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Severalyears ago it was conjectured in the so-called Rom a Approach [1],that gauge �xing is an

essentialingredient in the lattice form ulation ofchiralgauge theories. In this paper we discuss in

detailhow the gauge-�xing approach m ay be realized. As in the usual(gauge invariant) lattice

form ulation,the continuum lim itcorrespondsto a gaussian �xed point,thatnow controlsboth the

transversaland the longitudinalm odes ofthe gauge �eld. A key role is played by a new phase

transition separating a conventionalHiggs or Higgs-con�nem ent phase,from a phase with broken

rotationalinvariance. In the continuum lim it we expectto �nd a scaling region,where the lattice

correlators reproduce the euclidean correlation functionsofthe target(chiral)gauge theory,in the

corresponding continuum gauge.

11.15.Ha 12.15.-y 11.30.Rd

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The greatdi�culty in constructing chiralgauge theo-

ries,such asthe Standard M odel,using the lattice regu-

larization isrelated to thedoubling problem [2{5].In lat-

tice Q CD,species doubling occurswhen the discretized

ferm ion action has an unwanted sym m etry that should

be anom alous in the continuum . W hen one uses W il-

son ferm ions,the W ilson term elim inates the doublers,

atthe price ofbreaking allthe axialsym m etriesexplic-

itly. In the continuum lim it,one expectsto recoverthe

axialsym m etries,exceptthe anom alousU(1),by tuning

the ferm ion hopping param eterto a criticalvalue.

In the lattice discretization ofa chiralgauge theory,

one has to account for the fact that a W eyl ferm ion

in a com plex representation contributes to the gauge

anom aly. This m eans that a lattice action for a single

chiralferm ion cannot be gauge invariant. W e willas-

sum ebelow that,asin thecontinuum ,thelatticeferm ion

action involvesa sum overdi�erentcom plex representa-

tions,whosetotalgaugeanom aly iszero.Thequestion is

towhatextenttheviolationsofgaugeinvariance,com ing

from the individualrepresentations,canceleach other.

Consider the regularized e�ective action obtained by

integratingoutan anom aly-freesetofchiralferm ions.In

the continuum ,one can use Dim ensionalRegularization

to de�nethee�ectiveaction forsm ooth gauge�eldsthat

vanish rapidly atin�nity.Using thefreedom to add local

counter-term s,theviolationsofgaugeinvariancearepro-

portionalto the dim ensionlessparam eter� = d� 4,and

so they vanish in the lim it� ! 0.Thisextendsto topo-

logically non-trivialbackground �elds,using forexam ple

the �-function regularization [6].

O n the lattice one encountersa fundam entally di�er-

entsituation. The lattice spacing is a dim ensionfulpa-

ram eter that plays a dualrole. First,it provide a UV

cuto�,by replacingthein�niterangeofm om entum inte-

gralswith an integration overtheperiodicBrillouin zone.

In addition,thelatticespacing entersthe(m ulti-valued)

m appingfrom thecom pactlinkvariablesUx;�,totheLie-

algebra valued A � �eld. These di�erences in the global

structure im ply thata generic lattice gauge transform a-

tion,considered as a m apping that acts on the Fourier

spaceofthelatticeA �-�eld,isqualitativelydi�erentfrom

thecorrespondingm appingde�ned byacontinuum gauge

transform ation. The result is that the lattice e�ective

action su�ersfrom genericviolationsofgaugeinvariance

which are not controlled by any sm allparam eter. W e

know ofno m ethod that ensures the sm allness ofthese

violationson the entire lattice gauge orbit,atthe price

oftuning any �nitenum berofparam eters(seeSect.IV C

orthe review article[7]form oredetails).

In theso-called Rom aApproach [1],itwasconjectured

thatgauge�xing isa crucialingredientin thelatticefor-

m ulation ofchiralgauge theories. A gauge �xing action

should assign a bigger Boltzm ann weight to a sm ooth

gauge �eld,relative to a rough �eld thatbelongsto the

sam egaugeorbit.Thisshould reducelattice-artefactvi-

olationsofgaugeinvariance,becausethe latterareasso-

ciated with the roughnessofthe lattice gauge�eld.

In spiteofthisprom ising picture,thegauge-�xing ap-

proachhasrem ainedelusive.A naivediscretizationofthe

Lorentzgauge-�xing action leadsto a latticeaction that

has a dense set oflattice G ribov copies with no contin-

uum counterparts. These lattice artefactG ribov copies

exist even for the classicalvacuum . (Rem arkably,the

proliferation of G ribov copies on the lattice resem bles

the ferm ion doubling problem in a num berofways.) As

a result,theBoltzm ann weightoftoo m any rough lattice

con�gurationsisnotsuppressed.

In this paper we construct a lattice gauge-�xing ac-

tion thataccom m odatesthisproblem .(See ref.[8]fora

prelim inary version ofthis work.) The gauge-�xing ac-

tion isassociated with a new genericphasediagram .W e

argue that, in this phase diagram ,there is a gaussian

criticalpoint that belongs to the universality class ofa

gauge-�xed continuum theory. In com parison with the

gauge-invariantlattice de�nition ofQ CD,the weak cou-

pling lim ithere controlsnotonly the transversalm odes

ofthe gauge�eld,butalso the longitudinalones.
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Asdiscussed above,gaugeinvarianceofthetargetcon-

tinuum theory,aswellasthe residualBRST invariance,

areboth explicitly broken on the lattice.By tuning a �-

nitenum berofcounter-term s,onehopestorecoverBRST

invariance in the continuum lim it,provided the ferm ion

spectrum is anom aly-free [1]. The BRST identity that

requires the vanishing ofthe renorm alized gauge boson

m ass,m 2
r = 0,playsa key role.Since the regularization

isnotgaugeinvariant,a m asscounter-term hasto bein-

troduced,and itsparam eterneedsto be tuned,in order

to enforcethisBRST identity.Usually,a negativerenor-

m alized m ass-squared indicates spontaneous sym m etry

breaking.Here we encountera new feature,nam ely,the

gauge � eld condenses ifits m ass-squared param eterbe-

com es too negative. This im plies that the new critical

pointislocated on theboundary between a conventional

phase,which is invariant under lattice rotations,and a

new phasewherethelatticerotation sym m etry isbroken

spontaneously by the VEV ofthe gauge�eld.

The construction of the gauge-�xing action is pre-

sented in Sect.II. The m ain results are (a) the gauge-

�xing action hasa unique absolute m inim um ,U x;� = I,

and (b) perturbation theory around this m inim um is

m anifestly renorm alizable.In Sect.IIIwediscussa sim -

ple chiralferm ion action. The validity ofperturbation

theory im plies the onset ofa scaling behaviour in the

weak-coupling lim it.Up to theregularization-dependent

counter-term s, the continuum lagrangian that controls

the scaling behaviourcan be read o� from the m arginal

and relevantterm softhe lattice action. The scaling re-

gion should thereforefaithfully reproducethecorrelation

functionsofthe targetchiralgauge theory,in the corre-

sponding gauge.

W ithoutthe new gauge-�xing action,the ferm ion ac-

tion ofSect.IIIdoesnotlead to a chiralgaugetheory in

the continuum lim it. The longitudinalm odes 
uctuate

strongly,and theirnon-perturbativedynam icsultim ately

rendersthe ferm ion spectrum vector-like. (This applies

to m any otherchiralferm ion proposals,seeref.[7,9].) In

the second partofthispaper,we exam ine the dynam ics

ofthelatticelongitudinalm odesfrom a broaderpointof

view.W eexplain theproblem screated by thisdynam ics,

and how they m aybesolved within thepresentapproach.

In Sect.IV we discussthe lattice e�ective action,and

the role oflattice artefactG ribov copies. In Sect.V we

discussthecom pletephasediagram in thelim itofa van-

ishing gauge coupling. In Sect.VIwe explain how our

approachevadestheNo-G otheorem s.Severalopen ques-

tionsare discussed in Sect.VII,and ourconclusionsare

o�ered in Sect.VIII.

II.C O N ST R U C T IN G T H E LA T T IC E

G A U G E-FIX IN G A C T IO N

A .T he phase transition associated w ith

a criticalvector boson

Thissection isdevoted to a step-by-step construction

ofthe gauge-�xing action.Asdiscussed in the introduc-

tion,thelattice-regularized theory hasnosym m etry that

protects the m asslessness ofthe vector bosons. There-

fore,in therelevantpartofthephasediagram ,thelattice

vector�eld isgenerically notcritical.Now,according to

the standard lore,the correlation length should diverge

closetoacontinuousphasetransition associated with the

condensation aBose�eld.In thispaperwewish toapply

thisto the lattice vector�eld.

As a prelim inary requirem ent for a continuous tran-

sition, one needs a higher-power term , that stabilizes

theclassicalpotentialVcl(A �)when thecoe�cientofthe

quadraticterm changessign.In aweakly-coupled theory,

theactuallocation ofthetransition should becloseto its

tree-levelvalue,and nearthe transition one expectsthe

onset ofa scaling behaviour governed by renorm alized

(continuum )perturbation theory.

O ur aim is to achieve criticality ofthe lattice vector

�eld,very m uch like the way this is done in the fam il-

iar�4 theory. However,going from a spin-0 to a spin-1

�eld presentsnew di�culties. The lattice theory is for-

m ulated in term s ofthe link variables Ux;�,which are

group-valued paralleltransporters. O n the other hand,

renorm alized perturbation theory,thatgovernsthe scal-

ing region,ism ore naturally form ulated in term softhe

Lie-algebravalued A � �eld.Thus,ittakessom etrialand

errorto �nd theU �-dependentaction thatbestsuitsour

purpose.

Another com plication arisesbecause notevery renor-

m alizable vector theory is unitary. A unitary,physical

Hilbert space exists ifand only ifthe vector theory is

actually an anom aly-free gauge theory in a gauge �xed

form .Thisrequiresusto choosethe lattice action,such

thatthem arginalgaugesym m etry breakingterm sin the

tree-levelvectorlagrangian havethe form

1

2�0
(gaugecondition)2 : (2.1)

An appropriateFaddeev-Popov ghostaction willbenec-

essary too.

B .A higher-derivative H iggs action

O urstarting pointisthe latticeaction

S = SG (U )+ SH (�;U ): (2.2)

Here SG (U ) is the usualplaquette action. The Higgs

action is
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SH = tr
X �

� � �
y
2(U )� + ~� �y2

2(U )�
�
; (2.3)

where

2 xy(U )=
X

�

(�x+ �̂;yUx;� + �x� �̂;yU
y
y;�)� 8�x;y ; (2.4)

is the standard nearest-neighbour covariant laplacian.

The lattice spacing a isequalto one.Both Ux;� and �x
takevaluesin a Liegroup G .The�rstterm on ther.h.s.

ofeq.(2.3)isaconventionallatticeHiggsaction,whereas

the second term isa higherderivative(HD)action.

(HD actions were recently discussed by Jansen,K uti

and Liu [10].Hereweareinterested in a di�erentcritical

point from the one studied in ref.[10]. At the techni-

callevel,this allows us to introduced only a laplacian-

squared HD term ,whereasforthe purpose ofref.[10]it

wascrucialto introducealso a laplacian-cubed one.)

The action eq.(2.2)isgauge invariant,where the lat-

ticegaugetransform ation isgiven by Ux;� ! gxUx;�g
y

x+ �̂

and �x ! gx�x forgx 2 G . Now,since �x 2 G too,we

m ay usethe latticegaugeinvarianceto com pletely elim -

inate the �x �eld. Note thatthisoperation a�ectsonly

SH .W e introducethe notation

SV (U )= SH (�;U )

�
�
�
�x = I

: (2.5)

The subscript of SV stands for \vector". SH can be

recovered from SV by m aking the substitution Ux;� !

�yxUx;��x+ �̂. (The signi�cance ofthe �x �eld,which is

associated with the longitudinaldegrees offreedom ,is

discussed in Sect.V and Sect.VI.)

W e will denote the �rst form ulation of the theory

(eq.(2.2))astheHiggspicture.Thealternativeform ula-

tion (eq.(2.5))where only Ux;� (butnot�x)ispresent,

iscalled thevectorpicture.Theequality ofthepartition

functionsin thetwopicturesextendstoobservables.Any

observablein thevectorpictureism apped to a gaugein-

variantobservablein Higgspicture,and viceversa.Thus,

we are dealing with two m athem atically equivalent for-

m ulationsofthe sam etheory [11].

In thissection we assum e ~� � 1. The physicsin this

param eterrangeism oreeasily accounted forin the vec-

tor picture,which is used below to study the classical

potential,and to setup theweak-couplingexpansion.In

thevectorpicture,thegaugenon-invarianceoftheaction

residesin SV .Therefore,wewillultim ately dem and that

them arginalterm sin SV havetheform ofa gauge�xing

action,cf.(2.1).

C .T he classicalpotential

Forsim plicity weconsidertheclassicalpotentialin the

U(1)case. The essentialfeaturesgeneralize to the non-

abelian case.M aking use ofthe standard weak-coupling

expansion

Ux;� = exp(ig0A x+
�̂

2
;�
); (2.6)

and considering a constantA � �eld,theaction SV leads

to the following classicalpotential

Vcl= � F (g0A �)+ ~� F 2(g0A �); (2.7)

F (g0A �)= 2
X

�

�

1� cos(g0A �)

�

: (2.8)

NotethatSG iszero fora constantabelian �eld.

For� > 0,the absolute m inim um ofthe classicalpo-

tentialisA � = 0 (m od 2�=g0).Sincethequadraticterm

in Vcl com es only from the �-term , a non-zero vector

condensatearisesfor� < 0.Theclassicalfeaturesofthe

transition can be determ ined by keeping only the lead-

ing term in theexpansion ofF (g0A �),separately forthe

�- and ~�-term s. (This approxim ation is consistent for

j�j� ~�.) The resultisthe quarticpotential

Vcl� �g
2
0

X

�

A
2
� + ~�g40

�X

�

A
2
�

�2
: (2.9)

Eq.(2.9)closely resem blesthe potentialofa �4 theory.

Forsm allnegative�,the m inim um is

�
�
�

�
�
�hA �i

�
�
�

�
�
�=

1

g0

�
j�j

2~�

� 1

2

; � < 0: (2.10)

Eq.(2.10)exhibitsthe m ean-�eld criticalexponent1=2.

Itiseasy to check thatthisisthe absolute m inim um of

the classicalpotential.

W e note that eq.(2.10) is invariant under arbitrary

SO (4)rotations,re
ecting the sym m etry oftheapproxi-

m ate potentialeq.(2.9). W hen higher-ordercorrections

are taken into account,the rotationalsym m etry ofthe

potentialisreduced to the latticehypercubicsym m etry.

Below,the phase with a non-zero vector condensate

willbedenoted astheFM D phase.W ewillspeak about

the FM D transition,referring to the transition from the

rotationally invariant phase to the FM D phase in the

large-~� region. FM D stands for ferrom agnetic direc-

tional. The preferred spacetim e direction ofthe FM D

phaseisde�ned by the vectorialVEV.Forg0 6= 0,there

areno G oldstonebosonsin theFM D phase,becausethe

latticerotationgroupisdiscrete.Thelim itingg0 = 0the-

ory isdiscussed in Sect.V,and in particularwe explain

therein whatsensethe FM D phaseisferrom agnetic.

D .T he w eak-coupling expansion

W e now want to study 
uctuations around the clas-

sicalvacuum Ux;� = I (equivalently A � = 0) in the

rotationally-invariantphase,closeto theFM D transition

where the theory de�ned by eqs.(2-5)isexpected to be

critical. The FM D transition is given by � = 0 in the

3



classicalapproxim ation. As m entioned earlier,we are

assum ing ~� � 1. W e therefore focus on the HD term

in itsvectorpicture form .Relaxing the assum ption ofa

constantA � �eld,we�nd

~� �y2
2(U )�

�
�
�x = 1

=

~�g20

 
�X

�

� �
� A �

�2
+ g

2
0

�X

�

A
2
�

�2
+ � � �

!

: (2.11)

wherethe dotsstand forirrelevantoperators.� �
� isthe

backward latticederivative,de�ned as� �
� fx = fx� fx� �̂

forany function fx.

Eq.(2.11) contains a longitudinalkinetic term . W e

de�ne

1

2�0
� ~�g20 ; (2.12)

and we willassum e that�0 isan O (1)param eter. This

m eansthatthe longitudinalkinetic term belongsto the

tree-levellagrangian. Rem em ber that a transversalki-

netic term is provided by the gauge invariantplaquette

action SG . Finally,we assum e that the tree-levelvec-

tor boson m ass is zero. Under these assum ptions,the

tree-levelvectorpropagatoris

G ��(p)=
� ?
��(̂p)+ �0�

k
��(̂p)

p̂2
; (2.13)

where

� ?
��(̂p)= ��� � p̂� p̂�=p̂

2
; (2.14)

� k
��(̂p)= p̂� p̂�=p̂

2
; (2.15)

and p̂� = 2sin(p�=2).

M asslessweak-coupling perturbation theory isde�ned

by the vectorpropagatoreq.(2.13),and by a setofver-

ticeswhich can be read o� from the lattice action using

eq.(2.6)in the usualway.

E.T he gauge-�xing action

In view ofthepresenceofkineticterm sforallpolariza-

tions,latticeperturbation theory ism anifestly renorm al-

izable. According to the standard lore,renorm alizabil-

ity im plies a Lorentz invariantscaling behaviour in the

vicinity ofthe gaussian criticalpointg0 = 1=~� = 0.The

scaling behaviouris achieved by tuning a �nite num ber

ofcounter-term s,thatcorrespond totherelevantand the

m arginaloperators.

Atthisstage,the m arginalgauge sym m etry breaking

term sin thetree-levelvectoraction(seeeq.(2.11))donot

havetheform ofagauge-�xingaction,cf.(2.1).Theway

to rem edy thisisto add anotherterm to theHD action.

There are two options. The new term can be chosen

to cancelthe quartic term in eq.(2.11). The rem aining

m arginalterm { the longitudinalkinetic term { hasthe

form ofa gauge-�xingaction forthelinearLorentzgauge

@ � A = 0.Alternatively,the new HD term can lead to a

m ixed m arginalterm proportionalto (@ � A)A2. In this

caseonerecoversthe non-lineargauge@ � A + gA2 = 0.

The linear gauge @ � A = 0 is m ore fam iliar,and less

com plicated to im plem entin perturbation theory.M ore-

over,the above non-linear gauge is consistent only for

U(1) or SU(N)� U(1),whereas the linear gauge is con-

sistentforany gaugegroup.The lineargauge has,how-

ever,one technicaldisadvantage. The quartic term in

eq.(2.11) is the stabilizing term ofthe classicalpoten-

tial(see eq.(2.9)). In itsabsence,one hasto reanalyze

theclassicalpotential,and m akesurethatitisstabilized

by a higher-powerterm (in practice thisisan A 6 term ).

Thistask isdonein ref.[12],which ishenceforth referred

to asII.

Herewewillconsideronly thenon-lineargauge.Since

the necessary m ixed term containsa derivative,one can

m odifytheHD action whileleavingtheclassicalpotential

intact. This sim pli�es our task,asthe large-~� study of

the phase diagram in Sect.IIC rem ainsvalid. The new

HD action is

S
n:l:
H D =

1

2�0g
2
0

tr
X

 

�
y
2

2(U )� + 2B
X

�

� �
� V�

!

;

(2.16)

B x =
X

�

�
Vx� �̂;� + Vx;�

2

� 2

; (2.17)

Vx;� =
1

2i

�
�
y
xUx;��x+ �̂ � h.c.

�
: (2.18)

G oing to the vector picture and applying the weak-

coupling expansion,wehave

V�
�
�
�x = I

= g0A � �
1

6
(g0A �)

3 + � � � : (2.19)

It is easy to check that the desired m ixed term is now

presentin thetree-levelvectoraction.W ecom m entthat,

in theHiggspicture,V� isa gauge-invariantlocalvector

�eld,whoseexpectation valueservesasan orderparam -

eter for the FM D phase. (The corresponding order pa-

ram eterin the vectorpicture isthe expectation value of

V�
�
�
�x = I

.) At the classicallevel,hV�i = g0 hA �i,where

the latterisgiven by eq.(2.10).

For the laplacian-squared HD action (see eq.(2.3)),

it is evident that Ux;� = I is the unique absolute m in-

im um for allcon�gurations,and not only for the con-

stant ones considered in the classicalpotential(we as-

sum e �x = I). Thisproperty,which isnecessary to val-

idate the weak-coupling expansion,applies to the new

HD action (2.16) as well. The proof is given in II.

Thesym m etriccom bination used in the de�nition ofB x
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(eq.(2.17)),which doesnota�ectthem arginalterm con-

tained in B
P

�
� �
� V�,isessentialforthe proof.

W e de�ne the lattice gauge-�xing action to be

S
n:l:
gf (U )� S

n:l:
H D (�;U )

�
�
�
�x = I

: (2.20)

As expected, Sn:l:
gf

has the classical continuum lim it

(1=2�0)(@ � A + gA2)2.Becauseoftheirrelevantterm sit

contains,onecannotwriteSn:l:
gf

asthe(sum overx ofthe)

squareofa localfunction oftheU�-s.Consequently,the

gauge-�xed lattice action is not invariant under BRST

transform ations.

Itisinterestingthatthebreakingof(gaugeand)BRST

invariance isa com m on feature ofthe chiralferm ion ac-

tion and thegauge-�xingaction.In thecaseofthegauge-

�xing action,it has to be so because ofa theorem by

Neuberger [13], which asserts that any lattice BRST-

invariant (gauge-�xed) partition function m ust vanish

due to lattice artefactG ribov copies. W e return to the

roleoflattice G ribov copiesin Sect.IV.

Beforeweintroduceferm ions,the com pletelatticeac-

tion (in the vectorpicture)istherefore

S
n:l:
V = SG + S

n:l:
gf + S

n:l:
fp + Sct: (2.21)

Forthenon-lineargauge,thecontinuum Faddeev-Popov

actioninvolvestheoperator(wesuppressthegroupstruc-

ture constants) @2 + igA � @ + gfA;@ + igAg. The last

term is absent in the case ofthe linear gauge. For the

discretization of@2 we take the standard (free) lattice

laplacian. W e are discretizing a second order operator,

and our choice avoids the appearance of any FP dou-

blers. For the interaction term s, any lattice operator

with thecorrectclassicalcontinuum lim itshould do.For

the discretization ofgA � @,for exam ple,one can take
P

�
V�� � where � � isthe antisym m etric di�erence op-

erator.(SinceBRST sym m etry isbroken anyway by the

gauge-�xing action,wem akeno attem ptto preserveany

exactrelation between thediscretized versionsof@2 and

A � @.) W e note that the ghost �elds contribute to the

e�ectivepotentialonly through loops,and sothey donot

m odify the tree-levelconsiderations.

Sct is the counter-term action. The role ofSct is to

enforce BRST invariance in the low m om entum lim itof

lattice perturbation theory [1]. The BRST sym m etry

is violated in particular by (m arginal) SO (4)-breaking

lattice operators.Therefore,enforcing BRST invariance

should also restore fullSO (4)-invariance in the contin-

uum lim it. The counter-term action is m ore naturally

written in term s ofA �. W e de�ne Sct as a localfunc-

tionaloftheU�-sby tradingA � with V� using eq.(2.19).

(The second term in the expansion ofV�,which breaks

SO (4) invariance,is needed only for the dim ension-two

m asscounter-term .In allothercasesonesim ply replaces

g0A � with V�.)

TheBRST identitym 2
r = 0,whichsaysthatthe(renor-

m alized)vectorboson m assm ustvanish to allordersin

perturbation theory,isconsistentwith takingthecontin-

uum lim it at the FM D transition. As a m ass counter-

term one can take the �-term in eq.(2.3). This m eans

that� istuned to �c:l:(g0;�0),wherein perturbation the-

ory �c:l:=
P

n� 1
cn(�0)g

2(n� 1)

0 .Notethatthecoe�cient

ofthe m assterm in eq.(2.9)is�g20. The absence ofan

O (1=g20) term in the expansion of�c:l: is in agreem ent

with the vanishing ofthe tree-levelvectorboson m ass.

In this paper we have sim pli�ed things by consid-

ering only the m ost im portant counter-term , nam ely,

the dim ension-two m ass term . In the case ofthe non-

linear gauge,the next m ost im portant counter-term is

the dim ension-fourSO (4)-breaking term
P

�
A 4
�. Asfor

the linear gauge,the classicalpotentialis stabilized by

an A 6 term ,and (
P

�
A 2
�)

2 too occursonly asa counter-

term . In thiscase,the e�ectofthe dim ension-fournon-

derivative counter-term s is discussed in II. O ne �nds

thatthe conventional(hyper-cubic invariant)phase and

theFM D phaseboth extend into thehigher-dim ensional

phase diagram . Also,the FM D transition rem ainscon-

tinuouswhen thedim ension-fourcounter-term saretuned

to their criticalvalues. The crucialfeatures leading to

these conclusionsare (a)itisjusti�ed to expand U � up

to a �niteorderin A � (equalto thedim ension ofthesta-

bilizing term )when looking fortheabsolutem inim um of

thepotential;(b)thecoe�cientsofthecounter-term sare

O (1),whereasthecoe�cientofthegauge-�xingaction is

O (1=g20).Since these featuresare true in the case ofthe

non-lineargauge aswell,we expecta sim ilarrobustness

againstthe inclusion ofadditionalcounter-term s.

In this section we have discussed the phase diagram

only in the large-~� lim it. The phase diagram for arbi-

trary � and ~� isstudied in Sect.V A.Thisstudy,aswell

asadditionalargum entspresented in Sect.VIA,further

clarify why the continuum lim it ofthe gauge-�xing ap-

proach should be de�ned atthe FM D transition.

III.C H IR A L FER M IO N S

In agaugeinvariantlatticetheory,them inim um ofthe

plaquetteaction isuniqueup to a gaugetransform ation,

and the transversalkinetic term issu�cientto de�ne a

valid weak-coupling expansion. In the absence ofgauge

invariance,there existsa valid weak-coupling expansion

provided the gauge-�xing action ofSect.IIE is added

to the plaquette action. Thisappliesalso to the gauge-

�xingaction presented in IIforthelineargauge@� A = 0.

Using eitherofthese gauge-�xing actions,there isa lot

offreedom in thechoiceofthechiralferm ion action.W e

considerhere (in the vectorpicture) an action which is

them osteconom icin thenum berofferm ionicdegreesof

freedom [14]. (For related work see ref.[15,16].) O ther

ferm ion actionshavecertain advantagesovertheonepre-

sented here,and in particular they can reduce the re-

quired �ne-tuning.

Accordingtoref.[14],oneintroducesatwo-com ponent
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lattice ferm ion �eld �x, to account for a single W eyl

ferm ion in the target continuum theory. The ferm ion

action is(suppressing coordinatessum m ations)

SF =
X

�

�� ��D �(U )� �
w

4
(�2 � + h.c.); (3.1)

D xy;�(U )=
1

2
(�x+ �̂;yUx;� � �x� �̂;yU

y
y;�): (3.2)

Here2 xy isthefreelatticelaplacian (eq.(2.4)forUx;� =

I),and �x�y � ����x;��y;� = �Tx ��y where � isthe an-

tisym m etric two-by-two m atrix. W e assum e w = O (1).

The �rstterm in eq.(3.1)isthe naive lattice discretiza-

tion ofthe continuum W eylaction. The second term is

a M ajorana-W ilson (M W ) term ,that breaks explicitly

gauge invariance aswellasthe ferm ion num bersym m e-

try. The latterisunwanted,because ferm ion num beris

notconserved in the continuum theory.

In order to understand the properties of the lattice

ferm ion path integral, it is convenient to recast the

ferm ion action eq. (3.1) in term s of four com ponents

�elds  M and � M . By de�nition, PL  M = � and

PR  M = ���T ,where PR ;L = 1

2
(1 � 
5) denote chiral-

ity projectors. � M is not an independent �eld,and is

given by

� M �  
T
M C : (3.3)

Here C is the antisym m etric four-by-fourcharge conju-

gation m atrix, obeying C 2 = � 1, 
T� C = � C 
� and


5C = C 
5.In term softhesefourcom ponent�elds,the

ferm ion action takesthe form

SF =
1

2

X

�

� M

h


�D �(U )PL + 
�D �(U
�)PR

i

 M

�
w

4
� M 2 M : (3.4)

Let us �rst exam ine eq.(3.4) in perturbation theory.

The tree-levelferm ion propagatoristhe (m assless)W il-

son propagator[14].BecauseoftheM ajorana-likecondi-

tion eq.(3.3),the sym m etry factorsin Feynm an graphs

arethesam easforM ajorana ferm ions.Now,ifwego to

the sm allm om entum lim it,we �nd thatthe two chiral-

ities of M couple to the gauge �eld according to com -

plex conjugate representationsofthe gauge group. O ne

sees that the role of eq.(3.3) is to consistently m ain-

tain the identi�cation PL  M $ �,PR  M $ ��,at the

levelofFeynm an diagram s.Thateq.(3.4)correctly de-

scribes a single left-handed W eylferm ion,can be veri-

�ed by calculating the non-analyticpartofone-ferm ion-

loop diagram s, that should agree with the continuum

result in the lim it of a vanishing externalm om entum

(the roleofcounter-term sisdiscussed below).Asusual,

the non-analytic contribution com es from an in�nitesi-

m alneighbourhood ofthe origin in the Brillouin zone.

In thisneighbourhood one can neglectthe W ilson term

in both num eratorsand denom inators. The left-handed

and right-handed com ponentsof M are no longercou-

pled,and one can reexpress the Feynm an integrand in

term s of the continuum propagator for a single W eyl

ferm ion.(A left-handed ferm ion loop isequalto a right-

handed ferm ion loop in thecom plex conjugaterepresen-

tation.The\double-counting" iscom pensated by a one-

halfsym m etry factorforeach closed ferm ion loop,which

arisesfrom the M ajorana-likecondition eq.(3.3).)

W enextdiscusstherigorousde�nition oftheferm ionic

path integral. W e introduce the 2N � 2N ferm ion m a-

trix Q �� by writing theaction in thegenericform SF =
1

2

P

�;�
 �
M Q ��  

�

M
. (The charge conjugation m atrix C

isabsorbed into the de�nition ofQ .) Itiseasy to check

thatQ isantisym m etric.Theferm ion path integraltakes

the following form [17]

Z
Y

�

d 
�
M exp

0

@
1

2

X

�;�

 
�
M Q ��  

�

M

1

A

=
1

2N N !
�� 1;�1;:::;� N ;�N Q � 1;�1 � � � Q� N ;�N

� pf

�
Q

2

�

(3.5)

There is no integration over the (dependent) variables
� M . According to eq. (3.5), the ferm ionic path inte-

gralis a Pfa� an. In general,pf(Q =2) is com plex, as

expected from the euclidean path integralfor a single

W eylferm ion.

(As a further check that our ferm ion path integral

describes a W eyl ferm ion, we can consider a \two-

generation" m odel, where each com plex representation

occurs twice in the ferm ion spectrum . Using the iden-

tity pf
2
(Q =2) = det(Q ),that holds for a generalanti-

sym m eric m atrix,this two-generation m odelcan be de-

�ned by an action sim ilar to eq.(3.4), where we now

drop an overallone-halffactor,substitute  M !  D ,
� M ! � D ,and regard  D and � D asindependentDirac-

likevariables.Thecounting ofdegreesoffreedom isnow

straightforward. Since the two chiralities of D belong

to com plex conjugate representations,this action actu-

ally describestwo left-handed W eylferm ionsin thesam e

com plex representation.)

Untilnow we have im plicitly discussed the ferm ions

in the background ofa �xed externalgauge �eld. The

m ain result of the previous section is that, with the

gauge-�xingaction,perturbation theory isvalid fora dy-

nam icalgauge�eld aswell.Therefore,with appropriate

counter-term s,the continuum � elds describing the scal-

ing behaviour are in one-to-one correspondence with the

m asslesspolesofthevarioustree-levelpropagators.Ifwe

choosean anom aly-freeferm ion spectrum ,thescalingre-

gion should begovernedbyacontinuum chiralgaugethe-

ory,in therelevantgauge.W enotethatifonechoosesan

anom alousferm ion spectrum ,thescaling region willstill

be governed by a renorm alizable lagrangian,butBRST

invarianceand,hence,unitarity willbe violated.
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Finally,letusdiscusstheferm ion m asscounter-term s.

Aswith ordinary W ilson ferm ions,a m asscounter-term

m 0
� M  M is necessary to m aintain the m asslessness of

each chiral ferm ion. (A di�erent ferm ion action that

does not require m ass counter-term s willbe discussed

elsewhere [36].) The renorm alized M ajorana-like m ass

is proportionalto (m 0 � mc),where m c is (m inus) the


uctuations-induced m ass.If(m 0� mc)issm allbutnon-

zero,BRST invariance willbe explicitly broken in the

scaling region. The scaling behaviour is then governed

by arenorm alizablecontinuum theory which isnotgauge

invariant(hencealso non-unitary).By tuning m 0 to m c,

assum ing allothercounter-term salready havetheircrit-

icalvalues,we recoverBRST invariance sim ultaneously

with them asslessnessofthechiralferm ions.(Thesitua-

tion on thelatticeissim ilartowhatonewould encounter

in thecontinuum ,ifa gaugenon-invariantregularization

is em ployed for a chiralgauge theory. As on the lat-

tice,M ajorana-like m ass counter-term sm ay be needed,

alongside with othergauge non-invariantcounter-term s,

to cancelthe breaking ofgauge invariance induced by

the regularization,and to ensure that the renorm alized

am plitudesaregaugeinvariant.)

An im portantquestion in the literatureon latticechi-

ralgaugetheories,ishow to correctly reproduceferm ion

num ber violation in the continuum lim it. Di�erent so-

lutionshave been proposed to the problem [18{21]. W e

hopethatthepresentapproach can shed new lighton it.

For de�niteness, we adopt the strategy of ref. [14].

Nam ely, we dem and that the lattice ferm ion action

should haveno sym m etry which isnotpresentin thetar-

getcontinuum theory.Now,whilethe action eq.(3.1)is

notinvariantunderglobalU(1)transform ationswith an

arbitraryphase,itisstillinvariantundertheresidualdis-

crete sym m etry � ! � �,�� ! � ��. Thissym m etry im -

pliesa(m od 2)conservation law foreach ferm ion species,

which stillcausesaproblem .Considerforde�nitenessan

SU(5)G UT,with one generation thatcontainsa 5 and

a 10. In an instanton background,the num bersofzero

m odesfortheserepresentationsarerespectively oneand

three. This is in con
ict with the above (m od 2) con-

servation laws. Thus,on top ofthe M W term s present

in eq.(3.1)foreach representation,onehasto introduce

an additionalgauge-noninvariantM W term thatcouples

the 5 and the 10. (As a result,a M ajorana-like m ass

counter-term that m ixes the 5 and the 10 willbe nec-

essary too.) W ith this new M W term , the rem aining

discretesym m etry leadsonly to (m od 2)conservation of

the totalferm ion num berforeach generation.

IV .W H Y G A U G E FIX IN G

W enow return to thelatticee�ectiveaction,and con-

sidersom e ofitspropertiesin m ore detail. W e keep the

discussion atan inform allevel. O urapproach hasbeen

presented in detailin the previoussections,and the aim

here is to clarify the nature ofthe problem s that it is

m eantto solve.

In thissection weassum ethatthelatticechiralferm ion

action SF is bilinear in the ferm ion �elds,and that it

dependsin addition onlyon thelinkvariablesUx;�.(This

corresponds to the vector picture.) It is also assum ed

that SF is (m ildly) local. The lattice spacing a willbe

shown explicitly in thissection.

Thedi�cultiesencountered in theconstruction oflat-

ticechiralgaugetheoriescan beaddressed ata m orerig-

orouslevel[5,7]. Thiscom plem entary discussion,which

focuseson the robustnessofthe Nielsen-Ninom iya theo-

rem ,isgiven in Sect.VI.

A .R ough lattice gauge transform ations

and the need for gauge �xing

Thelatticee�ectiveaction isde�ned byintegratingout

the ferm ions

Se�(U )= � log

Z

D  D � e� SF (U; ;� ): (4.1)

Clearly,thewell-de�ned objectisexp(� Se�),ratherthan

Se� itself.Forourpurposeitwillbesu�cienttoconsider

theperturbativee�ectiveaction,and sowewillignorethe

problem sassociated with the globalde�nition ofSe�.

The variation ofSe�,in response to an in�nitesim al

latticegaugetransform ation atthepointx0,hasthefol-

lowing generalform

�x0Se� � c0 O
con
x0

+
X

n� 1

a
n
X

i

cn;iO
n;i
x0

(4.2)

The � sign indicatesthatthe r.h.s.iscom puted pertur-

batively. Note that the gauge �eld is external,and so

the gauge-�eld action isnotneeded atthisstage. O con
x

and O n;i
x are locallattice operatorsthatdepend on A �,

cf. eq.(2.6).The dim ension ofO n;i
x is4+ n,and the i-

sum m ation isoverlinearly independentoperatorsofthis

dim ension.O con
x issom ediscretized version oftheconsis-

tentanom aly.W eassum ethatalloperatorsofdim ension

less than or equalto four,other than O con
x ,have been

cancelled by counter-term s. If,m oreover,we choose a

setofcom plex representationsthatsatis�estheanom aly

cancellation condition,then c0 = 0.

The in�nite sum on the r.h.s. of eq. (4.2) accounts

for lattice artifact violations ofgauge invariance. The

precise form ofthese violationsism odeldependent,but

their existence is generic. As can be easily seen by go-

ing to m om entum space,which isthe usualsetting fora

perturbative com putation,thissum representsa double

expansion in jg0aA �jand jap�j.

Letus�rstconsidera sm ooth gauge�eld A 0
� which is

characterized by som e physicalscale �phys � a� 1,and

thecorrespondingcon�guration oflink variablesU 0
x;� de-

�ned via eq.(2.6).Since the dim ensionfulquantitiesA �
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and p� are O (�phys),both ofthe above expansion pa-

ram etersaresm all.Eq.(4.2)isthe gradientofSe� with

respectto a m otion insidethelatticegaugeorbit.There-

fore,Se� is(approxim ately)constanton the orbitin the

vicinity U 0
x;�.Theconstancy ofSe� extendsto thatpor-

tion oftheorbitwhich isreachablefrom U 0
x;� byasm ooth

gaugetransform ation.

The problem is that, on the lattice, sm ooth gauge

transform ationsrepresenta tiny partofthe localgauge

group.LetU
(g)
x;� = gxU

0
x;�g

y

x+ �̂
beagenericcon�guration

in the orbitofU 0
x;�,and letA

(g)
� be related to U

(g)
x;� via

eq.(2.6).Since the operatorsthatoccuron the r.h.s.of

eq.(4.2)arenotgauge-invariant,they aresensitivetothe

value ofgx forx in the vicinity ofx0. Now,the gx-son

di�erentsitesa uncorrelated.Asa result,the expansion

param etersjg0aA
(g)
� jand ja� �A

(g)
� =A

(g)
� jare O (1)fora

generic lattice gauge transform ation. W e conclude that

Se� failsto be (approxim ately)constanton m ostofthe

lattice gauge orbit. Thisistrue forany orbit,including

orbitsthathavea sm ooth representative.

B .P roliferation oflattice G ribov copies

Theaboveproblem stem sfrom theroughnessofgeneric

latticegaugetransform ations.Following ref.[1]wem ake

no attem ptto reduce the violationsofgauge invariance

atthelevelofthee�ectiveaction.Instead,ouraim isto

suppresstheBoltzm ann weightofrough gauge�eld con-

�gurations(relativetosm ooth con�gurationsthatbelong

to thesam eorbit)consistently with thegaugeinvariance

ofthe physicalHilbertspace,nam ely,via gauge � xing.

In latticeQ CD,gauge�xingisam atterofchoice,since

ithasno e�ecton thegauge-invariantobservables.Here,

the ferm ion action is not gauge invariant. As a result,

the gauge-�xing m ethod isan integralpartofthe de�ni-

tion ofthe theory. Di�erent gauge-�xing m ethods m ay

in generalgiverise to di�erentphase diagram swith dif-

ferent criticalpoints. There is no guarantee that every

gauge-�xing m ethod willlead to a non-trivialcontinuum

lim it,letaloneto a chiralgaugetheory.

Still,in ordertom akeprogress,onehastochoosesom e

gauge-�xingm ethod.Vink[22]proposedtousethelapla-

cian gauge,where a m axim ally-sm ooth representative is

chosen on each gaugeorbitby globalm inim ization.The

laplacian gauge ishighly non-local,and thiscreatesdif-

�cultiesboth in the analyticand in the num ericalstudy

ofthism ethod.

As discussed in detail in Sect. II, we build a local

gauge-�xing lattice action,that (a) has the unique ab-

solute m inim um Ux;� = I,and (b) reduces to a covari-

antgauge-�xing action in the classicalcontinuum lim it.

O urgauge-�xing actions(eqs.(16-18)forthe non-linear

gauge,see II for the linear gauge) are clearly not the

m ost naive discretizations ofthe corresponding contin-

uum actions.Focusing forsim plicity on thelineargauge

@� A = 0,letusexam inewhatgoeswrongwith anaively-

discretized gauge-�xingaction.W ethusconsiderthefol-

lowing action

S
naive
gf =

1

2�0g
2
0

tr
X

x

G2x ; (4.3)

Gx =
X

�

� �
� Vx;� =

1

2i

X

�

�
� �
� Ux;� � h.c.

�

: (4.4)

Notethatg� 10

P

�
� �
� Vx;� reducesin theclassicalcontin-

uum lim itto @ � A,asitshould.

W hat is com m on to our gauge-�xing action(s) and

to the naive gauge-�xing action eq.(4.3),is that they

contain a longitudinalkinetic term . The trouble with

Snaivegf is that it supports a dense set ofG ribov copies

for the identity �eld U x;� = I. Each ofthese G ribov

copies is a classicalvacuum of SG + Snaivegf . The su-

perposition ofcontributions com ing from allthese clas-

sicalvacua,which cannotbe calculated perturbatively,

m ay ultim ately renderthe ferm ion spectrum vector-like.

Even withoutferm ions,stability oftheclassicalpotential

is lost,and it is unclear whether the FM -FM D transi-

tion (associated with a divergentvector-�eld correlation

length)can bem aintained in theweak-couplinglim it.(If

thegauge-�xingaction in eq.(2.21)isreplaced by Snaive
gf

,

the resulting classicalpotentialisidentically zero.Ifwe

assum e � = O (1=g20), which im plies the presence ofa

tree-levelm assterm ,one hasV naive
cl = � F (g0A �)(com -

pare eq.(2.7)). The m inim um ofV naive
cl

is A � = 0 for

� > 0,and A� = �=g0 for� < 0.)

W e now dem onstrate the existence ofa dense set of

latticeG ribov copiesfortheidentity �eld.Consider�rst

the U(1) case. The condition Gx = 0 is satis�ed ifthe

im aginary part ofUx;� is zero everywhere. The latter

istrue ifwe consideronly lattice gauge transform ations

where gx = � 1.In otherwords,in spite ofthe presence

ofthegauge-�xingaction Snaive
gf

,theG ribov copiesofthe

identity �eld stillexhibita localZ2 sym m etry. (Thisis

also true for the non-lineargauge,ifone replacesGx in

eq.(4.3)by Gn:l:x =
P

�
(� �

� Vx;� + V 2
x;�).) An \elem en-

tary" G ribov copy is created ifwe choose gx = � 1 for

x = x0,and gx = 1 elsewhere. This clearly showsthat

the G ribov copiesarelocallattice artefacts.

Theaboveexam plegeneralizesto non-abelian groups.

In the case ofSU(2N) and SO (2N) groups,sim ply re-

place � 1 by � I. M oreover,for any SU(N) group,one

can choose an SU(2) subgroup (which for sim plicity we

assum eto lieatthetop leftcorner)and repeattheabove

construction with gx = diag(� 1;� 1;1;1;:::). The dis-

crete localsym m etry ofthe G ribov copies is therefore

largerthan Z2 in the generalcase. For a m ore detailed

discussion oflattice G ribov copiesseeref.[23].

A num ber ofrem arkable sim ilarities draw us to say

that the proliferation of Gribov copies is the spin-1

counter-part ofthe ferm ion doubling problem . In both

cases,one deals with the discretization ofa �rst-order
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di�erentialoperator:in thespin-1

2
case,thisistheDirac

(or W eyl) equation;in the spin-1 case,this is a covari-

ant gauge condition (see Sect.IIE). In both cases the

problem ariseswhen a non-com pactcontinuum variable

isreplaced with a com pactlatticevariable:ferm ion dou-

bling arisesbecause,unlikein thecontinuum ,thelattice

m om entum isperiodic;in the spin-1 case,also the non-

com pactcontinuum gauge�eld isreplaced with com pact

group variables. In both cases,there are theorem sthat

establish an im passe under certain m ild-looking condi-

tions:theK arsten-Sm it[3]and Nielsen-Ninom iya[4]the-

orem swhich predictferm ion doubling,and Neuberger’s

theorem [13]which assertsthatany BRST-invariantpar-

tition function m ustvanish identically. Finally,in both

casesthe solution isto reduce the sym m etry ofthe lat-

tice theory,by adding irrelevant term s to the naively-

discretized action. In the case ofW ilson ferm ions,this

is the role ofthe W ilson term . As for our gauge-�xing

action(s),one can show (see II) that it is equalto the

square ofa discretized gauge condition,plus irrelevant

term s.Thus,again,theirrelevantterm sreducethesym -

m etry,thistim eby breaking explicitly BRST invariance.

C .O ther approaches

A di�erent approach to the dynam icalproblem s cre-

ated by rough latticegaugetransform ationsistoadopta

m oresophisticated de�nition forthee�ectiveaction.The

prom inentrepresentativesofthisapproach aretheinter-

polation m ethod [24,25]and the overlap form alism [26].

In the interpolation m ethod,one constructsa contin-

uum interpolating �eld A cont
� = A cont

� (y;Ux;�),y 2 R 4,

foreach con�guration ofthe lattice gauge�eld.The de-

term inantoftheW eyloperator,� � (@+ igAcont),isthen

de�ned using a separate regulator. Associated with the

ferm ion regularizationisanew cuto�param eter,denoted

generically �f,which m ustbe sentto in�nity before the

latticespacing a issentto zero.(A concretem ethod [25]

isto discretize the W eylaction on a �nerlattice with a

lattice spacing af � a,using e.g. the ferm ion action of

ref.[14](eq.(3.1)).In thiscase�f = a
� 1

f
.)

Consistent regularizations of the W eyl determ inant

break gauge invariance for �nite values of the cuto�,

even when theferm ion spectrum isanom aly-free.There-

fore,gauge-noninvariantcounter-term sareneeded in the

interpolation m ethod too. (It has been proposed that

gauge-noninvariantcounter-term sm ay beavoided,ifthe

realpart ofthe e�ective action is regulated separately

from theim aginary part[27].In spiteofattem ptsin this

direction [25],itrem ainsunclearwhetherthisprocedure

can beim plem ented beyond perturbation theory without

violating locality,and,eventually,unitarity.)

Forgiven Ux;�-s,the interpolating �eld assignsa local

winding num ber to each hypercube (in the non-abelian

case),orto each plaquette (in the abelian case). In the

non-abelian case,thisisthe winding num berofthe con-

tinuum gaugetransform ation de�ned on the facesofthe

hypercube,that brings the interpolating �eld to a pre-

scribed axialgauge;in the abelian case,the continuum

gaugetransform ation isde�ned on theperim eterofeach

plaquette. Now,a fundam entalrequirem entis that the

ferm ion determ inant should be gauge invariant in the

lim it�f ! 1 .G augeinvariancecan beestablished only

ifA cont
� (y)isglobally bounded [24,25].G auge-invariance

istherefore recovered in the lim it�f ! 1 only on that

portion of the lattice gauge orbit, where all the local

winding num bers are zero [7]. The solution is to ap-

ply a gauge transform ation that sets alllocalwinding

num bers to zero before com puting the ferm ion determ i-

nant (for sim plicity we consider a trivialglobaltopol-

ogy).W enotethatthesm oothing gaugetransform ation

isnon-local,and so a carefulstudy ofpotentialproblem s

associated with the in�nite-volum elim itisrequired.

In the overlap approach, while the realpart of the

e�ective action is gauge invariant by construction,the

im aginary part is not. Again, we expect that gauge-

noninvariant counter-term s willbe needed, starting at

som e�nite loop order.Potentially severeproblem swith

the overlap approach were pointed outin ref.[28]. Ac-

cording to our judgem ent,subsequent works (including

in particularref.[29])failto addressthe issuesraised in

ref.[28].Num ericalevidenceforthelack ofgaugeinvari-

ance(in thenon-abelian case)hasbeen found in ref.[30]

(see�g.1 therein).

V .T H E R ED U C ED M O D EL

Returning to ourapproach,weconsiderin thissection

the lim it ofa vanishing gauge coupling. Since 1=g20 is

the coe�cient ofthe plaquette action,the g 0 = 0 lim it

constrainsthe lattice gauge�eld to the trivialorbit.

The theory de�ned by g0 = 0 lim it is called the re-

duced m odel. Ifwe use the vector picture,the reduced

m odelisobtained by substituting Ux;� ! �yx�x+ �̂ in the

latticeaction.Thelatticegauge�eld m easure
Q R

dUx;�

isreplaced by
Q R

d�x.(Alternatively,starting from the

Higgspicturethatalready involvesboth Ux;� and �x (see

Sect.IIB),oneobtainsthereduced m odelby sim ply set-

ting Ux;� = I.)

In the weak gauge-coupling lim it, the transversal

m odesareperturbativeatthelatticescale.M any im por-

tantfeatures,including theferm ion spectrum ,aredeter-

m ined by the dynam icsofthe longitudinalm odes. The

utility ofthe reduced m odelisthatitallowsusto study

the longitudinaldynam ics in isolation,without m aking

any a-prioriassum ption. The reduced m odelaccounts

fordynam icalsituationsranging from a divergentlongi-

tudinalcorrelation length,as in our approach,down to

a very shortcorrelation length.In thissection we study

a prototypereduced m odel.The entiredynam icalrange

is realized in di�erent regions ofits phase diagram . In

Sect.VIwediscussthee�ectsofthelongitudinaldynam -
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ics on the ferm ion spectrum ,�rst in generalterm s and

then in ourapproach.

A .T he phase diagram

In this subsection (and the next one) we discuss the

reduced m odelrelated to the lattice action ofSect.IIB,

for �x 2 U(1). Since eq.(2.3) is written in the Higgs

picture,thereduced m odelisobtained by setting Ux;� =

1.Thisleadsto the action

S
0
H =

X �
� � �

y
2� + ~� �y2

2
�
�
: (5.1)

O ur�rsttask isto derive the m ean-�eld phase diagram

in the(~�;�)-plane.Thisphasediagram isin factgeneric,

and pertainsalso to them orerelevanttheoriesde�ned in

Sect.IIE and in II.

Letus�rstconsiderthe ordinary VEV,v,asan order

param eter(orthe staggered VEV vA M ). An additional

orderparam eterwillbeintroduced shortly.By de�nition

v = h�xi; (5.2)

vA M = h�x�xi; (5.3)

where �x = (� 1)

P

�

x�
. For ~� = 0,we recover the fa-

m iliar non-linear sigm a m odel. O n the �-axis there is

a sym m etric (PM ) phase for j�j< �c,a ferrom agnetic

(FM )phase for� > �c,and an antiferrom agnetic (AM )

phase for � < � �c. The �eld rede�nition �x ! �x�x

m aps� to � �,thusim plying a sym m etry ofthe �-axis.

W e now extend the discussion to the full(~�;�)-plane.

M ean-�eld approxim ation in d-dim ensionsyieldsthefol-

lowing equation forthe FM -PM line

� + (2d+ 1)~� = �c; FM -PM : (5.4)

The equation forthe AM -PM line is

� + (6d� 1)~� = � �c; AM -PM : (5.5)

The FM -PM and AM -PM transitions are continuous.

Thesym m etry ofthe�-axisextendsto ~� 6= 0.Underthe

�eld rede�nition �x ! �x�x,the point(~�;�)ism apped

in four dim ensions to (~�;� � � 32~�). This im plies that

the linearequation

� + 16~� = 0; (5.6)

de�nesa sym m etry line ofthe phasediagram .The FM -

PM and AM -PM lines m eetin the second quadrant,at

the point (� �c
7
;
16�c
7
) on the sym m etry line. It can be

shown that,beyond this point,the sym m etry line is a

�rst-order transition line separating the FM and AM

phases[31].

In condensed m atterphysics,itiswell-known thatspin

m odels with com peting interactions tend to develop a

ground statethatbreakstranslation and rotation invari-

ance.Ifasm allantiferrom agneticinteraction isadded to

adom inantferrom agneticone,thespin orientation ofthe

ground statewillrotateslowly with a wavevectorq� 6= 0

(seeref.[32]fora recentreview).

In the reduced m odelde�ned by eq.(5.1),com peting

interactionsoccurwhen � and ~� haveopposite signs.In

orderto look forasim ilarphenom enon,weintroducethe

m ean-�eld ansatz

h�xi= ve
iq� x� : (5.7)

W eassum e0 � q� < 2�.A non-zeroq� signalsthespon-

taneousbreaking oftranslation and rotation invariance.

M ore precisely, translation invariance is broken in the

direction de�ned by q�,but it rem ainsunbroken in the

transversaldirections.In condensed m atter,phaseswith

anon-zeroq� areknown ashelicoidal-ferrom agneticones.

Here,the helicoidal-ferrom agnetic phase ofthe reduced

m odelisthe g0 = 0 boundary ofthe FM D phase ofthe

fulltheory (see Sect.IIC),and the nam e FM D willbe

used both in the fulltheory and in the reduced m odel.

A sim ple m ean-�eld m ethod is based on a factorized

probability m easure (see e.g. ref.[33]). Forthe FM -PM

transition,onecan usethefollowing factorized probabil-

ity m easure

P0(�x)=
1+ 2vcos(�x)

2�
: (5.8)

In order to accom m odate a non-zero q�,we generalize

thisto

P (�x)=
1+ 2vcos(�x � q�x�)

2�
: (5.9)

O ne hash1i
P
= 1 and



ei�x

�

P
= veiq� x� (in agreem ent

with eq.(5.7)).Because ofitsfactorized nature,the q�-

dependenceofP (�x)a�ectsonly theinternalenergy,but

nottheentropy.Introducing thenotation S0H =
P

x
H x,

we�nd

hH i
P
= (1� v

2)(8� + 72~�)+ v
2
�
� F (q�)+ ~� F 2(q�)

�
;

(5.10)

where the function F is de�ned in eq.(2.8). W hile the

choice ofthe factorized probability m easures eqs.(5.8)

and (5.9) is som ewhat arbitrary, the internal en-

ergy (5.10) is a universalfeature ofany m ean-�eld ap-

proxim ation forS0H .

Ifweconsidera pointin thephasediagram wellto the

rightoftheFM -PM line,thevalueofv is�nitein lattice

units. M aking the self-consistentassum ption thatq� is

sm all,thelocation oftheFM -FM D transition can bede-

term ined by m inim izing theinternalenergy with respect

to q�.Rem arkably,theq�-dependentpartoftheinternal

energy coincideswith the classicalpotential(2.7),ifwe

m ake the identi�cation g0A � $ q�.Consequently,there

iscom pleteagreem entbetween them ean-�eld properties

oftheFM -FM D transition in thereduced m odel,and the

classicalpropertiesofthe FM D transition in the g0 6= 0
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theory. The m ean-�eld location ofthe FM -FM D tran-

sition is � = 0. For � > 0 one is in the FM phase,

whereas for � < 0 one is in the FM D phase. Close to

the FM -FM D line,q� isgiven by eq.(2.10)where g0A �

is replaced by q� (after this replacem ent g0 drops out,

and one has q2 = � �=2~� for a sm allnegative �). The

FM -FM D line ends when it hits the FM -PM line. The

m ulti-criticalpointwherethePM ,FM and FM D phases

m eet is known as a Lifshitz point [34]. Its m ean-�eld

value is(�c
9
;0). (Lifshitz pointsexhibitrich criticalbe-

haviour. Thiswasdiscussed recently in a �eld theoretic

contextby J.K uti[35].)

The rem aining features ofthe m ean-�eld phase dia-

gram are as follows (see FIG .1). The transform ation

�x ! �x�x m aps q� to q� + �. This im plies the ex-

istence of a second FM D region (and another Lifshitz

point)below the sym m etry line in the fourth quadrant.

The PM -FM D line,separating the param agnetic phase

from the FM D phase,can be determ ined by �rst m ini-

m izing the(internal)energy with respectto q�,and then

the (free) energy with respectto v. The PM phase oc-

cupiesa bounded region in the phase diagram .The two

FM D regionsaboveand below thesym m etry linebelong

to a single FM D phase. The PM -FM D line lies on an

ellipse,with theFM -PM and AM -PM linestangentto it

at the two Lifshitz points. A m ore detailed m ean-�eld

calculation willbe presented elsewhere[31].

The m ean-�eld ansatz (5.7) im plies the sim ultaneous

breaking of the internalU(1) sym m etry, as wellas of

rotation and translation invariance.W ebelievethatone

cannotbreak translation invariancewithoutatthesam e

tim e breaking an internalsym m etry. However,one can

conceiveofa phase (denoted PM D)where only rotation

sym m etry is broken, while the internalsym m etries as

wellastranslationsare unbroken. The orderparam eter

fora PM D phaseofthereduced m odelistheexpectation

valueofthe com positevector�eld (com pareeq.(2.18))

V
k
x;� =

1

2i

�
�
y
x�x+ �̂ � h.c.

�
: (5.11)

Atthem om ent,however,wehavenoevidenceforaPM D

phase.

The phasesofthe reduced m odelare depicted in TA-

BLE I. The order param eter vH is de�ned as vH =

�x e

� iq� x�
�
. Note that in the special case q� =

(0;0;0;0)(q� = (�;�;�;�)),vH coincideswith v (vA M ).

In this paper we usually do not distinguish between v

and vH , since the correct m eaning can be understood

from thecontext.However,thisdistinction isim portant

in num ericalsim ulation. The value ofq�,to be used in

the m easurem entofvH ,can be determ ined forexam ple

by m easuring


�yx�x+ �̂

�
and extracting itsphase.

The relation between the (~�;�)-phase diagram ofthe

reduced m odeland the (~�;�;g0)-phase diagram ofthe

fulltheory is the following. In the U(1) case,the sym -

m etric(PM )phaseistheboundary ofa Coulom b phase,

and the broken (FM orAM )phase isthe boundary ofa

Higgsphase. In the non-abelian case,the PM ,FM and

AM phasescorrespond totheboundary ofasingleHiggs-

con�nem entphase.Finally,the helicoidal-ferrom agnetic

(FM D) phase ofthe reduced m odelis the boundary of

the FM D phaseofthe fulltheory.

In theg0 ! 0 lim itofthefulltheory,we�nd (approx-

im ately) m assless gauge bosons close to the FM -FM D

line,aswellasclosetothePM -FM line,and in theentire

PM phase.An interestingobservation isthat,even with-

outferm ions,ifwe wantto study a Lorentz gauge-�xed

Yang-M ills theory on the lattice,then the appropriate

criticalline isthe FM -FM D line. The reason isthat,in

order to keep the longitudinalkinetic term in the tree-

levelaction,~� m ustscale like 1=g20 (see Sect.II).In the

large-~� lim it,a PM phase doesnotexist,and criticality

can only be achieved by approaching the FM -FM D line.

B .T he w eak-coupling expansion

in the reduced m odel

In view of the properties of the weak-coupling ex-

pansion in the fulltheory (Sect.II),and in particular

eq.(2.12),one expects that 1=~� willplay the role ofa

coupling constant in the reduced m odel. W e willnow

dem onstratethisexplicitly.W edonotcarryouthereany

detailed calculationsthatrequirethefulllatticeFeynm an

rules. Therefore,we work in the continuum approxim a-

tion,i.e.weextractfrom thelatticeaction them arginal

and relevantterm s,thatcontrolthecriticalbehaviourin

the vicinity ofthe gaussian criticalpoint1=~� = 0.

Theweak-coupling expansion isfacilitated by expand-

ing around a broken sym m etry vacuum . W e �rstintro-

duce the G oldstone boson (G B) �eld �x via �x = ei�x .

(This classicalexpansion is consistent with the m ean-

�eld ansatz (5.7),because v ! 1 for~� ! 1 .) Rescaling

� ! (1=
p
2~�)� we�nd,in thecontinuum approxim ation,

the following G B lagrangian

LG B =
1

2

Z

d
4
x

�

(2 �)
2 +

�

~�
@�� @�� +

1

2~�
(@�� @��)

2

�

:

(5.12)

Eq.(5.12)isvalid on the FM side ofthe transition line.

O n theFM D side,one�rstlooksfortheclassicalvacuum

by assum ing � = q�x� and m inim izing forq�.Theresult

is the sam e as in the m ean-�eld approxim ation. The

weak-couplingexpansion on theFM D sideisthen de�ned

via � ! q�x� + (1=
p
2~�)�.

W e willconsider here only the FM side. Taking the

Fouriertransform ofthe bilinearpartofthe lagrangian,

we�nd the following G B propagator

G
� 1
0 (p)= (p2)2 + m

2
0 p

2
; (5.13)

where m 2
0 = �=~�.Analyticalcontinuation to M inkowski

space shows the existence ofa positive-residue pole at

p2M = 0,and anegative-residue(ghost)poleatp2M = m 2
0.

These polesm ergeinto a quarticsingularity in the lim it
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m 2
0 ! 0. The continuum lim it of the reduced m odel

is therefore not unitary. (In Sect.VIB we discuss the

interaction ofthe G B �eld with ferm ions. The crucial

requirem ent is that the non-unitary G B sector, which

accountsforthetwounphysicalpolarizationsofthegauge

bosons,willdecouplefrom theferm ionsin thecontinuum

lim it.Thisdecoupling isdiscussed in detailin ref.[36].)

Because of the quartic kinetic term in the G B la-

grangian,thecanonicaldim ension oftheG B �eld �(x)is

zero.TheG B lagrangianisinvariantundertheshiftsym -

m etry �(x)! �(x)+ const,which forbidstheappearance

ofnon-derivative term sunderrenorm alization. In addi-

tion,the G B lagrangian is invariant under the discrete

sym m etry �(x)! � �(x).Eq.(5.12)isthe m ostgeneral

renorm alizablelagrangian allowed by these sym m etries.

W hatm arkstheFeynm an rulesoftheG B lagrangian,

is that one derivative acts on every line attached to a

vertex. The derivatives acting on the two ends ofeach

internalline e�ectively cancelone factor of1=p2 in the

propagator.TheresultisthattheUV powercounting of

the G B m odelisthe sam easin an ordinary ��4 theory.

Ifweignorethevectorindexcarried bythepartialderiva-

tives,onecan m atch each term in theG B lagrangianwith

a correspondingterm in the��4 lagrangian according to

the rule@� ! �.

In the��4 theory,atthe oneloop levelonly them ass

term isrenorm alized,butnotthekineticterm .By anal-

ogy,in theG B lagrangian only (@��)
2,butnot(2 �)

2,is

renorm alized attheone-loop level.Theinduced one-loop

(@��)
2-term hasa positivesign.Thisim plies

�c:l:(~�)= � c+ O
�
~�� 1

�
: (5.14)

(Note thatthe coe�cientof(@ ��)
2 in eq.(5.12)is�=~�.)

The dim ension ofthe positive constantc istwo. Itsnu-

m ericalvalue,which is O (1=a2),has to be determ ined

by a lattice calculation. Finally,as in the ��4 theory,

the one-loop beta-function is determ ined by the vertex

renorm alization,and isfound to be positive.Explicitly

�(~�� 1)� �
@

@�
~�� 1 =

5

16�2
~�� 2 ; (5.15)

where � isthe UV cuto� (the inverse lattice spacing in

a lattice calculation).

C .Infra-R ed divergences ofthe criticaltheory

Ifwe tune � to �c:l:(~�),the quadratic kinetic term in

eq.(5.13)vanishes,and therenorm alized G B propagator

reads

G
� 1
r (p)= Z (p2)2 ; (5.16)

where Z accounts for the wave-fuction renorm alization.

This quartic propagatorleads to IR divergencesin four

dim ensions,likem asslessbosonswith an ordinarykinetic

term do in two dim ensions.

TheIR divergencesofm asslessG oldstonebosonslead

to the restoration ofcontinuous sym m etries in two di-

m ensions [37]. O nly sym m etric observables,which are

invariantunderallthe continuoussym m etries,can have

a non-zero value.Therearetheorem s[38{40]thatguar-

anteethe IR-�nitenessofthe sym m etricobservables.

Herethequarticpropagator(5.16)doesnotcharacter-

izea wholephase,butonly theFM -FM D lineitself.The

order param eter vH (or v) dips close to the FM -FM D

line,and vanisheson thatline in several(m ay be in all)

interesting cases[31,36].The theorem son the �niteness

ofsym m etric observables,in particular ref.[40],gener-

alize to four dim ensions. Also, as in two dim ensions,

thepredictionsoftheweak-coupling expansion areoften

valid,ifinterpreted carefully [41].Thiswillbeim portant

in Sect.VIB.

D .R ealistic reduced m odels

Thekey featuresofthesim pli�ed reduced m odelstud-

ied in this section extend to the realistic reduced m od-

els,de�ned from the (gauge-�xing and ghost) action of

Sect.IIE forthenon-lineargauge,ortheaction ofII for

the lineargauge.Thisincludesthe qualitative structure

ofthephasediagram and in particulartheFM and FM D

phases,the gaussian criticalpointat~� = 1 ,and the IR

divergenceson the FM -FM D line.

Particularly interesting are the criticalFM -FM D the-

oriesin thereduced m odelsthatcorrespond to thelinear

gauge@� A = 0.In theabelian case,thelinear-gaugere-

duced m odelleadsto a freetheory with a 1=(p2)2 propa-

gator.Thepropertiesofthiscriticaltheoryareanalogous

to thespin-wavephaseofa two-dim ensionalabelian the-

ory. This willbe discussed in detailelsewhere [31,36].

Thecriticaltheory fora non-abelian gaugegroup wasin-

vestigated by Hata [42]in thecontinuum approxim ation.

Hism ain resultisthat,likenon-abelian sigm a m odelsin

two dim ensions,these four-dim ensionalnon-linearm od-

elsareasym ptotically-free.Itwillbeinterestingtoinves-

tigatethesigni�canceofthisresultfortheconstructionof

gauge-�xednon-abelian latticetheoriesviaourapproach.

V I.FER M IO N S IN T H E R ED U C ED M O D EL

In a m anifestly gauge invarianttheory like Q CD,the

ferm ion spectrum can be read o� from the lattice ac-

tion by going to the free �eld lim it g0 = 0. Here,the

ferm ion action isnotgauge invariant(in the vectorpic-

ture), and the lim it g0 = 0 gives rise to an interact-

ing theory,nam ely,to the reduced m odel. W e identify

theelem entary ferm ionsofa generallatticegaugetheory

with theindependentferm ionic m asslesspolesoftheas-

sociated reduced m odel. (Ifthe ferm ion action isgauge

invariant,any �x-dependence ofitsreduced-m odelform

can beelim inated by a�eld rede�nition.) Itisjusti�ed to
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determ ine the m atterspectrum by setting g0 = 0,since,

in ascalingregion,thetransversaldegreesoffreedom are

perturbativeatthe lattice scale.

A .T he robustness ofthe N o-G o theorem s

Letthe gauge �eld belong to a Lie group G . By con-

struction,the associated reduced m odelhasa globalG -

sym m etry,denoted G L ,thatactson �x by leftm ultipli-

cation.(The reduced m odelisobtained from the vector

picture via Ux;� ! �yx�x+ �̂,and the product�yx�x+ �̂ is

invariantunderleftm ultiplication. Notice also thatthe

gauge-invariantHiggspicture can be obtained by gaug-

ing the G L sym m etry ofthe reduced m odel.) Now,we

dem and the existence ofm assless vector bosons in the

scaling region,which can be identi�ed with the gauge

bosons of the target continuum theory. These vector

bosonscoupletotheNoethercurrentassociated with the

G L sym m etry.Thus,assigning theferm ionsto represen-

tationsofG L determ ineswhetherthecontinuum lim itis

chiralorvector-like.

In previous chiralferm ion proposals, it was usually

attem pted to take the continuum lim it in a sym m etric

phase, where the G L sym m etry is not broken sponta-

neously. (Physicalgauge invariance is restored dynam -

ically in a sym m etric phase,when we consider the full

g0 6= 0 theory. This m eans that there are no light un-

physicalstates,whosedecoupling in thecontinuum lim it

requires �ne-tuning. Since the VEV ofthe �x �eld is

zero,thephysicsin a sym m etricphaseism oreeasily ac-

counted for in the gauge-invariantHiggs picture.) In a

sym m etricphase,the
uctuationsofthe�x �eld areusu-

ally notcontrolled by any sm allparam eter.Asa result,

non-perturbativem ethodshad to be invoked in orderto

determ inetheferm ion spectrum .W hereavailable,itwas

always found that the true ferm ion spectrum is vector-

like(see ref.[7,9,43]fordetails).

W e have discussed this phenom enon in ref.[5,7],and

argued that it has a sim ple physicalexplanation. Here

wecan only outlinethekey considerationsleadingtothis

conclusion,and wereferthereadertoref.[5,7]forthede-

tails.O nestartswith theobservation that,in a sym m et-

ric phase ofthe reduced m odel,there are generically no

m assless scalars. Therefore,the only m assless particles

(ifany)are ferm ions. (Itcould be [43]thatno m assless

ferm ions are present unless a m ass term if �ne-tuned.

Since we are in sym m etric phase, a m assless ferm ion

obtained by �ne-tuning is necessarily a Dirac ferm ion.)

Now,in fourdim ensions,thereareno renorm alizablein-

teractionsinvolving only ferm ion �elds. The continuum

lim itde�ned by a genericpointinsidea sym m etricphase

is therefore a theory offree m assless ferm ions (if it is

not em pty). O ne can then construct an e� ective lat-

tice ham iltonian for the ferm ions,that satis�es allthe

assum ptionsofthe Nielsen-Ninom iya theorem . (The ef-

fective ham iltonian isde�ned asthe p0 = 0 lim itofthe

inverseofasuitabletwo-pointfunction.) W ereferherein

particularto theanalyticstructurenearthe zerosofthe

e�ective ham iltonian,and to the existence ofa sm ooth

interpolation throughout the rest ofthe Brillouin zone.

Thisleadsto theconclusion thattheferm ion spectrum is

vector-like in a sym m etric phase,provided the underly-

ing theory islocal.(In thecaseofa non-localtheory one

expectsviolationsofunitarity and/orLorentzinvariance,

seeref.[7]forreferencesto the originalliterature.)

This im passe extends, by continuity, to the ferm ion

spectrum on any phase transition line that separates a

sym m etric phase from a broken phase. In particular,

even though the gaugeboson m assvanisheson the PM -

FM line,we do notexpectto �nd a chiralgauge theory

by taking the continuum lim itatthe PM -FM line. The

ferm ion spectrum willbe vector-like ifthe PM -FM line

is approached from the PM phase. Ifwe approach the

PM -FM line from the FM phase,we can only obtain a

m irror ferm ion m odel[44],but we cannot decouple the

unwanted m irrorferm ions.

B .Evading the N o-G o theorem s

Letusnow investigatewhatchangeswhen thecontin-

uum lim itistaken attheFM -FM D line.W ewillconsider

the sim plest case,nam ely a U(1) gauge group with the

gauge-�xingaction pertainingtothelineargauge,cf.II.

Asm entioned in Sect.V D,the propertiesofthe critical

FM -FM D theory areanalogousto thespin-wavephaseof

a two-dim ensionalabelian theory.

W e go from (the vectorpicture of) the fulltheory to

thereduced m odelaccordingto theruleUx;� ! �yx�x+ �̂.

The ferm ion action eq.(3.1) becom es (we use the two-

com ponentnotation)

S
0
F =

X

�

(���y)��� �(��)�
w

4

�

�2� + h.c.

�

: (6.1)

Theferm ion variablesin eq.(6.1)areneutralwith respect

to G L .If,instead,weusethecharged variables�c = ��,

the ferm ion action reads

S
0
F =

X

�

��c��� ��c �
w

4

�

(�y�c)2 (�
y
�c)+ h.c.

�

:

(6.2)

According to therulesoftheweak-coupling expansion

(see Sect.V B),the tree-levelferm ion action isobtained

by substituting the classical vacuum �x = 1. Using

eq.(6.2)forde�niteness,we get

S
0
F =

X

�

��c��� ��c �
w

4

�

�c2�c + h.c.

�

; (6.3)

In the lim itw = 0,only the kinetic term
P

�
��c��� ��c

is left. Thus,the w = 0 action exhibits the infam ous

doubling,with sixteen W eylferm ionsaltogether. (Each
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ferm ion isassociated with a pointin the Brillouin zone,

whoselatticem om entum com ponentsareequalto either

0 or �.) Since we take w = O (1),the M W term elim i-

natesthedoublers,and thepolein thetree-levelferm ion

propagatordescribesa singleW eyl�eld (seeSect.III).

Had we started from the ferm ion action written in

term s ofthe neutralvariables (eq.(6.1)),the substitu-

tion �x = 1 would lead to a tree-levelaction identical

to eq.(6.3),but with the neutral�eld � replacing the

charged �eld �c.Now,deep in theFM phasethism akes

no di�erence,because the G L sym m etry is broken any-

way by the�x-VEV,which isO (1)in latticeunits.How-

ever,theG L sym m etry isrestored righton theFM -FM D

line[31,36].Itisthereforea m eaningful(and im portant)

question to ask what are the G L -quantum num bers of

the m asslessferm ions.

The fact that one cannot sim ply read o� the quan-

tum num bers ofone-ferm ion states from the tree-level

action, is a consequence of the IR-divergent nature of

the G B propagator, 1=(p2)2. The way to proceed is

to exam ine a fam ily of ferm ionic two-point functions

�n =


(�n�)(���yn)

�
. Assum ing allm ass param eters

have been tuned to their criticalvalues,�n willin gen-

eralcontain term sproportionalto (=p)� 1 log
k
(p2)forany

k. The presence oflogarithm ic term s (which typically

lead to powerlaw correctionswhen sum m ed overallor-

ders)m eansthattheoperator�n� doesnotcreatea one-

particlestate[41,43].O nly when therearenologarithm ic

corrections do we have a sim ple m assless pole,and the

quantum num bersofthe interm ediate one-ferm ion state

m ustcoincidewith thequantum num bersoftheinterpo-

lating ferm ion �eld.

The ferm ion spectrum in the reduced m odel can

be studied in detail using the weak-coupling expan-

sion. W hile the actualcalculations require a substan-

tialam ountofwork,the conclusionsare robust,asthey

really depend on universalproperties ofthe low energy

e�ective(continuum )lagrangian.A one-loop calculation,

which isalso supported by num ericalsim ulations,willbe

presented elsewhere[36].Herewewilllistthekeyresults,

asthey apply to theM W ferm ion action.

� Logarithm ic term s are absent only for n = 1,

nam ely in the two-point function h�c ��ci. Con-

sequently,the m assless ferm ion has the quantum

num bersofthe�c �eld.Thelatterischarged,which

m eansthatthe �c W eylferm ion willcouple to the

transversalgauge �eld,when the latter is turned

on.

� As can be expected on general grounds (see

Sect.III),divergentM ajorana-likem assterm sare

induced atthe one-loop level.These m ustbe can-

celled by suitable counter-term s,to m aintain the

m asslessnessofeach chiralferm ion.

� W hen the M ajorana-like m ass counter-term s are

tuned to their criticalvalues,the unphysicalG B

�eld decouples from the �c-ferm ions. The contin-

uum lim itisa directproductof(in general)several

free theories, one associated with the unphysical

G B �eld,and one associated with every speciesof

chiral�c-ferm ions.

Thisestablishesan agreem entbetween thepredictionsof

theweak-couplingexpansion in thefulltheory and in the

reduced m odel,thus supporting the consistency ofour

approach.The propertiesofthe reduced m odelaretrue

foran arbitrary ferm ion spectrum ,and thisisconsistent

with the vanishing ofthe anom aly in the absence ofa

transversalgauge�eld.

In com parison with previouschiralferm ion proposals

(seeSect.VIA)wenotetwokey di�erencesthatallow us

to escape from a sim ilarim passe. First,one m ay worry

thatthe need to tune m asscounter-term sm ay indicate

that we got the wrong spectrum (e.g.Dirac instead of

W eylferm ions). Now,when the (M ajorana-like) m ass

counter-term sare nottuned to their criticalvalues,the

ferm ions rem ain coupled to the IR-singular G B �eld in

thelow-energy lim it.Dueto potentialIR divergences,it

isnotatallclearthat(m assive)one-ferm ion statescould

be consistently de�ned in thiscase,northatsuch states

would havewell-de�ned G L -quantum num bers.The o�-

criticaltheory rem ains to be investigated in the future.

However,in view ofthe aboveIR subtleties,the general

conclusion isthatby consideringtheroleofferm ion m ass

perturbations,one does not end up with an argum ent

againstthe existence ofa chiralspectrum atthe critical

point. (See also the discussion offerm ion m asscounter-

term sin Sect.III.)

Theotherkey di�erenceisthatthecontinuum lim itis

now taken atthe phasetransition separating two broken

phasesofthe reduced m odel. O � the FM -FM D line (on

both sides) the G L sym m etry is broken spontaneously,

and allasym ptotic states do not have well-de�ned G L -

quantum num bers. O n the FM -FM D line itself,the G L

sym m etry is restored,and the question arises whether

we do not run into the sam e old con
ict with the No-

G o theorem s. The answer is contained in the analytic

structure discussed above. Thanks to the presence of

the highly IR-singular G B �eld, a zero in the inverse

propagatordoesnotnecessarily im ply the existence ofa

one-ferm ion state with the sam e quantum num bers. As

an illustration,considerthe four-com ponentunit-charge

�eld  c, whose left-handed com ponent is PL  c = �c,

and whose right-handed com ponentisPR  c = �2��c. If

weconsidertheinversetwo-pointfunction of c,wem ay

erroneouslyconcludethatitinterpolatesam asslessDirac

ferm ion. In reality,only the left-handed channelofthis

inverse propagatorhas a sim ple zero � =p,im plying the

existence ofa unit-charge left-handed ferm ion. In the

right-handed channel,one �ndsa =plog(p2)correction in

the one-loop approxim ation,which im plies the absence

ofa right-handed ferm ion with the sam echarge.
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V II.O P EN Q U EST IO N S

In Sect.IIE,thecriterion for�xing thecounter-term s

wasto enforce BRST invariance (and,hence,unitarity)

orderby order.Thisperturbativeprescription isincom -

plete. Ultim ately, the counter-term s should be deter-

m ined by a non-perturbative m ethod. To rigorously de-

�ne the continuum lim it,one hasto specify a trajectory

in the Higgs(orHiggs-con�nem ent)phase,thatendsat

the gaussian point g0 = 1=~� = 0 on the FM D bound-

ary.(See Sect.V A forthe phase diagram .) In addition,

one has to construct a BRST operator, and prove its

nilpotency in the continuum lim it. Enforcing BRST in-

varianceshould also lead to therestoration offullSO (4)

invariance,because the m arginalSO (4)-breaking opera-

torsviolatethe BRST sym m etry too.

W e com m ent that sim ilar problem s are encountered

in lattice Q CD with W ilson ferm ions,where the axial-


avour sym m etries are broken on the lattice, in anal-

ogy with the BRST sym m etry in our gauge-�xing ap-

proach.W hen using W ilson ferm ions,tuning isrequired

not only at the levelofthe lattice action, but also in

the construction ofrenorm alized operatorswith wellde-

�ned axial-
avour transform ation properties [45]. This

isanalogousto the problem ofde�ning BRST-invariant

operators in our gauge-�xing approach. (In Q CD,the

�ne-tuning problem can be solved using dom ain-wall

ferm ions [46{48]. W hether a sim ilar solution exists for

the tuning problem in the gauge-�xing approach,is an

interesting question.)

O urgauge-�xingform ulation canbetested byapplying

ittoasym ptotically-freegaugetheorieswhich arenotchi-

ral.In particular,in theabsenceofferm ions,oneshould

study whetherthecon�ning behaviourand them assgap

ofYang-M illstheoriesarereproduced.O nepossibility is

thatthe FM D transition becom esweakly �rst-orderdue

to non-perturbative e�ects. Thisscenario isfavourable,

atleastfrom the pointofview ofnum ericalsim ulations.

Another possibility is thatthe correlation length ofthe

vector �eld strictly diverges at the FM D transition,al-

ready for g0 6= 0. In this case,a consistent continuum

lim itm ay existprovided allthe m asslessexcitationsare

unphysical.

V III.C O N C LU SIO N S

In a regularized chiral gauge theory, the longitudi-

nal m odes of the gauge �eld couple to the ferm ions.

Before the regularization is rem oved, there are viola-

tions ofgauge invariance even ifthe ferm ion spectrum

isanom aly-free.W hen we use the lattice regularization,

the longitudinalm odes should decouple in the contin-

uum lim it,but it m ay be too m uch to expect for exact

decoupling when the lattice spacing isstill�nite.

The gauge-�xing approach aim s to decouple the lon-

gitudinalm odes in the continuum lim it. In this paper

we have discussed how the gauge-�xing approach m ay

be realized,thus m aking the �rst step ofa system atic

investigation ofthegauge�xing approach.W ehavecon-

structed a lattice gauge-�xing action that has a unique

classical vacuum . The gauge-�xing action contains a

longitudinalkinetic term ,and leadsto a renorm alizable

weak-couplingexpansion,which isvalid even ifthelattice

ferm ion action is not gauge invariant. W e have argued

that the continuum �elds,needed to describe the scal-

ing behaviour,arein one-to-onecorrespondencewith the

poles ofthe tree-levellattice propagators. This should

accom m odateany consistenttheory,including anom aly-

freechiralgaugetheories.
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FIG .1. M ean-�eld phase diagram . See TABLE Iforthe

de�nition ofthe variousphases.

TABLE I. Phasesofthe reduced m odel.Theentriesindi-

cate which orderparam etersare non-zero in each phase.

phase v vA M vH V
k

�

PM no no no no

FM yes no yes no

AM no yes yes no

FM D no no yes yes

PM D (?) no no no yes
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