end.Then the spectrum of/D isdiscrete.

The Dirac operator can possess zero m odes, �n = 0. In this subspace it is
convenient to sort the eigenfunctions according to chirality,i.e.the eigenvalue of

2



5. Let n� be the num ber of m odes with /D ’n = 0 and 5’n = � ’n,and let
n0 = n+ + n� .Thedeterm inantshould then be

Det(/D + m )=
Y

n

(� i�n + m )= m
n0

Y

�n > 0

(�2n + m
2); (2.5)

exceptthatthe in�nite productstillrequiresan ultraviolet regulator;thisispost-
poned to sect.3.(Thesecond equality followsbecausenonzero eigenvaluescom ein
pairs� �n.)

Itiseasy to seethattheeigenvectorsareorthonorm aland form a com plete set:

X

a

Z

d
4
x’

a�
n (x)’

a
m (x)= �nm ; (2.6)

X

n

’
i
n(x)’

j�
n (y)= �(x � y)�ij; (2.7)

where i,j denote spinorand color indices. These propertiesofthe eigenfunctions
perm ittheexpansions

 (x)=
X

n

an’n(x);

� (x)=
X

n

�an’yn(x);
(2.8)

where the coe�cients a n and �an are G rassm an num bers. To obtain eq.(2.5)from
eqs.(2.1)and (2.2)one takesthe functionalintegralover�eldsgiven by eqs.(2.8),
i.e.the ferm ion m easureisde�ned to be

D  D � :=
Y

n

dand�an: (2.9)

Fujikawa [16]m akesa form alargum ent1 to relatetheright-hand sideofeq.(2.9)to
Q

x d
� (x)d (x). Since the productovera continuousindex isform al,itislogically

cleanerto asserteq.(2.9)asa de�nition.
TheFujikawa m easureisanalogousto onebased on Fourierm odes,

D  D � �
Y

k

d (k)d� (k): (2.10)

Them om enta correspond to eigenvaluesof/@,and arealso discrete(in a box).W ith
a coupling to gauge �elds,however,the m om enta are notgauge invariant. Hence,
the de�nition based on eigenfunctionsof/D ispreferable.

O ne m ust check that the form alism reproduces the axialanom aly. Consider
space-tim e dependentchiraltransform ations

 (x)= e� �
a(x)T a5 0(x);

� (x)= � 0(x)e� �
a(x)T a5;

(2.11)

1
Sect.5 pursuesa sim ilar,yetcom plem entary,line ofthought.
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and Ta = � (Ta)y isa generatorofa globalsym m etry group.(ForU(1)takeT = i.)
Undersuch transform ationsthe m easureofeq.(2.9)isnotinvariant,but

a
0
n =

Z

d
4
x’

y
n(x)e

�a(x)T a5’m (x)am = :Cnm am ; (2.12)

and sim ilarly for�a0n,with sum son m im plied.TherulesofBerezin integration im ply
Y

n

dan = DetC
Y

n

da
0
n: (2.13)

The Jacobian determ inants are then responsible forthe anom aly. Using an eigen-
function expansion of�a(x)Ta5 onecan write Cnm = expcnm with

cnm =
Z

d
4
x’

y
n(x)5T

a
’m (x)�

a(x): (2.14)

Then

DetC = e
Trc = exp

�Z

d
4
xA

a(x)�a(x)
�

; (2.15)

wheretheanom aly
A
a(x)=

X

n

’
y
n(x)5T

a
’n(x): (2.16)

Collecting theanom aly from D � and D  ,aswellasterm sfrom thechiraltransfor-
m ation oftheaction,yieldsthe(anom alous)W ard-Takahashiidentity

@�
� (x)�5T

a
 (x)= � (x)fTa

;m g5 (x)+ 2A a(x): (2.17)

3 R egulating the ferm ions

The preceding discussion skirtsthe need to regulate the determ inantsin the ultra-
violet.Letusstartwith a kind ofPauli-Villarsregulator.Eq.(2.16)becom es

A
a
reg(x)=

X

n

f"N (�
2
n=M

2
N )’

y
n(x)5T

a
’n(x): (3.1)

Let the index n run over f1 � n0;:::;0;1;2;:::g with the convention that n > 0
denotesnonzerom odes;letusorderthenonzerom odesby �2n and taken odd (even)
if�n isnegative (positive).Theregulating function f"(x)ischosen to look like the
sketch in �g.1.Thecuto� M N and sm earing param eter"N should satisfy

j�N j< M N < j�N + 1j; (3.2)

"N � (�2N + 1 � �
2
N )=M

2
N ; (3.3)

where N is even (so �N + 1 6= � �N ),and one takes "N ! 0 with M N �xed.2 The
Ferm ifunction

f"(x)=
e� 1=" + 1

e(x� 1)=" + 1
(3.4)

2
The notation ignoresaccidentally degenerate nonzero m odes,butitisclearwhatto do.
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changesrapidly from 1 to 0 asRex passesthrough 1. Since f"(0)= 1 and f" and
allitsderivativesvanish at1 ,itsupportsthestandard analysis[16]thatleadsto

A
a
reg =

trTa

16�2
tr[F��

�
F��] (3.5)

in fourdim ensions,where the two traces are over globaland gauge-group indices.
Details in Appendix A show that allhigher dim ension term s,e.g.tr(F n+ 2)=M 2n,
are proportionalto "� n

N
e� 1="N as"N ! 0.

To check that the regulator does not spoilthe derivation of eq. (2.17), one
restrictsthe chiraltransform ations�(x)to those forwhich

Z

d
4
x’

y
n(x)�

a(x)Ta
5’m (x)= 0; (3.6)

ifoneofn;m > N .Ifboth n and m > N ,then theleft-hand sideofeq.(3.6)need
notvanish.TheJacobian m atrix C takesa block form ,and theregulatordecouples
the block with large eigenvalues. Nevertheless,the transform ation function �(x)is
su�ciently arbitrary to derive the W ard-Takahashiidentity.

The"N ! 0 lim itcorrespondsto keeping the�rstN m odesof/D com pletely and
elim inating therest.In a looseanalogy with thelattice cuto�,in which theFourier
m easure ofeq.(2.10) is truncated,one can carry outthe truncation ofthe m odes
throughout.Thus,theregulated m easureis

�
D  D � 

�

N
=

NY

n= 1� n0

dand�an; (3.7)

with eigenvaluesordered asabove. The functionalintegralisnow over�eldsgiven

0 1
0

1

λN
2 /MN

2     λN+1
2 /MN

2
x

fε ε = 10-3

ε = 10-2

Figure1:Theshapeoftheregulatorfunction f"(x),which isdesigned sothatm odes
with eigenvalues�2n > �2N are om itted.
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by

 (x)=
NX

n= 1� n0

an’n(x);

� (x)=
NX

n= 1� n0

�an’yn(x):

(3.8)

Thee�ective Boltzm ann factorbecom es

e
� �N (A ) =

NY

n= 1� n0

(� i�n + m )= m
n0

NY

n = 1

�n > 0

(�2n + m
2): (3.9)

Sim ilarly,the regulated ferm ion propagatoris

Z
�
D  D � 

�

N
 (x)� (y)e� S =

NX

n= 1� n0

’n(x)
1

� i�n + m
’
y
n(y)e

� �N (A )
: (3.10)

The�nite-m odecuto� hasbeen exam ined before[15],with em phasison anom alies.
Those papersdid notnotice the disappearance ofhigher-dim ensionalterm sasthe
Ferm ifunction becom es in�nitely sharp,a feature that is especially im portant in
the chiralgauge theory,cf.sect.7.

In perturbation theory,one m ustbe carefulto im pose the sharp cuto� with /D ,
ratherthan with loop m om enta. Forexam ple,the dependence ofthe regulatoron
/D ,and hence on A �,induces additionalterm s in the gauge current,to m aintain
gauge invariance.

How should onechooseN ? O neoughtto takenonzero m odesin pairs:itwould
be silly to take �n and not� �n. O ne also oughtto retain allzero m odes,because
they are the m ost infrared ofall! But from the Atiyah-Singer index theorem [11]
the num berofzero m odesiseven (odd)ifthe topologicalcharge Q iseven (odd).
Thus,N m ustdepend on the gauge �eld and beeven (odd)ifQ iseven (odd).

The orderofm agnitude ofN can bespeci�ed only vaguely.An exam ination of
cuto� e�ects,AppendicesA and B,introducesexpansions.Fora genericcuto�,one
would need to m aintain A �=M � 1. The absence ofnon-universalterm swith the
�nite-m odecuto�,however,perm itsa lowercuto�.If,asin the nextsection,A � is
obtained from a latticegauge�eld,jAj< C=a,whereC isa gauge-group dependent
constant.W ith the�nite-m odecuto� itisthusnaturalto take M N � a� 1.Indeed,
on an N 3

S � NT lattice oneexpects

N lat = 4RN 3
SN T (3.11)

ferm ionicdegreesoffreedom in thelattice ferm ion �eld (peravor),whereR isthe
dim ension oftheferm ion’sgauge-group representation.An obviouschoicewould be
to augm entthe usualnum berwith thezero m odes,i.e.N = n0 + N lat.
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4 C oupling to a lattice gauge �eld

Toextend theform ulation tolatticegaugetheory,onem ustprovidean interpolation
determ ining a connection A �(x)from thelatticegauge�eld U �(x).Ref.[10]givesa
prescription adequate forde�ning tracesofproductsofF��,butdoesnotprescribe
A �.O therpossibilities,based on de�nitionsofthetopological(instanton)chargeof
a latticegauge�eld [17,18],do prescribeA � explicitly [19,20].Thelatterhavetwo
crucialproperties:

1. Theonly singularitiesin A � are instanton-like.

2. Theinterpolation A � transform sasa connection underlattice gaugetransfor-
m ations.

Ref.[10]doesprove a usefultheorem on the spectrum ofthe Dirac operatorfor a
bounded gauge �eld.The (m anifestly)topologicalinterpolationsobey the hypoth-
esisofthe theorem .

Thegreatinsightofref.[17]wasto recognize thatthelattice gauge�eld can be
used to de�nea �berbundle.Then thetopologicalchargeisthesecond Chern num -
berofthe bundle.L�uscheroriginally provided expressionsfortransition functions,
which encode changesofgauge

A
(�)
� = v�� (@� + A

(�)
� )v�� (4.1)

from a patch � ofspace-tim e to a neighboring one �. For consistency,v�� = v
� 1

��
.

In the�ber-bundleform alism ,thegaugeis�xed separately within each patch,such

thatA (�)
� hasno singularities.The winding responsiblefortopologicalcharge then

resides in the transition functions [17,21]. The m ore fam iliar patch-independent
connection is

A � = w
� 1
� (x)(@� + A

(�)
� )w�(x); (4.2)

wherethesection w� isrelated to thetransition functionsby

v�� = w�w
� 1

�
: (4.3)

The�rststep ofrefs.[19,20]isa patch-wise continuous,bounded interpolation for

thenonsingularA (�)
� .Eq.(4.2)producesa continuous,bounded connection A �,but

when the transition functions have nontrivialwinding,the sections,and thus A �,
have directionalsingularities. By construction,therefore,the only singularities in
the globally de�ned A � arethose induced by the instanton-winding ofthesection.

Theothercrucialproperty ofthereconstructed gaugepotentialsofrefs.[19,20]
is the response to a lattice gauge transform ation. The transform ation law ofthe
lattice gauge �eld is

g
U�(s)= g(s)U�(s)g

� 1(s+ �̂); (4.4)

where s,s+ �̂ denote lattice sites. For x in the patch � associated with s,the
reconstructed section obeys[22,20]

g
w�(x)= g(s)w�(x)g

� 1(x): (4.5)

7



The interpolation g(x)isindependent3 of�,but,ofcourse,g(s)isindependentof
x.Theinterpolated connection transform sas

g
A � = g(x)(@� + A �)g

� 1(x); (4.6)

with the sam e function g(x).
Ifg(s) = g2(s)g1(s) at each site,the three interpolated gauge transform ation

�eldsobey the com position law

g(x;U )= g2(x;
g1U )g1(x;U ): (4.7)

Note thatthe interpolation dependson the underlying lattice gauge �eld,which is
em phasized hereby thesecond argum ent.Consequently,every interpolated g(x;U )
can bebuiltup from in�nitesim al,site-by-site steps.

Forthepresentdiscussion thecom plicated expressionsfortheinterpolated g(x)
and A � arenotillum inating.Interested readerscan consultrefs.[22,19]forL�uscher’s
bundle.(ForPhillipsand Stone’sbundle,analogousresultscan beobtained [20].)

O ur prescription for coupling ferm ions to lattice gauge �elds is to start with
the lattice gauge �eld U �,interpolate to obtain the connection A �,use the asso-
ciated Dirac operator to de�ne the m easure,and regulate the determ inant using
the sharp cuto�. Because the Dirac operatorisconstructed using �berbundles,it
autom atically satis�esthe Atiyah-Singerindex theorem

n+ � n� = Q ; (4.8)

whereQ isthe topologicalcharge (asde�ned by ref.[17])ofthe lattice gauge �eld.
M oreover,from eq.(4.6)theeigenvaluesoftheDirac operator,and hencethee�ec-
tive action,are invariant under lattice gauge transform ations. From eq.(3.9) the
Boltzm ann factore� �N (U ) isalso positive and �nite.

5 R elation to lattice ferm ion �elds4

Itisintriguing to contrasttheregulated m easureofeq.(3.7)with theusualone

�
D  D � 

�

lat
=
Y

s

d (s)d� (s); (5.1)

where  (s) and � (s) denote the lattice ferm ion �eld and its conjugate at site s.
Thereisan interpolation oftheferm ion �eld analogousto A �.In particular,under
a lattice gauge transform ation theinterpolated ferm ion �eld transform sas

g
 (x)= g(x) (x); g � (x)= � (x)g� 1(x); (5.2)

with the sam einterpolated g(x)m entioned in sect.4.
3
Ifx 2 � \ �,eq.(4.3)requiresthatthe interpolation obey g(x)j� = g(x)j�.

4
Thissection isa diversion,and the restofthe paperm akesno use ofit.
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Letusexpand theinterpolated �eld  (x)asin eq.(2.8),usetheorthonorm ality
to solve forthe an and take di�erentials.Then

dan =
X

s

Z

d4x’yn(x)
@ (x)

@ (s)
d (s)= :

X

s

m nsd (s);

d�an =
X

s

Z

d4xd� (s)
@ � (x)

@ � (s)
’n(x)= :

X

s

d� (s)�m sn:

(5.3)

Ifthe num berofm odesN equalsthe num beroflattice sites,m and �m are N � N

m atricesand one can write
Y

n

dand�an = (det� 1m � det� 1 �m )
Y

s

d (s)d� (s): (5.4)

The determ inants here are akin to ones appearing in ref.[16]. Form ally,one can
com bine the determ inantsinto a \m etric"

g�ss = �m �snm ns =
Z

d
4
x
@ � (x)

@ � (�s)

@ (x)

@ (s)
; (5.5)

and rewritethe m easureas

NY

n

d�andan = detg� 1
Y

s

d (s)d� (s): (5.6)

The m etric dependscovariantly on the gauge �eld,by construction ofthe interpo-
lation.

O necan develop a geom etric pictureby im agining a G rassm an line elem ent
X

�ss

g�ssd
� (�s)d (s)=

X

n

d�andan (5.7)

thatisgauge invariant.In thislanguagethecustom ary lattice �eldsarecurvilinear
coordinates,and theexpansion coe�cientsarerectilinear.Accordingtothispicture,
theusuallattice m easurem istakenly neglectsthecurvature.Note thatwithoutthe
gaugeinteraction,them etricbecom esat:thetwobasesarethen Fouriertransform s
ofoneanother.

Them etricalso becom estrivialin thenaivecontinuum lim it.Then theinterpo-
lation isunnecessary and @ (x)=@ (s)= �(x � s). The factordetg� 1 isessential,
however,forobtaining the correctanom aly,index theorem ,etc. In particular,the
anom aly arisesbecause one m ay rem ove the regulators only after calculating with
the functionalintegral,not(asin the naive continuum lim it)before.

O fcourse,eq.(5.6)ism erely heuristic.To m akethem anipulationsrigorous,the
interpolated �elds m ust be sm ooth enough that the Dirac eigenm ode expansions
leading to eq.(5.3) stop at the N th term . Here N is both the num ber ofm odes
kept and the num ber oflattice sites. This condition presum ably puts constraints
on the sm oothnessofthe lattice gauge �eld sim ilarto,butperhapsm ore stringent
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than,thoseim posed by uniquenessconsiderationsin the�berbundleconstructions
[17,18].O neshould em phasize,however,thatsuch constraintsareon theconnection
between the presentm easure and the usuallattice one. They do notdetractfrom
eq.(2.9)asa de�nition ofthe functionalintegral,ore� �N (U ) asa de�nition ofthe
e�ective action.

6 C om putationalC onsiderations

Sincethee�ectiveaction �N (U )isrealand positive,thefunctionalintegraloverthe
gauge bosons is am enable to the M onte Carlo m ethod with im portance sam pling.
The Dirac eigenvalues,and hence the e�ective action,depend on the lattice gauge
�eld U so they m ustbe recom puted for every change ofU . Ifthe e�ective action
is de�ned with a G aussian e� �

2
n =M

2

[16]or standard Pauli-Villars [10]regulator,
onewould need to com putealleigenvaluesof/D and weightthem appropriately| an
in�nite com putation. W ith eq.(3.9),however,only the lowest N eigenvalues are
needed| a �nite com putation.5

To com pute the eigenvalues one can introduce an auxiliary lattice m uch �ner
than theoriginalone.Paralleltransportersforthe�nelattice areconstructed from
theinterpolated gauge�eld.Now considerany discretization oftheDiracoperator,
and denote its eigenvalues by dn. The discretization and auxiliary lattice spacing
m ust be chosen such that dn = �n (up to tolerable oating-point precision) for
n � N . O n a �ne enough auxiliary lattice,\any" discretization becom es precise
enough. To avoid problem s sorting the eigenvalues,however,a discretized oper-
ator without a doubled spectrum is preferable. Suitable exam ples would be the
W ilson discretization [3],orone derived by gauging the �xed-pointaction ofa free
ferm ion [23].Thediscretization m ay break chiralsym m etry,provided the breaking
isnum erically signi�cantonly form odesabove thecuto� N .

Sim ilar rem arks apply to the construction for chiral gauge theories, sect. 7.
An im portantdi�erence isthatthe Boltzm ann factore� �N (U ) can be com plex (for
ferm ionsin \com plex"representations),and in any casenotpositivede�nite.M onte
Carlo integration is then m uch m ore di�cult,because uctuations in sign reduce
thee�ectivenessofim portancesam pling,cf.sect.7.4.Nevertheless,e� �N (U ) can be
evaluated with �nitecom putation.

7 C hiralferm ions

7.1 G eneralrem arks

Thepreceding sectionsprovidea de�nition ofthefunctionalintegralforvector-like
ferm ions.Itisnonperturbative,hasthecorrectaxialanom aly,and by construction
provides a naturalassociation between a Dirac operator and a topologicalcharge,

5Conceding round-o� error,the \in�nite" com putation is ��1 tim esm ore costly,where � char-

acterizesm achine precision.
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so thattheindex theorem isobeyed.Theideasarenow extended to chiralferm ions,
which appearin theStandard M odeland in grand uni�ed theories.

The essentialfeature ofchiralgauge theories is thatpositive and negative chi-
rality ferm ionstransform underdi�erentrepresentations ofthe gauge group. In a
basisoftheDiracm atriceswith 5 diagonalitisusefulto splitthefour-com ponent
Dirac spinorinto two two-com ponentW eylspinors.W ithoutlossofgenerality one
can charge-conjugate the negative chirality partand assem ble everything into one
positivechirality �eld.ThisW eylspinorishenceforth denoted  + ,and therepresen-
tation ofthegaugegroup underwhich ittransform sisdenoted �,with generatorsta.
Thekinetic term ofthe action is

S =
Z

d
4
x 

y

+
/D +  + : (7.1)

Asbeforeone wantsto de�netheBoltzm ann factor

e
� �(A ) =

Z

D  + D  
y
+ e

� S(A ; + ; 
y

+
)
: (7.2)

But /D + m aps positive chirality W eylspinorsinto negative chirality W eylspinors.
Theunderlyingdi�culty in constructingachiralgaugetheory isthattheright-hand
sideofeq.(7.2)isnota (functional)determ inant.

A well-form ulated chiralgauge theory should also exhibit ferm ion nonconser-
vation [24]. Ifthe vector-like operator /D has zero m odes,the right-hand side of
eq.(7.2)should vanish:Recallthatthezero m odeshavede�nitechirality.Thusthe
zero m odes possess naturalprojections from Dirac spinors ’� onto W eylspinors
�� .Forpositivechirality theprojection im plies/D + �+ = 0,and fornegative chiral-
ity �

y
�
/D + = 0 (integration by partsim plied). In eq.(7.2) integration over the �+

com ponentof + oroverthe�y� com ponentof y+ yieldszero.O n theotherhand,if
therearen� zerom odesofeach chirality (counting individualspeciesappropriately)
the integral

Z (�+ ;�� )=
Z

D  + D  
y

+ ( 
y

+ )
�� ( + )

�+ e
� S(A ; + ; 

y

+
) (7.3)

doesnotvanish if�� � n� .(Thenotation ( + )�+ isschem atic fora productofn+
suitable com ponents orpositions of + .) Am plitudesforferm ion nonconservation
are proportionalto integralslike Z (�+ ;�� ).

Beforediscussinghow to regulatetheintegralsin eqs.(7.2)and (7.3),oneshould
listthe propertiesofeq.(7.2)thatthe regulatorshould respect.In addition to the
connection between zero m odesand ferm ion nonconservation,onewants

1. Re�(gA)= Re�(A),underallcircum stances.

2. Im �(gA)= Im �(A),only if� is\anom aly-free."

3. Im �(A)6= 0,if� iscom plex;6 indeed Im �(��(A))= � Im �(�(A)).
6
Ifthere is a unitary m atrix u such that t

a
= ut

a�
u
y
,then � is real;otherwise it is com plex.

The representation generated by t
a�

isdenoted �
�
.If� isreal,then e

��(A )
isreal.
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Here gA � = g(@� + A �)g� 1 is a gauge transform ofA �,and the notation �(�(A))
stressesthe ferm ion representation. Condition 2 isim posed so thatthe nonpertur-
bativede�nition reproducesperturbation theory.Condition 3 identi�esa diagnostic
feature ofthe e�ective action ofchiralferm ions.

Even though the right-hand side ofeq.(7.2) is by nature not a determ inant,
ultraviolet regulators alm ost always turn it into one. For exam ple, in the m ost
naive(and unsuccessful)latticeform ulation,/D + becom esa large,square,num erical
m atrix,and det/D + isthe m atrix determ inant.So letusprovisionally assum e

e
� �(A ) =

NY

n

(� i�n): (7.4)

In anticipation ofa cuto� analogousto theoneforvector-like theories(sect.3),the
productrunsonly overthe�rstN eigenvalues.Them osttransparentway to realize
Conditions1 and 2 isasfollows:W rite �n = ieln + i�n ,with ln and �n real,and note
that

Re�(A)= �

NX

n

ln; Im �(A)= �

NX

n

�n m od 2�: (7.5)

If the m odulij�nj = eln of the eigenvalues are gauge invariant and one orders
the eigenvalues by j�nj,Condition 1 is satis�ed. By Condition 2,in anom alous
(sub)representationsthe phasesofthe eigenvalueswould be gauge variant,butthe
variation from one species could cancelthat ofanother. Unfortunately,it seem s
that eigenvalue problem s with these sim ple gauge-transform ation properties leave
the totalphaseIm � unspeci�ed,outing Condition 3.7

7.2 A speci�c form ulation

A standard way to castthe e�ective action asa determ inantisto introduce a new
negative chirality partner � with no dynam ics.Theaction isnow

S =
Z

d
4
x

�

 
y

+
/D +  + +  

y

�
/@�  �

�

=
Z

d
4
x � D̂  ; (7.6)

wherethefour-com ponentspinor

 =

 

 +

 �

!

; � =
�

 
y
�  

y
+

�

; (7.7)

and

D̂ := /D + + /@� =

 

0 /@
/D 0

!

: (7.8)

7
Ref.[14]adopts the spirit ofthis realization. There Re� is related to the vector-like theory

and Im � = :� to thespectralasym m etry ofa certain operator[25].Thism ethod,however,requires

three regulators:one forthe gauge �elds,one forthe vector-like ferm ions,and one for�.
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Them atrix form sofeqs.(7.7)and (7.8)presum esa-m atrix basiswith 5 diagonal.
Form ally,thefunctionalintegraloverD  � D  

y
� istrivial,butthecom bined integral

e
� ~� =

Z

D  D � e� S( ;
� ;A ) (7.9)

can beexpressed asa determ inant,asin the vector-like theory.
TheoperatoriD̂ isnotself-adjoint,butitiselliptic[26],so on a com pactspace-

tim eitstillhasa discretespectrum .Theeigenvalueproblem now hasdi�erentright
and lefteigenfunctions.Thereare zero m odes

iD̂ ’+ ;n = 0; (iD̂ )y’� ;n = 0; (7.10)

where’� ;n arezero-m odeeigenfunctionsofthevector-likeoperator/D ,with chirality
� 1.Nonzero m odescom e in pairs8

iD̂ �n = �n�n;

(iD̂ )y�n = ��n�n

(7.11)

thatare m utually orthonorm al:
Z

d
4
x�

y
n(x)�m (x)= �nm : (7.12)

In addition
R
d4x�yn’+ ;m =

R
d4x’

y

� ;n�m =
R
d4x’

y

� ;n’+ ;m = 0. Furtherm ore,

since 5D̂ = � D̂ 5,if�n has eigenvalue �n,then 5�n has eigenvalue � �n,and
sim ilarly for�n,5�n.

Thefunctionalintegralisnow de�ned to beover�elds

 (x)=
n+X

n= 1

zn’+ ;n(x)+
NX

n= 1

an�n(x);

� (x)=
n�X

n= 1

�zn’� ;n(x)+
NX

n= 1

�an�yn(x);

(7.13)

i.e.the m easureis

D  � D  
y

� D  + D  
y

+ = D  D � =
NY

n= 1

dand�an

n+Y

n= 1

dzn

n�Y

n= 1

d�zn: (7.14)

Asin sect.3 thefunctionalintegraliscuto� by retaining only thelowestN nonzero
m odes. The principle for ordering the eigenvalues is revealed below,but clearly

8
Theeigenvalueproblem described hereisim plicitly adopted by ref.[10]and m any otherpapers

[15,27,28].O ften theliteraturediscussesm odelsthatcoupleferm ionsto external�eldsvia /@+ /V +

/A5.Thisoperatorisagain notself-adjoint,though elliptic,sothereareleftand righteigenfunctions

�n 6= �n.M ostpaperseitherignorethissubtlety,ortry to circum ventit.Forexam ple,som etricks

turn iD̂ into a Herm itian operator,thusleaving Im � unspeci�ed.They cannotbe adopted here.
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the two m odeswith the sam e �2n should be adjacent. Analogously to sect.3,itis
convenientto take n odd (even)ifRe�n isnegative (positive).

Letus�rstintegrate overthean and �an.Eqs.(7.13)and (7.14)yield

e
� ~�N (A ) =

NY

n= 1

(� i�n)=
NY

n = 1

R e�n > 0

�
2
n: (7.15)

forthe functionalintegral. In a realrepresentation these eigenvaluescom e in pairs
(� i�n;i�

�
n); ~�N satis�es Condition 3. But one should not expect ~�N (A) to be

a suitable de�nition ofthe e�ective action| hence the tilde| because neither the
m odulinorthe phasesofthe nonzero eigenvaluesare gauge invariant.

Underthe gauge transform ation g = e! the chiralDirac operatortransform sas
gD̂ = e!P� D̂ e� !P+ ,whereP� = 1

2
(1� 5).Thezero m odesaregaugeinvariant.To

�rstorderin ! thenonzero eigenvaluesvary by

g
�n = �n

�

1�
Z

d
4
x�

y
n(x)t

a
5�n(x)!

a(x)
�

; (7.16)

which im m ediately yieldsthe variation of~�N :

�!
~�N =

Z

d
4
xA

a
reg(x)!

a(x); (7.17)

where

A
a
reg(x)=

NX

n= 1

�
y
n(x)t

a
5�n(x)= lim

"N ! 0

1X

n= 1

�
y
n(x)t

a
5f"N (� D̂

2
=M

2
N )�n(x): (7.18)

Thelastexpression appliesiftheeigenvaluesareordered by increasing Re�2n,which
isjusti�ed becauseitreproducesthe consistentgauge anom aly.

From eq.(7.18)and Appendix A,theim aginary partof�! ~�N is

iIm A
a
reg =

1

24�2
"���� @�tr�[t

a(A �@�A � + 1

2
A �A �A �)]; (7.19)

the fam iliar consistent anom aly [29,30,31]. It vanishes iftr�(taftb;tcg) = 0 in
representation � [31];~�N satis�esCondition 2.

Even iftheanom aly cancels,however,therealpart�!~�N isnotgaugeinvariant.
W ith �a2 and �

a
4R from Appendix A

�! Re~�N =
1

16�2

Z

d
4
x

�

� M
2
N �

a
2(x)+ �

a
4R (x)

�

!
a(x): (7.20)

After taking "N ! 0,allhigher-dim ension term s drop out because they are pro-
portionalto e� 1="N .Following Bardeen,thegauge variation oftherealpartcan be
com pensated by counter-term s[29].Let

S2= �
M 2

N

16�2

Z

d4x tr�(A 2);

S4=
1

48�2

Z

d4x tr�
�
1

2
A �@

2A � + (@ � A)2 + 1

4
A �A �A �A � �

1

2
(A 2)2

�
;

(7.21)
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and Sct = S2 + S4. IfSct iscom puted using the interpolated gauge �eld,itsgauge
variation cancels that ofRe~�N exactly.9 The choice ofS4 is not unique,because
onecould alsoadd agaugeinvariantterm proportionaltotr�F 2.Buttheam biguity
corresponds to a shift in the (inverse) bare gauge coupling,so it should m ake no
di�erence once allcuto�sare rem oved.

The counter-term S2 is supposed to rem ove a quadratic divergence, but the
num ber of m odes N | not the m ass M N that appears in eq.(7.21)| de�nes the
cuto�.Thenum berofferm ion m odeswith m om entum below a cuto� M is

N = 4R
X

k

f"(k
2
=M

2): (7.22)

Approxim ating thesum by an integralyieldsN = 4R(LM )4=32�2+ O (e� bLM ).But
N isan integer,so theerrorin thisapproxim ation can beelim inated by taking

M
4
N =

32�2N

4RL4
: (7.23)

This value of M N is the one needed to cancelthe quadratic divergence. If one
choosesN = N lat,then M 2

N = 4
p
2�=a2 � (4:2=a)2.

Thecom bination
�N = ~�N + Sct (7.24)

isthusgauge invariantunderin�nitesim algauge transform ations.By eq.(4.7)this
isenough to show that�N (U )isinvariantunderalllattice gauge transform ations.
Hence,�N (U )satis�esallthreeconditions.Thisisthe m ain result.

Finally,letusintegrate overthezero m odes.Unlessthereareenough factorsof
theferm ion �eld in theam plitude,theintegralvanishes.W ith them inim alnum ber
of�eldsin eq.(7.3)

Z (n+ ;n� )= e
� �N (A )

n�Y

n= 1

’
jn
� ;n(yn)

�

n+Y

n= 1

’
in
+ ;n(xn); (7.25)

wherein,jn and xn,yn denotediscreteindicesand positionsofthe�eldsin eq.(7.3).
Functionalintegration alone would lead to eq.(7.25) with ~�N instead of�N . The
zerom odespresentnosubstantivechangesin thecom putation ofthegaugevariation
of~�N ,so thesam e counter-term srestore gauge sym m etry.

7.3 R elation to ref.[10]

Although ref. [10]focuses prim arily on the vector-like theory with Pauli-Villars
cuto�, it does prove its im portant convergence theorem for theories with vector
and axial-vector couplings. Thissuggests thatthe chiralcoupling isalso intended
as an application. W ith the cuto� proposed there,the analysis ofcuto� e�ects
leads to som ewhat di�erent conclusions. Appendix C recasts ’t Hooft’s cuto� in

9
In otherm ethods[32,33,34]the cancellation iseitherapproxim ate orsubjectto tuning.
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a way that m akes Appendix A directly applicable. O ne �nds that the quadratic
divergence drops out,but the universalterm �a4R stillspoils gauge invariance of
the realpart.M oreover,the coe�cientsofthe higher-dim ension term s,� a

6R and so
forth,no longervanish,though they are suppressed by powersofM 2.To elim inate
these violations ofgauge sym m etry,one m ust take M to in�nity,on each gauge
�eld separately. This is cum bersom e,and perhaps logically inconsistent,because
to obtain a renorm alized theory,the baregauge coupling m ustbeadjusted to keep
physicalm asses| propertiesofthe ensem ble average| cuto� independent.

7.4 H ow to com pute baryon violation

To sum m arize the resultsofthissection itisworth sketching how to com pute cor-
relation functions.BecausetheintegralsZ som etim esvanish trivially,letusdenote
the sector oflattice gauge �elds with n� zero m odes U(n+ ;n� ). Nonzero integrals
with then beoveroneorso sectors.

Consider�rstferm ion-conservingobservables.O newould liketocom putearatio
oftheform

hO i=

Z

D U(0;0) O e
� �N � Sg

Z

D U(0;0) e
� �N � Sg

; (7.26)

where Sg is the lattice-gauge-�eld action. Here the gauge-invariant observable O
is constructed from the gauge �eld and ferm ion propagators. For eq.(7.26) one
requiresan ensem ble of�eldsin U(0;0),distributed with weight

W = e
� �N (U )� Sg(U ): (7.27)

For am plitudes ofthis type,allother sectors carry weight 0,because ofthe zero
m odes,so in theM onte Carlo they are sim ply om itted.

Consider next a ferm ion-violating am plitude. For sim plicity, suppose that O
does not contain ferm ion species that are being created or annihilated. Now one
would like to com pute a ratio ofthe form

hO  
i(x) j(y)i=

Z

D U(2;0) O ’
i
+ (x)’

j
+ (y)e

� �N (U )� Sg

Z

D U(0;0) e
� �N (U )� Sg

: (7.28)

The num erator and denom inator are averages over di�erent sectors,10 and recall
that in sectors with zero m odes e�

~�N is de�ned to be the product ofthe �rst N
nonzero eigenvalues,ordered by Re�2n.O necan re-write eq.(7.28)as

hO  
i(x) j(y)i=

Z

D U(2;0) e
� �N (U )� Sg

Z

D U(0;0) e
� �N (U )� Sg

hO ’
i
+ (x)’

j
+ (y)i(2;0); (7.29)

10
The two-zero-m ode sector U(2;0) is typically the sector with topologicalcharge Q = 1,which

would have one zero m ode foreach species.
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where the average h� i(2;0) is over U(2;0). In addition to the weight W ,one m ust
com pute thezero-m ode eigenfunctions’+ (x)forcreated and annihilated species.

The other factor in the ferm ion-nonconserving am plitude is the ratio of two
partition functions. To com pute it accurately som e specialnum ericaltechniques
[35,36]are available,which keep track ofthe system ’spreference forone sectoror
theother.Variousversionsofthese\histogram m ethods" [37]m ay also proveuseful
in obtaining the nontrivialphaseofW ,inherentto a com plex representation.

7.5 G lobalanom alies

Som e theories,the sim plestofwhich isSU(2)with one W eyldoublet,are a�icted
by a globalanom aly [38]. The representations in question are real,and therefore
e� �N (U ),as de�ned by eqs.(7.15) and (7.24), is realand positive. Thus �N (U )
isreal.

Let us focus on SU(2). Because �4(SU(2)) = ZZ2,there are nontrivialgauge
transform ations,forwhich the proofofgauge invariance of�N (U )breaksdown.11

Letw be in the nontrivialclass. The variation �N (w U )� �N (U )isreal,butdoes
itvanish? Following ref.[39]one can com pute the di�erence by em bedding SU(2)
into SU(3)and taking a trajectory from g = 1 to g = w in SU(3). Re�N doesnot
change for any in�nitesim alstep,and since �4(SU(3)) = 0,the trajectory can be
constructed from in�nitesim alsteps.Thus�N (w U )� �N (U )= 0 fortheem bedded
�eld,and hence likewise forthe SU(2)�eldsthem selves.

O n theotherhand,W itten argued thatthetwo con�gurationsU and w U should
have Boltzm ann weights equalin m agnitude butopposite in sign [38]. Indeed the
gauge variation ofIm �N integrated along the SU(3) trajectory supports his con-
clusion [39]. But,given a lattice gauge �eld U 0,the algorithm fore� �N (U 0) cannot
determ ine whether U 0 = U or U 0 = wU . And thanks to the pains taken ensure
gauge invariance,the com puted weight is the sam e in either case. This is not a
seriousdrawback,however. Ifthe globalanom aly applies,one can replace num er-
atorand denom inatorofeq.(7.26)by W itten’soriginalresult,0=0,elim inating all
com putation.

8 C onclusions

The seem ing incom patibility oflattice ferm ions and chiralsym m etry has inspired
the recurring idea [9,14,10]of treating the ferm ions in the continuum , even if
the underlying gauge �eld is on the lattice. Sm it calls the idea desperate [13].
How desperatearethem ain resultspresented here? Thecolorfulterm inology refers
to the tacit assum ption that a continuum requires an in�nite num ber ofdegrees
offreedom (per unit volum e). Then the arithm etic needed to evaluate functional
integrals is in�nite: we are desperate because a com puter cannotdo the job. But

11
Although lattice gaugetransform ationscan bebuiltup slowly,site-by-site,and eq.(4.7)shows

that the interpolations inherit this property,the two classes can be separated by lattice gauge

transform ationsforwhich the interpolation isill-de�ned.
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with a �nite-m ode cuto� there are N eigenvalues;the com putation is�nite. Alas,
even in thevector-like theory the e�ortneeded to obtain highereigenvalueswillbe
high (cf.sect.6).Theconstruction forchiralferm ionsisyetm ore com putationally
intensive,because,�rst,the counter-term sm ustnow becom puted accurately,and,
second,thephase,which stem snotfrom theregulatorbutfrom thechiralcoupling
itself,requiresextra care.

There is a potentialshortcom ing to the �nite-m ode regulator. O ne would like
to verify that the spectrum rem ains chiral, in perturbation theory and beyond.
Appendix B dem onstrates perturbative universality for ferm ion loops. (Ref.[15]
and Appendix A do the sam e foranom alousdiagram sonly.) Butthere is(asyet)
no com parable prooffordiagram swith externalferm ion lines,which are needed to
exam ine the ferm ion spectrum . The resolution is not straightforward,because it
dependson detailsofthe gauge-boson propagator,i.e.on the lattice gauge action.
And even ifthe perturbative test is a success, one should be cautious untilthe
nonperturbativespectrum hasbeen checked.

The counter-term s required in the chiral gauge theory m ay be unsettling at
�rst sight. But their necessity arises from the unassailable observation [1]that a
regulated functionalintegraleitherrespectsasym m etryoritdoesnot.Toobtain the
anom aly (and hence the physically powerfulrequirem entofanom aly cancellation)

thefunctionalintegrale�
~�N (U ) cannotbegaugesym m etric.Consequently,the�nal

resultforthe chiralBoltzm ann factor

e
� �N (U ) = e

� ~�N (U )
e
� Sct(U ) (8.1)

isthe productofa functionalintegraland a sym m etry-restoring factor.
A related peculiarity is the fate of W itten’s globalanom aly [38]. Again, an

Ansatz forthee�ective action iseithergauge invariantornot.Thee�ective action
�N (U ) is gauge invariant,even when the gauge transform ation is in the nontriv-
ialclass. W ithoutasserting thatthis paper’sform ulation succeeds atde�ning the
globally anom aloustheories,one m ightsuggestthatitcould shed lighton the dy-
nam icalpuzzlesthatoriginally m otivated ref.[38].An optim istic possibility isthat
the dynam icsof�N (U )failin globally anom aloustheories,butnototherwise.

A seriouscom plication isthattheform ulation isin Euclidean �eld theory.Atthe
nonperturbative levelthe W ick rotation doesno good,and instead one constructs
the M inkowski theory via the im aginary-tim e evolution operator on the Hilbert
space ofstates. This procedure de�nes a Ham iltonian that can then be used to
propagate the statesin realtim e.The eigenfunctionsused to de�ne the functional
integralarefundam entally four-dim ensional,so theconstructiveapproach [40]does
notseem helpful.Perhapsthe axiom atic approach [41]willprove m oreprom ising.

Finally,letuscom pare the presentchiralconstruction with the overlap form al-
ism [6]. Both de�ne an e�ective action with a gauge-invariant realpart. Both
generate an im aginary partin a com plex ferm ion representation,butnotin a real
representation.W ith theinterpolation and D̂ the gauge variation oftheim aginary
partis the consistent anom aly and with the �nite-m ode regulator (or in the lim it
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M ! 1 [10]) nothing else. W ith the overlap the gauge variation ofthe im agi-
nary partcontainsthe anom aly and higher-ordergauge breaking term s,analogous
to �a6I (notation ofAppendix A),aswell. Ref.[6]arguesthey should be tolerably
sm all,and tests in two dim ensions [42]indicate that this conclusion m ay be cor-
rect.Both m ethodsprovideferm ion nonconservingam plitudes:herethegauge-�eld
topology [17]drives ferm ion nonconservation,and in ref.[6]the ferm ion noncon-
serving am plitudesde�nethegauge-�eld topology.(Forsm ooth lattice gauge�elds
the two topologiescoincide.) W hereasAppendix B includesan explicitveri�cation
offerm ion-loop coupling-constantrenorm alization,itdoesnotseem thatan explicit
calculation starting from thelatticeoverlap isavailableyet[43].O n theotherhand,
ref.[6]includes severalnum ericalcross checks that have not been done here. An
im portant,dynam icaltestiswhethertheferm ion spectrum rem ainschiralafterin-
tegrating over gauge �elds.12 Neither construction hasbeen subjected to thistest
yet,becauseitrequiresa full-edged M onte Carlo calculation.
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W hile this paper was being written,a preprintappeared by S.D.H.Hsu (Yale
University reportYCTP-P5-95,hep-th/9503058),expanding on the idea ofG �ock-
elerand Schierholz [14]to exploitthe �-invariantform ulated in ref.[25].

A C uto� e�ects in the anom aly

Thisappendix �llsin thestepsfrom eq.(3.1)to eq.(3.5).Them odi�cationsneeded
to obtain eq.(7.19) are provided in sect.A.1. The analysis is standard,but it is
provided to dem onstrate the form ofhigher-dim ension term ssuppressed by powers
of1=M 2n

N . The sharp lim it "N ! 0 turns out to be special,because it elim inates
these term sbefore taking M N ! 1 .

Firstsom e prelim inarieson Fouriertransform s.Forde�nitenessthe space-tim e
isa box with sidesL,and volum e V = Ld.TheFouriertransform

~’(k)=
Z

d
4
xe

� ik� x
’(x): (A.1)

Allowed values ofk depend on the boundary conditions. This Appendix presents
12Thisisthe physicalcrux ofrecentskepticism [44]ofthe overlap form alism .
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details for a wide class ofalm ost periodic boundary conditions,13 such that k� =
2�(�� + ��)=L, �� 2 ZZ. Strictly periodic directions have �� = 0; anti-periodic
directions have �� = 1=2;C -periodic directions have a certain com bination ofthe
foregoing and �� = 1=4.Theinverse transform (assum ing convergence)is

’(x)= V
� 1

X

k

~’(k)eik� x: (A.2)

Theapplication needed hereisthe Fouriertransform ofeq.(2.7)

X

n

~’in(p)~’
j�
n (q)= V �pq�

ij
: (A.3)

Consideranyfunction f obeyingf(0)= 1and f(1 )= f0(1 )= f00(1 )= � � � = 0
[16],and let

A
a
f(x)= (5T

a)ji
X

n

h

’
y
n(x)f(� /D

2
=M

2)’n(x)
i

ij
; (A.4)

with the sum m ation convention over the spin-avor-color m ulti-indices i;j. In
sect.(3) the Ferm ifunction f"N appears,with m ass M N and the lim it "N ! 0.
Forcom parison with refs.[10,16],however,itisconvenientto keep f arbitrary.

Fouriertransform ing theeigenfunctionsand using eq.(A.3)one obtains

A
a
f(x)= V

� 1(5T
a)ji

X

k

h

e
� ik� x

f(� /D 2
=M

2)eik� x
i

ij
: (A.5)

From eq.(2.15)one recallsthathere/D eik� x= eik� x(i/k + /D ).Hence,

A
a
f(x)= V

� 1(5T
a)ji

X

k

h

f

�

(k2 � /D 2 + 2ik � D )=M2
�i

ij
; (A.6)

Expanding in D =M

A
a
f(x)= V

� 1(5T
a)ji

X

k

X

n

(� 1)n

n!

�

/D 2
=M

2 + 2ik � D =M

�n

ij
f
(n)(k2); (A.7)

wherenow k� = 2�(�� + ��)=(LM ),and f(n) = dnf=dxn.
Because the functions under consideration are sm ooth and vanish rapidly at

in�nity,thesum scan beapproxim ated by integrals

1

(LM )d
X

k

(1;k�k�;:::)f(k
2)=

Z
ddk

(2�)d
(1;k�k�;:::)f(k

2)+ O (e� bLM ) (A.8)

with little error. O dd powers vanish. Note that the �nite-size e�ects also vanish
when the ultravioletregulatorisrem oved.

13
O ther boundary conditions such as D irichlet,von Neum ann,or �xed lead to the sam e �nal

conclusions.
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Reorganizing the term saccording to the powerofM

A a
f(x)=

1

(� 4�)d=2

h

M df(� d=2)(0)�a0(x)+ M d� 2f(1� d=2)(0)�a2(x)

+ M d� 4f(2� d=2)(0)�a4(x)+ M d� 6f(3� d=2)(0)�a6(x)+ � � �

i

;

(A.9)

where�a0(x)= tr5Ta = 0,

�
a
2 = � tr[5T

a(/D 2
� D

2)]; (A.10)

�
a
4 =

1

2
tr
n

5T
a
�

(/D 2
� D

2)2 + 1

3
[D �;[D �;/D

2
� D

2]]+ 1

6
[D �;D �][D �;D �]

�o

;

(A.11)
and �a6 contains term swith 6 D ’s,com bined to produce a function (ratherthan a
di�erentialoperator).Theresultdependson thecuto� function via thecoe�cients
f(n)(0),de�ned by f(0)(x)� f(x),

f
(n� 1)(x)= �

Z
1

x

dx
0
f
(n)(x0); f

(n+ 1)(x)=
df(n)

dx
: (A.12)

TheM independentterm hastheuniversalcoe�cientf(0)= 1;theothercoe�cients
di�erfordi�erentcuto�s.

W ith theFerm ifunction f(� n)" (0)= (� 1)n=n!,n > 0,plusterm soforder"ne� 1=".
Hence,the�a2j,2j< d,arepower-law divergences,unlessthetracesvanish.O n the

otherhand,forn > 0 then f(n)" (0)� "� ne� 1=" ! 0 as"! 0.Thus,thesharp cuto�
hasno \scaling violations."

Forthe vector-like theory /D 2 � D2 = 1

4
[�;�]F��. Ifd = 2,the only surviving

term �a2 yields the well-known result. Ifd = 4,the Dirac trace m akes �a2 vanish
aswellaseverything in �a4 exceptthe term (/D 2 � D2)2,yielding the fam iliaraxial
anom aly,eq.(3.5).

A .1 M odi�cations for the chiralgauge theory

In thechiralgauge theory onewants

A
a
f(x)= (5t

a)ji
X

n

h

�
y
n(x)f(� D̂

2
=M

2)�n(x)
i

ij
: (A.13)

Theleftand righteigenfunctionsofiD̂ arenotcom plete,but
X

n

�
i
n(x)�

j�
n (y)= �(x � y)�ij � IP0; (A.14)

where IP0 projects onto zero m odes. This nuisance is easiest to handle with anti-
periodic boundary conditions. Ifthe function f drops to zero below the lowest
m om entum m ode,then IP0f = 0.Thus,theprojectorcan bedropped afterFourier
transform ing. The hole in f cannot a�ect the m om entum sum s, so the correct
approxim ation in eq.(A.8)usesa function withouttheholeon theright-hand side.
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The algebraic m anipulationsstillhold,butone m ustreplace Ta by ta,/D by D̂
and thesym bolD � by �D � := 1

2
f�;D̂ g.From eq.(7.8)

�D � = @� + 1

2
A � �

i

2
���5A �: (A.15)

Then

D̂
2
� �D 2 = 1

2
5@� A �i

2
���@�A � + 1

4
(d� 2)(A2 � i���A �A �): (A.16)

Consequently,

�
a
2 =

(

"�� tr(ta@�A �)� tr(ta@� A) (d = 2)
� 2tr(ta@� A) (d = 4);

(A.17)

where the trace is now only over gauge indices. In d = 2 this is the universal
anom aly,plusa term thatcan becom pensated by a localcounter-term ;in d = 4 it
only thelattersurvives,and itisa power-law divergence.Thefunction in �a4 istoo
lengthy to presentexplicitly,butafterthe trace �a4 = �a4R + �a4I,where

�
a
4I =

2

3
"���� tr

�
t
a
@�(A �@�A � + 1

2
A �A �A �)

�
(d = 4) (A.18)

isthe well-known consistentanom aly [29,30,31],and

�a4R = 1

3
tr
h

ta
�

@2@� A + [@2A �;A �]� 2[@�@� A;A�]+ f@� A;A2g

� A�(@� A)A� � [@�A �;[A �;A �]]+ A �(@�A � + @�A �)A �

�i (A.19)

isthealm ostaswell-known quantity that,like�a2jd= 4,can becom pensated by local
counter-term s[29,27,15].

B C uto� e�ects in the e�ective action

The analysisofthe previoussection can be applied directly to the e�ective action.
Itshowsthatthe �nite-m ode cuto� isin the sam e (perturbative)universality class
as Pauli-Villars regulators. As in Appendix A,the analysis is perform ed for an
arbitrary sm ooth function,butonce again the sharp lim itisspecial,becauseithas
no powercorrections.

Fora good infrared behavior,thissection considersonly anti-periodicboundary
conditions.

O necan writethe regulated e�ective action as

�N = � 1

2

1X

n

log

 

�2n + m 2

M 2
N

!

f"N

 

�2n

M 2
N

!

=
Z

d
4
xLN ; (B.1)

wherethee�ective Lagrangian

LN = � 1

2

X

n

’
y
n(x)Lf"N (�

/D 2
=M

2
N )’n(x); (B.2)
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and,forany function f obeying f(0)= 1 and f(1 )= f0(1 )= f00(1 )= � � � = 0,

Lf(x)= log(x + �
2)f(x); (B.3)

and � = m =M . The notation applies to the vector-like theory,but the substitu-
tionsneeded forthe chiralgauge theory are obvious. The e�ective Lagrangian for
arbitrary f willbedenoted Lf.

Fourier transform ing the eigenfunctions, using eq.(A.3), and using /D eik� x=
eik� x(i/k + /D )one obtains

Lf(x)= � 1

2
�jiV

� 1
X

k

h

Lf

�

(k2 � /D 2 + 2ik � D )=M2
�i

ij
; (B.4)

wherek� = �(2�� + 1)=L.Expanding in D =M

Lf(x)= � 1

2
�jiV

� 1
X

k

X

n

(� 1)n

n!

�

/D 2
=M

2 + 2ik � D =M

�n

ij
L
(n)

f
(k2); (B.5)

wherek� = �(2�� + 1)=(LM ).Thederivativestake theform

L
(n)

f
(x)=

n� 1X

l= 0

n!

l!

(� 1)n� 1� l

(n � l)

f(l)(x)

(x + �2)n� l
+ log(x + �

2)f(n)(x): (B.6)

Thel= 0 term can becalled universal,becauseaftersum m ing overk theuniversal
f(0)= 1 rem ains.

In the vector-like theory,the ferm ion m ass (presum ed nonzero) regulates the
infrared and one can use eq.(A.8). In the chiralgauge theory (or any m assless
case),infrared singularitiesm ake the integralspoorestim atesofthe sum s.Forthe
presentpurposes,however,thefunction f can also beused asan infrared regulator.
O nesim ply choosesf to drop to zero form om entum lessthan thesm allestallowed
by the anti-periodic boundary condition,say fork2 < �2 = (�=2LM )2.

Thedelicate infrared behaviorhasconsequenceswhen reorganizing thee�ective
Lagrangian according to thedim ension oftheinteractions.O ne�nds

Lf =
� 1

2(� 4�)d=2

h

M dL
(� d=2)

f
(�2)l0(x)+ M d� 2L

(1� d=2)

f
(�2)l2(x)

+ M d� 4L
(2� d=2)

f
(�2)l4(x)+ M d� 6L

(3� d=2)

f
(�2)l6(x)+ � � �

i

+ �L;

(B.7)

wherel0(x)= tr1 = 4R yieldsa constantofno dynam icalsigni�cance,

l2 = � tr(/D 2
� D

2); (B.8)

l4 = 1

2
tr
n

(/D 2
� D

2)2 + 1

3
[D �;[D �;/D

2
� D

2]]+ 1

6
[D �;D �][D �;D �]

o

; (B.9)

and l6 contains sam e com bination of6 D ’s as �a6,which is a function rather than
a di�erentialoperator. The interactions in �L are proportionalto [� 2=(�2 + �2)]l;
hence they surviveonly when �2 � �2.
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The e�ective Lagrangian dependson the cuto� via the coe�cients L (n)

f
(�2). If

�2 � �2 (i.e.m L � 1)thesebecom eL(n)
f
(0).Forexam ple,with theFerm ifunction

L
(� 1)

f"
(0)= 1; L

(� 2)

f"
(0)= � 1=4; (B.10)

plus term s of order "jnje� 1=". The higher-dim ension functions have coe�cients

L
(n)

f
(�2)=M 2n,n > 0. From eq.(B.6) one seesthatthey consistofa universal,f-

and M -independentterm ,plusterm s non-universalproportionalto f(m )(0)=M 2m .
The rem aining dim ensions are balanced by infrared scales m or 1=L. Again,for
theFerm ifunction thenon-universalterm saresuppressed by e� 1=" and drop outin
the sharp lim it. Since interactionsofalldim ension appearin eq.(B.7),itm ustbe
interpreted asa perturbativeseries.

In the vector-like theory,regulated asin sect.3,l2 vanishes. Indeed,the gauge
invariance ofthe regulated theory forbids any dim ension 2 term s. In l4 the Dirac
trace elim inatesthe nested com m utatorleaving,ford = 4,

Lf;4 =
log(�2;�2)

48�2
tr�F

2
; (B.11)

which renorm alizesthe gauge coupling.
In thechiralgaugetheory ofsect.7 thisanalysisappliesto ~�N .Thedim ension-

two term l2 doesnotvanish,becausenow theregulatorbreaksthegaugesym m etry.
In fourdim ensionsone has

Lf;2 =
M 2

16�2
L
(� 1)

f
(�2)tr�A

2
: (B.12)

To restoregaugesym m etry,onem ustadd thecounter-term S2 in eq.(7.21).O n the
otherhand,l4 inducescoupling constantrenorm alization.(Thegaugenon-invariant
piecescancel.) W ith som e patience one can accum ulate the nonvanishing -m atrix
tracesin l4 to obtain

Lf;4 =
log�2

96�2
tr�F

2
; (B.13)

up to a total derivative. Notice that, as expected, the renorm alization term is
halfthatofthe vector-like theory. The dim ension-fourinteractionsin �L,present
because�2 = 0,includegauge-breaking term s;they are cancelled by S4.

C A pplying A ppendices A and B to ref.[10]

Ref.[10]de�nes the ferm ion functionalintegralwith a tim e-honored [45]Pauli-
Villarsregulator:

e
� �P V (A ) =

Y

i

(det(/D + M i))
ei (C.1)
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in the vector-like case,and sim ilarly e�
~� with D̂ in the chiralcase. The determ i-

nantsare productsoverthe in�nitely num erouseigenvalues. The m asses14 M i and
signaturesei satisfy

1X

i= 0

ei=
1X

i= 0

ei(M i=M )n = 0; n = 1;2;3;::: (C.2)

1X

i= 1

ei(M i=M )n log(M i=M )= 0; n = 0;1;2;3;::: (C.3)

Forn = 0,eq.(C.3)de�nestheoverallscaleM .Eqs.(C.2)and (C.3)requirein�nite
seriesonly ifonerequiresthe identitiesforalln.

Thefunction needed to describethee�ectiveLagrangian,cf.eqs.(B.1){(B.7),is

LPV (x)=
1X

i= 0

eilog(x + M
2
i=M

2): (C.4)

Note that LPV and allits derivatives vanish at in�nity, by virtue of eqs.(C.2)
and (C.3),so the m anipulations ofAppendix B stillhold. Eqs.(2.17) and (7.17)
also hold asbefore,butwith A reg replaced by A fP V .Here

fPV (x)= xL
0
PV (x)= �

1X

i= 1

eiM
2
i

M 2x + M 2
i

: (C.5)

Again fPV and allits derivatives vanish at in�nity,so the m anipulations ofAp-
pendix A hold.

To apply eq.(A.9)onenotestheuniversalnorm alization fPV (0)= 1.Power-law
divergencesdrop out,but\scaling violations" rem ain (n > 0):

f
(� n)

PV
(0)= 0; f

(n)

PV
(0)=

(� 1)n+ 1

n!

1X

i= 1

ei(M =M i)
2n
6= 0; (C.6)

and analogously for L(n)
PV
(0). O ne m ight rem ark that the absence of power-law

divergencesrelieson integrating x to in�nity.They re-appearifone truncates�PV
when,say,LPV (x)becom essm all.
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