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Several years ago it was conctured in the so—called Rom a A pproach ﬁl:], that gauge xing is an
essential ingredient in the lattice form ulation of chiral gauge theories. In this paper we discuss In
detail how the gauge- xIng approach m ay be realized. A s in the usual (gauge invariant) lattice
form ulation, the continuum lim it corresponds to a gaussian xed point, that now controls both the
transversal and the longitudinal m odes of the gauge eld. A key rolk is played by a new phase
transition separating a conventional H iggs or H iggs-con nem ent phase, from a phase w ith broken
rotational invariance. In the continuum lin i we expect to nd a scaling region, where the lattice
correlators reproduce the euclidean correlation fiinctions of the target (chiral) gauge theory, In the

corresponding continuum gauge.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The great di culty in constructing chiral gauge theo—
ries, such as the Standard M odel, using the lattice regu-
Jarization is related to the doubling probkm  B{8]. In lat-
tice Q CD , species doubling occurs when the discretized
ferm jon action has an unwanted symm etry that should
be anom alous in the continuum . W hen one uses W i
son fermm ions, the W ilson temm elin nates the doublers,
at the price of breaking all the axial sym m etries explic—
ik. In the conthhuum lim it, one expects to recover the
axial sym m etries, except the anom alous U (1), by tuning
the ferm ion hopping param eter to a critical value.

In the lattice discretization of a chiral gauge theory,
one has to account for the fact that a W eyl ferm ion
In a complex representation contributes to the gauge
anom aly. This m eans that a lattice action for a single
chiral form ion cannot be gauge invariant. W e will as-
sum e below that, as in the continuum , the lattice ferm ion
action Involves a sum over di erent com plex representa—
tions, w hose totalgauge anom aly is zero. T he question is
to w hat extent the violations of gauge invariance, com ing
from the individual representations, cancel each other.

Consider the regularized e ective action obtained by
Integrating out an anom aly-free set of chiral ferm ions. In
the continuum , one can use D In ensional R egularization
to de ne the e ective action for an ooth gauge eldsthat
vanish rapidly at In niy. U sihg the freedom to add local
counter-tem s, the violations of gauge invariance are pro—
portionalto the dimensionlessparameter = d 4, and
so they vanish In the lm it ! 0. This extends to topo—
logically non-trivialbackground elds, using for exam ple
the -function regularization :_[éi]

O n the lattice one encounters a fiindam entally di er—
ent situation. The lattice spacing is a din ensionfiil pa—
ram eter that plays a dual role. First, it provide a UV
cuto , by replacing the in nie range ofm om entum inte—
gralsw ih an integration over the periodic B rillouin zone.
In addition, the lattice spacing enters the m ultivalied)
m apping from the com pact link variablesU,; ,to theLie—

algebra valued A eld. These di erences in the global
structure In ply that a generic lattice gauge transform a—
tion, considered as a m apping that acts on the Fourder
space ofthe Jattice A - eld, isqualitatively di erent from
the correspondingm apping de ned by a continuum gauge
transform ation. The result is that the lattice e ective
action su ers from generic violations of gauge nvariance
which are not controlled by any sm all param eter. W e
know of no m ethod that ensures the am allness of these
violations on the entire lattice gauge orbit, at the price
oftuning any nite num ber ofparam eters (see Sect.:_l\-[-_c-:
or the review artick [}] orm ore details).

In the so—called R om a A pproach 'Q,'], it was con ctured
that gauge xing isa crucial ngredient in the lattice for-
m ulation of chiral gauge theories. A gauge xing action
should assign a bigger Boltzm ann weight to a an ooth
gauge eld, relative to a rough eld that belongs to the
sam e gauge orbit. T his should reduce latticeartefact vi-
olations of gauge nvariance, because the latter are asso—
ciated w ith the roughness of the lattice gauge eld.

In spite of this prom ising picture, the gauge- xing ap—
proach has rem ained elusive. A naive discretization ofthe
Lorentz gauge— xing action leads to a lattice action that
has a dense set of Jattice G rbov copies w ith no contin—
uum counterparts. These lattice artefact G ribov copies
exist even for the classical vacuum . Rem arkably, the
proliferation of G rlbbov copies on the lattice resembles
the ferm ion doubling problem in a number ofways.) As
a result, the Boltzm ann weight oftoo m any rough lattice
con gurations is not suppressed.

In this paper we construct a lattice gauge— x'jng ac—
tion that accom m odates this problem . (See ref. @'] fora
prelin nary version of this work. The gauge- xing ac—
tion is associated w ith a new generic phase diagram . W e
argue that, n this phase diagram , there is a gaussian
critical point that belongs to the universality class of a
gauge— xed continuum theory. In com parison with the
gauge-invariant lattice de nition ofQ CD , the weak cou—
pling lim it here controls not only the transversalm odes
ofthe gauge eld, but also the longiudinalones.
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A sdiscussed above, gauge Invariance ofthe target con—
tinuum theory, as well as the residual BRST invariance,
are both explicitly broken on the lattice. By tuninga -
nite num ber of counter-tem s, one hopesto recoverBR ST
Invariance In the continuum lim i, provided the ferm ion
spectrum  is anom aly-free 'gl]. The BRST identity that
requires the vanishing of the renom alized gauge boson
m ass, m i = 0, plays a key role. Since the regularization
is not gauge invariant, a m ass counterterm has to be in—
troduced, and is param eter needs to be tuned, in order
to enforce this BR ST identity. U sually, a negative renor—
m alized m asssquared indicates spontaneous sym m etry
breaking. Here we encounter a new feature, nam ely, the
gauge el condenses if its m ass-squared param eter be—
com es too negative. This in plies that the new critical
point is located on the boundary between a conventional
phase, which is Invariant under lattice rotations, and a
new phase w here the lattice rotation symm etry isbroken
spontaneocusly by the VEV ofthe gauge eld.

The construction of the gauge- xing action is pre-
sented in Sect. EI The m ain results are (@) the gauge-

xing action has a unique absolutem ininum , Uy; = I,
and (b) perturbation theory around this m nimum is
m anifestly renom alizable. In Sect.:_ﬁ;twe discuss a sin —
plk chiral ferm ion action. The validity of perturbation
theory im plies the onset of a scaling behaviour In the
weak-coupling 1im it. Up to the reqularization-dependent
countertem s, the continuum Jlagrangian that controls
the scaling behaviour can be read o from the m arginal
and relevant tem s of the lattice action. T he scaling re—
gion shoul therefore aithfiilly reproduce the correlation
functions of the target chiral gauge theory, In the corre—
soonding gauge.

W ithout the new gauge- xing action, the ferm ion ac—
tion of Sect. :_D-;t does not lead to a chiral gauge theory in
the continuum lm it. The longitudinalm odes uctuate
strongly, and their non-perturbative dynam icsulin ately
renders the ferm on spectrum vector-lke. (T his applies
to m any other chiral ferm ion proposals, see ref. E':A,:_ 1) In
the second part of this paper, we exam ine the dynam ics
ofthe lattice Iongiudinalm odes from a broader point of
view . W e explain the problem s created by this dynam ics,
and how they m ay be solved w thin the present approach.

In Sect. |1V. w e discuss the lattice e ective action, and
the role of Jattice artefact G rbov copies. Tn Sect. ¥ we
discuss the com plete phase diagram in the lim it ofa van—
ishing gauge coupling. In Sect. -erwe explain how our
approach evadestheN oG o theorem s. Severalopen ques—
tions are discussed in Sect. '\/ ]Z[ and our conclusions are
o ered in Sect.y IIt.

II.CONSTRUCTING THE LATTICE
GAUGEFIXING ACTION

A .The phase transition associated w ith
a critical vector boson

T his section is devoted to a step-by-step construction
of the gauge- xing action. A s discussed in the introduc—
tion, the latticeregularized theory hasno sym m etry that
protects the m asslessness of the vector bosons. T here-
fore, in the relevant part ofthe phase diagram , the lattice
vector eld is generically not critical. N ow , according to
the standard lore, the correlation length should diverge
close to a continuousphase transition associated w ith the
condensation a Bose eld. In thispaperwe w ish to apply
this to the lattice vector eld.

A s a prelin nary requirem ent for a continuous tran-—
sition, one needs a higherpower tem , that stabilizes
the classicalpotentialV.; @ ) when the coe cient ofthe
quadratictemm changes sign. In a w eakly-coupled theory,
the actual Iocation ofthe transition should be close to its
tree-level value, and near the transition one expects the
onset of a scaling behaviour govemed by renom alized

(continuum ) perturbation theory.

Our ain is to achieve criticality of the lattice vector

eld, very much lke the way this is done in the fam il
iar * theory. However, going from a spin-0 to a spin-1
eld presents new di culties. The lattice theory is for-
mulated In tem s of the link variables Uy; , which are
group-valued parallel transporters. O n the other hand,
renom alized perturbation theory, that govems the scal-
ing region, is m ore naturally form ulated in tem s of the
Liealgebra valued A eld. T hus, it takes som e trdialand
errorto nd theU -dependent action that best suisour

purpose.

A nother com plication arises because not every renor-
m alizable vector theory is uniary. A unitary, physical
Hibert space exists if and only if the vector theory is
actually an anom aly-free gauge theory in a gauge xed
form . This requires us to choose the lattice action, such
that them arginalgauge sym m etry breaking term s in the
tree-level vector lagrangian have the form

1
— (gauge oond:i:on) 2.1)

29

An appropriate Faddeev-P opov ghost action w illbe nec—
essary too.

B .A higher-derivative H iggs action

O ur starting point is the lattice action
S=ScWU)+ Sy (;U): @2)

Here Sg (U) is the usual plaquette action.
action is
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Sy = tr 20) +~¥2%0) 5 @3)
where
X
2xy(U)= (x+ A;yUx; + x A;yU;/; ) 8x;y; (2-4)

is the standard nearest-neighbour covariant laplacian.
T he lattice spacing a is equalto one. Both Uy; and
take values n a Liegroup G . The rsttemm on therhs.
ofeqg. {_2_.3) is a conventional lattice H iggs action, w hereas
the second tem is a higher derivative HD ) action.

HD actions were recently discussed by Jansen, K uti
and L l_l-(_]'] H ere we are interested 31:1 a di erent critical
point from the one studied in ref. [10]. At the techni-
cal kevel, this allow s us to Introduced only a laplacian-
squared HD tem , w hereas for the purpose of ref. [16] it
was crucialto introduce also a laplacian-cubed one.)

The action eq. {2.2) is gauge invariant, where the lat-
tice gauge transfom ation is given by Uy, %Ux; 9oy -
and 4 ! gx x orgy 2 G. Now, sihce 4 2 G too,we
m ay use the lattice gauge invariance to com pletely elin -
nate the , eld. Note that this operation a ects only
Sy . W e Introduce the notation

Sy U)= Sg (;U) @5)

=1
The subscript of Sy stands for \vector". Sy can be
recovered from Sy by making the substitution Uy,

JUy; x+~. (The signi cance ofthe 4 eld, which is
associated w ih the longiudinal degrees of freedom , is
discussed In Sect.V' and Sect. ¥ 1.)

W e will denote the st formulation of the theory
Eeg. {_2-:2)) asthe H iggs picture. T he altemative form ula—
tion (eq. {2.3)) where only U, (butnot ) ispresent,
is called the vector picture. T he equality of the partition
functions in the tw o pictures extends to observables. A ny
observable in the vectorpicture ism apped to a gauge In—
variant observable in H iggspicture, and vice versa. T hus,
we are dealing w ith two m athem atically equivalent for-
m ulations of the sam e theory [111.

In this section we assum e ~ 1. The physics in this
param eter range ism ore easily accounted for in the vec—
tor picture, which is used below to study the classical
potential, and to set up the weak-coupling expansion. In
the vector picture, the gauge non-invariance of the action
resides In Sy . T herefore, we w illultim ately dem and that
them arginaltem s in Sy have the form ofa gauge xing
action, cf. @:]:)

C .The classical potential

For sin plicity we consider the classicalpotentialin the
U (1) case. The essential features generalize to the non—
abelian case. M aking use of the standard weak-coupling
expansion

Uy; = exp (igA,, 25 )i 2.6)
and considering a constant A eld, the action Sy leads
to the ollow iIng classical potential

F @A )+ ~F* (@A );

Ver = 2.7)

X

F (@A )= 2 1 cos@A ) 2.8)

N ote that Sg is zero for a constant abelian eld.

For > 0, the absolute m ninum of the classical po—
tentialisA = 0 mod 2 =g). Sihce the quadratic term
In Vo comes only from the -tem, a non-zero vector
condensate arises or < 0. The classical features of the
transition can be determ ined by keeping only the lead-
Ing temm in the expansion ofF (gyA ), separately for the

—and ~-tem s. (T his approxin ation is consistent for
J 3 ~. The resul is the quartic potential

Vcl (j

X X 2
A%+ ~g§ A2 : 2.9)

Eqg. {_2-;1) closely resem bles the potentialofa ? theory.
For am allnegative ,them InInum is

mi=— = ; < 0: (2.10)

Eqg. {:2:131) exhibits the m ean— eld critical exponent 1=2.
Tt is easy to check that this is the absolute m inim um of
the classicalpotential.

W e note that eq. @.10) is variant under arbitrary
SO (4) rotations, re ecting the symm etry of the approxi-
m ate potentialeq. {.9). W hen higher-order corrections
are taken into account, the rotational symm etry of the
potential is reduced to the lattice hypercubic sym m etry.

Below, the phase wih a non-zero vector condensate
w illbe denoted asthe FM D phase. W e w ill speak 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 spacetin e direction of the FM D
phase is de ned by the vectorialVEV .Forgy € 0, there
are no G oldstone bosons in the FM D phase, because the
Jattice rotation group isdiscrete. T he Iim iting gy = 0 the—
ory is discussed in Sect. y:, and in particular we explain
there n what sense the FM D phase is ferrom agnetic.

D .The weak—coupling expansion

W e now want to study uctuations around the clas—
sical vacuum Uy; = I (equivalently A = 0) in the
rotationally-invariant phase, close to the FM D transition
w here the theory de ned by egs. 2-5) is expected to be
critical. The FM D transition is given by = 0 in the



classical approxin ation. A s m entioned earlier, we are
assum ing ~ 1. W e therefore focus on the HD temm
In is vector picture form . Relaxing the assum ption ofa

constant A eld,we nd
~ Y2%U) =
* |
X 2 X 2
~f A+ A? o+ @a1)
w here the dots stand for irrelevant operators. is the

backw ard lattice derivative, de ned as f,=£f, £ »
for any _ﬁ,_lrlctjon fi.

Eqg. .11) contains a longiudinal kinetic term . W e
de ne

= g 212
2 0 14 ( )
and we will assum e that ¢ isan O (1) param eter. This
m eans that the longiudinal kinetic term belongs to the
treelevel lagrangian. Rem ember that a transversal ki-
netic tem is provided by the gauge invariant plaquette
action Sg . Fially, we assum e that the treelevel vec—
tor boson m ass is zero. Under these assum ptions, the
tree-level vector propagator is

©+ o ©)
G = ; 213
®©) > 213)
w here
e = PP = ; @14)
KEe=pp=; 2 15)

andp = 2sh @ =2).

M assless w eak-coupling perturbation theory is de ned
by the vector propagator eg. @;1_3), and by a set of ver—
tices which can be read o from the lattice action using
. @:6) in the usualway.

E . The gauge- xing action

In view ofthe presence ofkinetic tem s for allpolariza—
tions, lattice perturbation theory ism anifestly renom al-
izable. A ccording to the standard lore, renomm alizabil-
iy in plies a Lorentz Invariant scaling behaviour in the
vicinity of the gaussian criticalpoint gy = 1=~ = 0. The
scaling behaviour is achieved by tuning a nite num ber
of counter-tem s, that corresoond to the relevant and the
m arginal operators.

At this stage, the m arginal gauge sym m etry breaking
term s in the tree—Jevelvectoraction (seeeq. _Q_;l_]:)) donot
have the form ofa gauge—- xing action, cf. (2 Q). Theway
to rem edy this is to add another temm to the HD action.
There are two options. The new_tem can be chosen

to cancel the quartic term in eq. @;l:'). The rem aining

marginaltem { the longiudinal kinetic tem { has the
form ofa gauge- xing action for the linear Lorentz gauge
@ A = 0. A tematively, the new HD tem can lad to a
m ixed m argihal tem proportionalto @ A)A. In this
case one recovers the non-lineargauge @ A + gA= 0.

The IInear gauge @ A = 0 ismore fam iliar, and less
com plicated to In plem ent in perturbation theory. M ore—
over, the above non-lnear gauge is consistent only for
U@) orSUN) U (1), whereas the linear gauge is con—
sistent for any gauge group. T he linear gauge has, how —
ever, one technical disadvantage. The quartic term in
. {_2_.1_]:) is the stabilizing temm of the classical poten—
tial (see eg. @;—9)) . In its absence, one has to reanalyze
the classicalpotential, and m ake sure that i is stabilized
by a higherpowertem (i practice thisisan A® tem ).
Thistask isdone in ref. [14], which is henceforth referred
to as IT.

Here we w ill consider only the non-lnear gauge. Since
the necessary m ixed term contains a derivative, one can
m odify the HD action w hile leaving the classicalpotential
Intact. This sin pli es our task, as the large—~ study of
the phase diagram in Sect. E-Z[_-C_: rem ains valid. The new

HD action is
|

n:l: 1 X VYA 2 X
shds = tr + 2B v
N 2°0)
(2.16)
X Ve ~ + V. 2
B, = X i xi ; @17
2
1
Vi, = o YUy, x+~ he.o: (2.18)

Going to the vector picture and applying the weak—
coupling expansion, we have
1 3
\ x:I=gOA —6(g0A ).+
Tt is easy to check that the desired m ixed termm is now
present in the treeJevelvectoraction. W e com m ent that,
In the H iggs picture, V  is a gauge-invariant local vector
eld, whose expectation valie serves as an order param —
eter for the FM D phase. (T he corresponding order pa—
ram eter In the vector picture is the expectation value of
\Y% -1 ) At the classical kevel, W i= gglA i, where
the latter is given by eq. @.10).

For the laplacian-squared HD action (see eg. C_Z-;"sl)),
it is evident that Uy; = I is the unique absolute m In—
Imum for all con gurations, and not only for the con—
stant ones considered in the classical potential we as—
sume 4 = I). Thisproperty, which is necessary to val-
date the weak-coupling expansion, applies to the new
HD action @;1:6) as well. The proof is given :n II.
T he sym m etric com bination used in the de nition ofB 4

(2.19)



eq. @;1:7:)),]31 hich doesnot a ect them arginalterm con-—
tained n B V , is essential for the proof.
W e de ne the lattice gauge- xng action to be

S5 (5U)

s;‘f:l:(U) (2.20)

x=1

As expected, SI{" has the classical continuum lin it
(1=2 o) @ A + ghA)?. Because of the irrelevant tem s it
contains, one cannot w rite S ;‘f:l: asthe (sum overx ofthe)
square of a local function ofthe U -s. C onsequently, the
gauge—- xed lattice action is not invariant under BR ST

transform ations.

Tt is interesting that the breaking of (gauge and) BRST
Invariance is a comm on feature of the chiral ferm ion ac—
tion and the gauge— xing action. In the case ofthe gauge-

xing action, it has to be so because of a theorem by
N euberger l13], which asserts that any lattice BRST —
nvariant (gauge- xed) partition fiinction must vanish
due to lattice artefact G rlbov copies. W e retum to the
role of lattice G rbbov copies In Sect.-'_l\-[: .

Before we Introduce ferm ions, the com plete lattice ac—

tion (in the vector picture) is therefore
Syt =S¢ + SIF+ SsSB4+ St @21)

For the non-linear gauge, the continuum Faddeev-P opov
action involvesthe operator (e suppressthe group struc—
ture constants) @2 + igA @ + gfA;@ + igAg. The last
term is absent in the case of the linear gauge. For the
discretization of @ 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 tem s, any lattice operator
w ith the correct classical continuum lim i should do. For
ghe discretization of gA @, or exampl, one can take

v where is the antisym m etric di erence op-—
erator. (Since BRST symm etry is broken anyway by the
gauge—- xIng action, we m ake no attem pt to preserve any
exact relation between the discretized versions of @2 and
A @.) W e note that the ghost elds contribute to the
e ective potentialonly through loops, and so they do not
m odify the tree-level considerations.

Sct is the countertermm action. The role of St is to
enforoe BRST invariance in the low m om entum lin it of
lattice perturbation theory [}']. The BRST symm etry
is violated in particular by m arginal) SO 4)-breaking
lattice operators. T herefore, enforcing BRST invariance
should also restore fi1ll SO (4)-invariance in the contin—
uum lin it. The countertemm action is m ore naturally
written in tetmms of A . W e de ne S as a ocal func-
tionaloftheU -sby tradingA withV ushgeg. @.19).

(The second term In the expansion ofV , which breaks
SO (4) Invariance, is needed only for the din ension-two
m ass counter-tem . In allother cases one sim ply replaces
JoA W thv )

TheBRST identitym 2 = 0,which saysthat the (renor-
m alized) vector boson m ass m ust vanish to all orders in

perturbation theory, is consistent w ith taking the contin—
uum lin it at the FM D transition. As a m ass counter-
tem one can take the —tem i eq. £3). Thismeans
that jstulgled to ¢a1:@o; o), where in perturbation the-

oy ca:= 1cn(o)g§(n Y Note that the coe cient

ofthemass term In eqg. {_2_.?19) is gﬁ T he absence of an
O (1=g7) temm in the expansion of ;. is in agreement
w ith the vanishing of the treeJevel vector boson m ass.

In this paper we have sinpli ed things by consid-
ering only the most in portant countertermm , nam ely,
the dim ension+two m ass tetm . In the case of the non—
linear gauge, the next m ost In portant gountertem is
the din ension-four SO (4)-breaking tem A'.Asor
the ]Jnear gauge, §he classical potential is stabilized by
an A°® tem , and ( A?2)? too occurs only as a counter—
term . In this case, the e ect of the din ension-four non—
derivative countertem s is discussed In II. One nds
that the conventional (hypercubic invariant) phase and
the FM D phase both extend into the higher-dim ensional
phase diagram . A lso, the FM D transition rem ains con—
tinuousw hen the dim ension-four counter-tem sare tuned
to their critical values. The crucial features leading to
these conclusions are (@) it is justi ed to expand U up
toa niteorderin A (equalto the din ension ofthe sta—
bilizing term ) when looking for the absolitem Inimum of
the potential; ) the coe cientsofthe counterterm sare
O (1), whereas the coe cient ofthe gauge- xing action is
O (1=g§ ). Since these features are true In the case of the
non-linear gauge as well, we expect a sin ilar robustness
against the inclusion of additional countertem s.

In this section we have discussed the phase diagram
only in the large—~ lin it. The phase diagram for aroi-
trary and ~ isstudied in Sect. -V A; This st:udy, aswell
as additional argum ents presented in Sect. R_/_IZ—\' further
clarify why the continuum 1 it of the gauge- xing ap—
proach should be de ned at the FM D transition.

III.CHIRAL FERM ION S

In a gauge Invariant lattice theory, them inim um ofthe
plaquette action is unigue up to a gauge transform ation,
and the transversalkinetic term is su cient to de ne a
valid weak-coupling expansion. In the absence of gauge
invariance, there exists a valid weak-coupling expans:lon
provided the gauge- xing action of Sect. :]Z[En is added
to the plaquette action. This applies also to the gauge—

xIng action presented In IT forthe lneargauge@ A = 0.
U sing either of these gauge- xing actions, there is a ot
of freedom in the choice ofthe chiral ferm jon action. W e
consider here (in the vector picture) an action which is
them ost econom ic in the num ber of ferm ionic degrees of
freedom [14]. For related work see ref. [15,16]) O ther
ferm ion actionshave certain advantages over the one pre—
sented here, and in particular they can reduce the re—
quired netuning. _

A cocording to ref. f_ll_il], one introduces a tw o-com ponent



lattice erm ion eld ,, to account for a singlke W eyl
ferm ion In the target continuum theory. The fermm ion
action is (suppressing coordinates sum m ations)

X

Se = D ©) WZ(Z +he); Bl
1
ny; U)= §(x+ A;yUx; x A;yUg; ) : 32)

Here2 ,, isthe free lattice laplacian (eq. £.4) HrU,,
I),and x y x; y; = + ywhere isthean-
tisym m etric two-by-two m atrix. W e assuimew = O (1).
The rsttem i eq. 8.J) isthe naive lattice discretiza—
tion of the continuum W eylaction. The second tem is
a MapranaW ilson MW ) tem , that breaks explicitly
gauge invariance as well as the ferm ion num ber symm e~
try. The latter is unwanted, because ferm ion num ber is
not conserved in the continuum theory.

In order to understand the properties of the lattice
ferm ion path integral, i is convenient to recast the
ferm ion action eq. @_j{) In tem s of four com ponents

eds y and y . By de nition, Py, y = and
Pr mw = T,wherePry = 1(1 5) denote chiral
ity profctors. y is not an independent eld, and is
given by

M v C: 33)

Here C is the antisym m etric fourby-four charge conji—

gation m atrix, obeying C? = 1, TC = C and
5C = C 5. In tem s ofthese four com ponent elds, the

ferm ion action takes the form

1 X h i

- D U)Pr+ D U )Pr wm

Sp = M

2

W
7™ 2 M (34)
Let us rst exam lne eg. C_S-A) In perturbation theory.
T he treelevel ferm ion propagator is the (m assless) W ik
son propagator f_l-f:] Because ofthe M a prana-lke condi-
tion eg. @;3,’), the symm etry factors in Feynm an graphs
are the sam e as forM a prana ferm ions. Now, ifwe go to
the gn allm om entum lim i, we nd that the two chiral-
ities of y oouple to the gauge eld according to com —
pkx conjigate representations of the gauge group. O ne
sees that the rok of eq. {3.3) is to consistently m ain-
tain the denti cation Py, »y $ +Pr_u S , at the
level of Feynm an diagram s. That eq. {3.4) correctly de-
scribes a single left-handed W eyl ferm ion, can be veri-
ed by calculating the non-analytic part of one-ferm ion-—
loop diagram s, that should agree wih the continuum
result In the lm it of a vanishing extermal m om entum
(the role of counter-tem s is discussed below ). A susual,
the non-analytic contrbution com es from an in nitesi-
m al neighbourhood of the origin in the Brillouin zone.
In this neighbourhood one can neglect the W ilson temm

n both num erators and denom nators. T he left-handed
and right-handed com ponents of y are no longer cou-
pld, and one can reexpress the Feynm an integrand in
termm s of the continuum propagator for a single W eyl
ferm ion. @ left-handed ferm ion loop is equalto a right-
handed ferm ion loop In the com plex conjigate represen—
tation. T he \double-counting” is com pensated by a one—
half sym m etry factor for each closed ferm ion loop, which
arises from the M a prana-like condition eg. C_E‘-; ;}) J)

W e next discuss the rigorousde nition ofthe ferm ionic
path integral. W e introduce the 2N 2N ferm ion m a—

u%xQ by w riting the action in the generic form Sy =
% .o Q v - (The charge conjugation m atrix C
is absorbed into the de nition ofQ .) It is easy to check
thatQ isantisymm epsjc. T he ferm ion path Integraltakes

the Hlow ing orm  {L74]
0

1
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There is no Integration over the (dependent) variables

u . According to eq. 38), the frm onic path inte-
gralis a Pfa an. In general, pfQ =2) is complkx, as
expected from the euclidean path integral for a singlke
W eyl ferm ion.

A s a further check that our fem ion path integral
describes a W eyl ferm ion, we can consider a \two—
generation" m odel, where each com plex representation
occurs tw ice In the ferm ion spectrum . U sing the iden-
tity pf Q=2) = det Q ), that holds Br a general anti-
symm eric m atrix, this tw o-generation m odel can be de-

ned by an action sim ilar to eq. (3.4), where we now
drop an overall onehalf factor, substitute y ! D s

M ! p rand regard p and p as independentD irac—
like variables. T he counting of degrees of freedom is now
straightforward. Since the two chiralities of p belong
to com plex conjugate representations, this action actu-
ally describbes two left-handed W eyl ferm jons in the sam e
com plex representation.)

Until now we have in plicitly discussed the ferm ions
In the background of a xed extemal gauge eld. The
main result of the previous section is that, with the
gauge— xing action, perturbation theory is valid fora dy—
nam icalgauge eld aswell. T herefore, w ith appropriate
countertem s, the continuum elds describing the scal-
ing behaviour are in one-to-one correspondence with the
m asskss poks of the various tree—kvel propagators. Ifwe
choose an anom aly—free ferm ion spectrum , the scaling re—
gion should be govemed by a continuum chiralgauge the—
ory, In the relevant gauge. W e note that ifone choosesan
anom albus ferm ion spectrum , the scaling region w ill still
be govemed by a renom alizable lagrangian, but BRST
Invariance and, hence, uniariy w illbe violated.



F inally, let us discuss the ferm ion m ass countertem s.
A swih ordinary W ilson fermm ions, a m ass counter-tem
moy M M IiSnhecessary to mantain the m asslkessess of
each chiral ferm ion. @A di erent fem jon action that
does not require m ass countertem s w ill be discussed
elsew here i_B_é].) The renom alized M a prana-lke m ass
is proportional to @ g m.), where m . is m inus) the

uctuations-nducedm ass. If (n ¢ m.) is sm allbut non—
zero, BRST invariance w ill be explicitly broken in the
scaling region. The scaling behaviour is then govemed
by a renom alizable continuum theory which isnot gauge
Invariant (hence also non-uniary). By tuningm ¢ tom .,
assum Ing all other counter-tem s already have their crit—
ical values, we recover BRST invariance sin ultaneously
w ith the m asslessness of the chiral ferm ions. (T he situa—
tion on the lattice is sim ilar to w hat one would encounter
In the continuum , ifa gauge non-invariant reqularization
is employed for a chiral gauge theory. As on the lat-
tice, M a prana-lke m ass counterterm sm ay be needed,
alongside w ith other gauge non-invariant countertem s,
to cancel the breaking of gauge invariance induced by
the regularization, and to ensure that the renom alized
am plitudes are gauge invariant.)

An In portant question in the literature on lattice chi-
ralgauge theories, ishow to correctly reproduce ferm ion
num ber violation In the continuum lim it. D i erent so—
utions have been proposed to the problem [1§{21]. W e
hope that the present approach can shed new light on it.

For de niteness, we adopt the strategy of ref. I:_L-4_:]
Namely, we dem and that the lattice ferm ion action
should have no symm etry which isnot present in the tar-
get continuum theory. N ow , while the action eq. [3.1) is
not invariant under globalU (1) transform ationsw ith an
arbitrary phase, it is still nvariant under the residualdis—
crete symm etry ! P . This symm etry in —
pliesa (mod 2) conservation law foreach ferm ion species,
which still causesa problem . C onsider for de nienessan
SU (5) GUT, with one generation that containsa 5 and
a 10. In an instanton background, the num bers of zero
m odes for these representations are respectively one and
three. This is In con ict wih the above (m od 2) con—
servation laws. Thus, on top ofthe MW tem s present
in eq. 3.1) oreach representation, one has to introduce
an additionalgaugenoninvariantM W tem that couples
the 5 and the 10. @As a result, a M a prana-lke m ass
counterterm that m ixes the 5 and the 10 will be nec—
essary too.) W ith thisnew MW tem , the rem aining
discrete symm etry leads only to (m od 2) conservation of
the total ferm ion num ber for each generation.

IvV.WHY GAUGE FIXING

W e now retum to the lattice e ective action, and con-
sider som e of its properties n m ore detail. W e keep the
discussion at an Inform al level. O ur approach has been
presented In detail in the previous sections, and the ain

here is to clarify the nature of the problm s that it is
m eant to solve.

In this section we assum e that the lJattice chiralferm ion
action Sy is bilinear in the ferm ion elds, and that it
depends in addition only on the Iink variablesUy; . (This
corresponds to the vector picture.) It is also assum ed
that Sp is m idly) local. The lattice spacing a will be
shown explicitly in this section.

The di culties encountered in the construction of lat—
tice chiralgauge theories can be addressed at a m ore rig—
orous level [5,.'_7.]. T his com plem entary discussion, which
focuses on the robustness of the N ielsen-N nom iya theo—
rem , is given in Sect. y-_i

A .Rough lattice gauge transform ations
and the need for gauge xing

T he lattice e ective action isde ned by integrating out
the ferm fons
Z

Se U)= Iog D D e 4.1)

C learly, thewelkde ned ob gct isexp ( S ), ratherthan
Se itself. Forourpurpose twillbe su cient to consider
the perturative e ective action, and so we w ill ignore the
problem s associated w ith the globalde nition of S

The varation of S¢ , In response to an in nitesim al
lattice gauge transform ation at the point %y, has the ol
low ing general form

X X

@O "+ a" Ca

n 1 i
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x0Se

The sign indicates that the rh s. is com puted pertur-
batively. Note that the gauge eld is extemal, and so
the gauge- eld action is not needed at this stage. O {*"
and O ;‘"i are local lattice operators that depend on A ,
cf. eq. {_é_.a). The dim ension of O is 4+ n, and the i~
sum m ation is over linearly independent operators of this
din ension. O {°" is som e discretized version ofthe consis-
tent anom aly. W e assum e that alloperators ofdin ension
less than or equal to four, other than 0 J°", have been
cancelled by countertem s. If, m oreover, we choose a
set of com plex representations that satis esthe anom aly
cancellation condition, then ¢ = 0. .

The In nite sum on the rhs. of eq. ¢2) accounts
for lattice artifact violations of gauge invariance. The
precise form of these violations is m odel dependent, but
their existence is generic. A s can be easily seen by go—
Ing to m om entum space, which is the usual setting or a
perturbative com putation, this sum represents a double
expansion In PpaA Jand pp I

Let us rst consider a sm ooth gauge eld A ° which is
characterized by som e physical scale pnys @ *, and
the corresponding con guration of link variablesU?, de-

ned via eq. (2.6). Since the din ensionfiil quantities A



and p are O ( pnys), both of the above expansion pa—
ram eters are am all. Eq. ¢ J4) is the gradient of S, w ith
respect to a m otion Inside the lattice gauge orbit. T here-
fore, Se  is (@pproxin ately) constant on the orbit in the
vicinity U2, . The constancy of S.  extends to that por-
tion ofthe orbit w hich is reachable from US; by a sm ooth
gauge transform ation.

The problem is that, on the lattice, sm ooth gauge
transform ations represent a tiny part of the local gauge

group . LetUX(?) = gXUS; 9§+ ~ be a generic con guration

in the orbit ofUY, , and ket A 9 be related to UL via
. @-_a) . Since the operators that occur on the rhs. of
eq. Cfl 2) are not gauge-invariant, they are sensitive to the
valie of gy for x In the vicihity ofxy. Now, the gy,—s on
di erent sites a uncorrelated. A s a resul, the expansion
param eters oahA (g)jand B A @ (g)jare O @Q) Pra
generic lattice gauge transform ation. W e conclide that
Se fails to be (@pproxin ately) constant on m ost of the
lattice gauge orbit. This is true for any orbit, ncluding
orbits that have a an ooth representative.

B . P roliferation of lattice G ribov copies

The aboveproblem stem s from the roughness ofgeneric
lattice gauge transform ations. Follow ing ref. il_:] wem ake
no attem pt to reduce the violations of gauge invariance
at the level of the e ective action. Instead, our ain is to
suppress the Bolzm ann weight of rough gauge eld con—

gurations (relative to an ooth con gurationsthatbelong
to the sam e orbi) consistently w ith the gauge invariance
of the physicalH ibert space, nam ely, via gauge xing.

In lattice Q CD ,gauge xIng isam atter ofchoice, shoe
it hasno e ect on the gauge-invariant observables. Here,
the ferm ion action is not gauge nvariant. A s a resul,
the gauge— xing m ethod is an integral part of the de ni-
tion of the theory. D i erent gauge- xing m ethods m ay
In generalgive rise to di erent phase diagram s w ith dif-
ferent critical points. T here is no guarantee that every
gauge- xIngm ethod w i1l lead to a non-trivial continuum
lim it, let alone to a chiralgauge theory.

Still, In orderto m ake progress, one hasto choose som e
gauge- xIngm ethod. V ink @2: proposed to use the apla—
cian gauge, where a m axin ally-am ooth representative is
chosen on each gauge orbi by globalm Inin ization. T he
laplacian gauge is highly non—local, and this creates dif-

culties both In the analytic and in the num erical study
of thism ethod.

As discussed In detail in Sect. I}, we buid a bcal
gauge- xIng lattice action, that (@) has the unigue ab-
solute m nimum U,; = I, and () reduces to a covari-
ant gauge- xing action in the classical continuum I it.
O ur gauge- xing actions (egs. (16-18) for the non-linear
gauge, see II for the linear gauge) are clkarly not the
m ost naive discretizations of the corresponding contin—
uum actions. Focusing for sin plicity on the linear gauge

@ A = 0, ktusexam newhat goesw rong w ith a naively—
discretized gauge— xing action. W e thus consider the fol-
low ing action

naive 1 X 2
Sge° = tr  Gg; 43)

gf 2 Ogé . b3

X 1 X
Gx = Vy; = — Uy; he.: @4
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N ote that g, Vy; reducesin the classicalcontin—

uum limitto @ A, as it should.

W hat is common to our gauge- xing action (s) and
to the naive gauge- xing action eq. ('ﬁl;S,"), is that they
contain a longiudinal kinetic term . T he trouble with
S;‘Ei"e is that it supports a dense set of G rbov copies
for the dentity eld Uy; = I. Each of these G rbov
copies is a classical vacuum of Sg + S;‘fai"e The su-
perposition of contributions com ing from all these clas-
sical vacua, which cannot be calculated perturbatively,
m ay ultin ately render the ferm ion spectrum vector-like.
Even w thout ferm ions, stability ofthe classicalpotential
is Jost, and it is unclear whether the FM M D transi-
tion (associated w ith a divergent vector- eld correlation
length) can bem aintained in the weak-coupling lim &. (If
the gauge- xing action in eq. @ .21.) isreplaced by S ”al"e,
the resulting classical potential is identically zero. Ifwe

assume = O (1=g§), which inplies the presence of a
t:cee—]evelrll ass tem , one hasV;j®*¥®= F (@A ) (com-—
pare eq. €.])). Theminimum of V;j*¥® isA = 0 for

> 0,andA = =g Pr < 0.

W e now dem onstrate the existence of a dense set of
lattice G rbbov copies for the dentity eld. Consider rst
the U (1) case. The condition Gy = 0 is satis ed if the
in aginary part of U,; is zero everywhere. The latter
is true if we consider only lattice gauge transform ations
where g, = 1. In other words, in spie of the presence
ofthe gauge— xng action S (‘;fai"e, the G rbov copies of the
dentity eld stillexhibit a localZ, symmetry. (Thisis
also true for the norg- slinear gauge, if one replaces Gy In
eq. {43) by GL¥ = ( Vy; +V7Z)) An \elmen-
tary" G rbov copy is created ifwe choose gy = 1 for
X = xg, and gy = 1 elsewhere. This clearly show s that
the G rlbbov copies are local lattice artefacts.

T he above exam ple generalizes to non-abelian groups.
In the case of SU 2N ) and SO (2N ) groups, sin ply re—
plce 1by I. M oreover, for any SU N) group, one
can choose an SU (2) subgroup (which for simplicity we
assum e to lie at the top left comer) and repeat the above
construction with g, = diag( 1; 1;1;1;::9). The dis—
crete Iocal symm etry of the G ribov copies is therefore
larger than Z, in the generalcase. For a m ore detailed
discussion of lattice G rbov copies see ref. @3]

A num ber of ram arkable sim ilarities draw us to say
that the proliferation of G ribov copies is the spin-1
counterpart of the form ion doubling problem . In both
cases, one deals w ith the discretization of a rstorder



di erential operator: in the spin— case, this is the D irac
(or W eyl) equation; in the spin-1 case, this is a covari-
ant gauge condition (see Sect. :J_IE_:) . In both cases the
problem arises when a non-com pact continuum variable
is replaced w ith a com pact lattice variable: ferm ion dou—
bling arises because, unlke in the continuum , the lattice
mom entum is periodic; in the spin-1 case, also the non-
com pact continuum gauge eld is replaced w ith com pact
group variables. In both cases, there are theorem s that
establish an im passe under certain m ild-looking condi-
tions: the K arsten-Sm i B] and N ielsen-N inom Iya Ef]the—
oram s w hich predict fem ion doubling, and N euberger’s
theorem E@] w hich assertsthat any BR ST —invariant par-
tition function must vanish identically. Finally, in both
cases the solution is to reduce the symm etry of the lat-
tice theory, by adding irrekvant temm s to the naively—
discretized action. In the case of W ilson femm ions, this
is the role of the W ilson term . A s for our gauge— xing
action (s), one can show (see IT) that it is equal to the
square of a discretized gauge condition, plus irrelevant
tem s. T hus, agaln, the irrelevant term s reduce the sym —
m etry, this tin e by breaking explicitly BRST invariance.

C . O ther approaches

A di erent approach to the dynam ical problem s cre—
ated by rough lattice gauge transfom ations is to adopt a
m ore sophisticated de nition forthee ective action. T he
prom nent representatives of this approach are the inter—
polation m ethod I_Z-Z_i ,2-5] and the overlhp form aliam l_2-§]

In the Interpolation m ethod, one constructs a contin—
uum interpolating eld A"t = APt (UL, ), v 2 RY,
for each con guration of the lattice gauge eld. The de-
term inant ofthe W eyl operator, @+ ig®"*t), isthen
de ned using a separate requlator. A ssociated w ith the
ferm jon regularization isa new cuto param eter, denoted
generically ¢, which must be sent to In nity before the
lattice spacing a is sent to zero. A concrete m ethod 125]
is to discretize the W eylaction on a ner lattice wih a
lattice spacing ar a, using eg. the Em jon action of
ref, [14 eq. 63.11)) In thiscase ¢= a; L)

Consistent regularizations of the W eyl detem inant
break gauge invariance for nite valies of the cuto ,
even w hen the ferm ion spectrum is anom aly—free. T here—
fore, gauge-noninvariant countertem s are needed in the
Interpolation m ethod too. (It has been proposed that
gauge-noninvariant countertem sm ay be avoided, if the
real part of the e ective action is regulated separately
from the in agmary part t27 In spite of attem pts in this
direction l25], it rem ains unclear w hether this procedure
can be in plem ented beyond perturbation theory w ithout
violating locality, and, eventually, unitarity.)

Forgiven Uy, -5, the Interpolating eld assigns a bcal
winding num ber to each hypercube (in the non-abelian
case), or to each plaquette (In the abelian case). In the
non-abelian case, this is the w inding num ber of the con—

tinuum gauge transfom ation de ned on the faces of the
hypercube, that brings the interpolating eld to a pre—
scribed axial gauge; In the abelian case, the continuum
gauge transform ation is de ned on the perin eter of each
plaquette. Now, a fundam ental requirem ent is that the
ferm ion determ inant should be gauge invariant in the
Imi ¢! 1 .Gauge Invariance can be established only
A" (y) is globally bounded £4,25]. G auge-invariance
is therefore recovered In the Imit ¢! 1 only on that
portion of the lattice gauge orbi, where all the local
w Inding numbers are zero [_7.]. The solution is to ap—
ply a gauge transfom ation that sets all local w inding
num bers to zero kefore com puting the fermm ion detem i-
nant (for sim plicity we consider a trivial global topol-
ogy) . W e note that the an oothing gauge transform ation
isnon-local, and so a carefiil study ofpotential problem s
associated w ith the in nitevolum e lin i is required.

In the overlp approach, whilk the real part of the
e ective action is gauge invariant by construction, the
In aghary part is not. Agaih, we expect that gauge-
noninvariant counter-termm s w ill be needed, starting at
som e nite loop order. Potentially severe problem sw ith
the overlap approach were pointed out in ref. Pg]. Ac-
cording to our jldgem ent, subsequent works (including
in parthu]ar ref. [29]) fail to address the issues raised in
ref. f28 N um ericalevidence for the lack of gauge invari-
ance (In the non-abelian case) has been found in ref. [_3-(_5]
(see g. 1l therein).

V.THE REDUCED MODEL

R etuming to our approach, we consider In this section
the lim i of a vanishing gauge coupling. Since 1=g§ is
the coe cient of the plaquette action, the gy = 0 lim it
constrains the lattice gauge eld to the trivialorbit.

The theory de ned by gp = 0 lim it is called the r=
duced m odel. If we use the vector picture, the reduced
m odelis obtained by substituting Uy, ! ¥ o g0 the
lattice action. 6 l'}g lattice gauge e]d m easure dU,;
is replaced by . A tematively, starting from the
H iggs plcture that aJJ:eady Involresboth Uy, and j (see
Sect.\ITBI), one cbtains the reduced m odelby sin ply set—
tihg Uy, = I.)

In the weak gaugecoupling lim i, the transversal
m odes are perturbative at the lattice scale. M any in por-
tant features, Including the ferm ion spectrum , are deter—
m ined by the dynam ics of the longitudinalm odes. The
utility of the reduced m odel is that i allow s us to study
the Iongiudinal dynam ics in isolation, w thout m aking
any a-priori assum ption. The reduced m odel accounts
for dynam ical situations ranging from a divergent longi-
tudinal correlation length, as In our approach, down to
a very short correlation length. In this section we study
a prototype reduced m odel. T he entire dynam ical range
is realized in di erent regions of its phase diagram . In
Sect.V Jwe discussthe e ects ofthe ongiudinaldynam —



ics on the ferm ion spectrum ,
then in our approach.

rst in general tem s and

A .The phase diagram

In this subsection (and the next one) we discuss the
reduced m odel related to the lattice action of Sect.\IIBi,
or , 2 U(l). Since eq. R3) is written I the Higgs
picture, the reduced m odel is obtained by setting Uy,
1. This leads to the action

X

Sq Y2 4~ Y22 (5.1)
Our rst task is to derive the m ean- eld phase diagram
In the (~; )-plane. Thisphase diagram is in fact generic,
and pertains also to the m ore relevant theoriesde ned in
Sect.\IIE and i II.

Let us rst consider the ordinary VEV, v, as an order
param eter (or the staggered VEV wvay ). An additional

order param eterw illbe introduced shortly. By de nition

v=nh ,i; 52)
Vam = hx xi; (5—3)
P
where , = ( 1) . For ~ = 0, we recover the fa-

m iliar non-lnear sigma model. On the -axis there is
a symmetric PM ) phase for j j< ., a ferrom agnetic
FM ) phase or > , and an antiferrom agnetic AM )
phase or < c. The eld rede nition !
maps to , thus m plying a symm etry ofthe -axis.

W e now extend the discussion to the full (~; )-plne.
M ean- eld approxin ation in d-dim ensions yields the fol-
low Ing equation for the FM PM line

X X

+ @d+ 1)~= ; FM PM : (5 4)
The equation forthe AM PM line is
+ (6d 1)~ = ci AM -PM : 5.5)

The FM PM and AM -PM transitions are continuous.
The symm etry ofthe -axisextendsto ~ € 0. Underthe
eld rede nition » ! 4 x,thepoint (~; ) ism apped
In four dim ensions to (~; 32~).
the linear equation
+ 16~= 0; (5.6)
de nes a symm etry line of the phase diagram . The FM —
PM and AM -PM lhesmeet In the second quadrant, at
the poilnt ( 7°;167°) on the symm etry lne. It can be
shown that, beyond this point, the symm etry line is a
rsl:—order transition line separating the FM and AM
phases BL]
In condensed m atter physics, it iswelkknow n that spin
m odels with com peting interactions tend to develop a
ground state that breaks translation and rotation invari-
ance. Ifa an all antiferrom agnetic interaction is added to

This in plies that

10

a dom inant ferrom agnetic one, the soin ordentation ofthe
ground state w ill rotate slow Iy w ith a wave vectorg € 0
(see ref. Bd] for a recent review).

In the reduced m odel de ned by eq. (.1, com peting
Interactions occur when and ~ have opposite signs. In
orderto look fora sim ilar phenom enon, we introduce the
m ean— eld ansatz

h ,i= ve™ G.7)
WeassumeO g < 2 .A non—zeroq signalsthe spon-
taneous breaking of translation and rotation invariance.
M ore precisely, translation Invariance is broken in the
direction de ned by g , but it rem ains unbroken in the
transversaldirections. In condensed m atter, phases w ith
anon-zeroq areknown ashelicoidatferrom agnetic ones.
Here, the helicoidalferrom agnetic phase of the reduced
modelisthegy = 0 boundary ofthe FM D phase of the
full theory (see Sect. :]ICI and the name FM D will be
used both in the full theory and In the reduced m odel.

A sinple mean—- eld m ethod is based on a factorized
probability m easure (see eg. ref. Eé]) . Forthe FM PM
transition, one can use the follow Ing factorized probabil-
ity m easure

1+ 2vcos(y) .

> (5.8)

PO(X)

In order to accomm odate a non—zero g , we generalize
this to

1+ 2vcos( «
2

P (x) qx):

(5.9)

X

Onehashli, = land e'* = ve¥ (n agreem ent
with eq. 6.1)). Because of its factorized nature, the g —
dependence ofP ( ) a ectsonly the J'nternalene@y, but
not the entropy. Introducing the notation S ;e

we nd

V)8 + T2~)+ ~F2@) ;

(5.10)

i = @ F@)+

where the function F is de ned in eq. @8‘) W hike the
choice of the factorized probability m easures egs. {5 E}
and C5 9]_) is somewhat arbirary, the ntemal en-—
ergy @;_d) is a universal feature of any m ean— eld ap—
proxin ation forsy .

Ifwe consider a point In the phase diagram wellto the
right ofthe FM -PM line, the value ofv is nite In lattice
unis. M aking the selfconsistent assum ption that g is
an all, the location ofthe FM +M D transition can be de—
termm ined by m inin izing the Intemalenergy w ith respect
to g . Ream arkably, the g -dependent part ofthe intemal
energy coincides w ith the classical potential @-j:), fwe
m ake the identi cation ggA $ g . Consequently, there
is com plete agreem ent betw een the m ean— eld properties
oftheFM FM D transition in the reduced m odel, and the
classical properties of the FM D transition in the gy € 0



theory. The mean—- eld location of the FM FM D tran-
sition is 0. For > 0 one is In the FM phass,
whereas for < 0 one is in the FM D_phase. Close to
the FM FMD line, g isgiven by eq. €.10) where gA
is replaced by g (after this replacem ent gy drops out,
and one has ¢ = =2~ for a smallnegative ). The
FM -FM D line ends when it hits the FM PM lne. The
m ultticritical point where the PM ,FM and FM D phases
meet is known as a Lifshiz point [_3-4] Tts m ean— eld
value is (?C;O) . (Lifshiz points exhibit rich critical be-
haviour. This was discussed recently in a eld theoretic
context by J.K uti 85].)

The rem aining features of the m ean— eld phase dia—

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

x ! x xmapsqg tog + This in plies the ex—
istence of a second FM D region (and another Lifshitz
point) below the symm 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 rstm ni-
m izing the (Intemal) energy w ith respect to g , and then
the (free) energy wih respect to v. The PM phase oc—
cupies a bounded region in the phase diagram . The two
FM D regions above and below the sym m etry line belong
to a sihgle FM D phase. The PM ¥M D lne lies on an
ellipse, w th the FM PM and AM -PM lnestangent to it
at the two Lifshitz points. A m ore detailed m ean- eld
calculation w ill be presented elsewhere 1.

The m ean- eld ansatz (5.7) i plies the sin ultaneous
breaking of the intermal U (1) symm etry, as well as of
rotation and translation invariance. W e believe that one
cannot break translation invariance w thout at the same
tin e breaking an intemal symm etry. H owever, one can
conceive of a phase (denoted PM D ) where only rotation
symm etry is broken, while the intemal symm etries as
well as translations are unbroken. T he order param eter
foraPM D phase ofthe reduced m odel is the expectation
valie of the com posite vector eld (com pare eq. 2.18))

1
2i

k
X;

Yy
b q

he. :

x+ (611)
At them om ent, how ever, we have no evidence foraPM D
phase.

T he phases of the reduced m odel are depicted n TA -
BLE I. The order parameter vy is de ned as vy

ce X Note that in the special case g
©;0;0;0) @ = (5 7 7 ))& concideswith v (am ).
In this paper we usually do not distinguish between v
and vy , sihce the correct m eaning can be understood
from the context. H owever, this distinction is in portant
In num erical simulation. The value of g , to be used In
the m easurem ent of vy , can be determm ined for exam ple
by measuring ¥ 4+~ and extracting itsphase.

The relation between the (~; )-phase diagram of the
reduced m odel and the (~; ;g)Phase diagram of the
full theory is the follow ing. In the U (1) case, the sym —
metric PM ) phase is the boundary ofa Coulomb phase,
and the broken M orAM ) phase is the boundary ofa
H iggs phase. In the non-abelian case, the PM ,FM and
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AM phases correspond to the boundary ofa single H iggs—
con nem ent phase. Fnally, the helicoidalferrom agnetic
(M D) phase of the reduced m odel is the boundary of
the FM D phase of the full theory.

In thegy ! 0 lim it ofthe full theory, we nd (approx-—
In ately) m assless gauge bosons close to the FM FM D
line, aswellasclose to thePM FM line, and in the entire
PM phase. An Interesting observation is that, even w ith—
out ferm ions, if we want to study a Lorentz gauge— xed
YangM ills theory on the lattice, then the appropriate
critical line is the FM FM D line. The reason is that, in
order to keep the longitudinal kinetic tetm in the tree—
levelaction, ~ must scale lke 1= (see Sect. :_fp . In the
large—~ 1m i, a PM phase does not exist, and criticality
can only be achieved by approaching the FM -FM D line.

B . The weak-coupling expansion
in the reduced m odel

In view of the properties of the weak-coupling ex—
pansion in the full theory (Sect. :_ip, and In particular
. (:g;l_j), one expects that 1=~ will play the rok of a
coupling constant In the reduced m odel. W e will now
dem onstrate thisexplicitly. W e do not carry out here any
detailed calculationsthat require the fiill lattice Feynm an
rules. Therefore, we work in the continuum approxin a—
tion, ie. we extract from the lattice action the m arginal
and relevant tem s, that controlthe criticalbehaviour in
the vicinity of the gaussian critical point 1=~ = 0.

T he weak-coupling expansion is facilitated by expand—
Ing around a broken symm etry vacuum . W e rst intro—
duce the Goldstone boson GB) ed , via , = et *.
(T his classical expansion is consistent w ith the m ean—
ed angtz (.]), becausev ! 1or~ ! 1 ) Rescaling

! (1= 2~) we nd,in the contihuum approxin ation,
the follow ing GB lagrangian
2 1
Leg =7 dx @ F+-@ € +—-@ @ 7

(5.12)

Eg. {5;1:2) isvalid on the FM side of the transition Ine.
OntheFM D side, one rst looks forthe classical vacuum
by assum lng = gx andm inin izihg forg . The result
is the sam e as in the mean— eld approxim ation. The
w eak-coupling expaf;s'ﬁn on theFM D side isthen de ned
va ! gx + (1= 2~)

W e w il consider here only the FM side. Taking the
Fourier transform of the bilinear part of the lagrangian,
we nd the Pllow ing GB propagator
©?)2 + m g o?;

G, o) = (513)

wherem 3 =~. Analytical continuation to M inkow ski
space show s the existence of a positive-residue pol at
pi = 0,and a negative-residue (ghost) pokatpy = m3.
T hese polesm erge Into a quartic singularity in the lin it



m$ ! 0. The continuum ln it of the reduced model
is therefore not uniary. (In Sect. i/_IlB} we discuss the
Interaction of the GB eld wih ferm ions. The crucial
requirem ent is that the non-unitary GB sector, which
acoounts for the tw o unphysicalpolarizations ofthe gauge
bosons, w illdecouple from the ferm ions in the continuum

Iim i. This decoupling is discussed in detail in ref. 36].)

Because of the quartic kinetic tetm in the GB la—
grangian, the canonicaldim ension ofthe GB eld (x) is
zero. The GB lagrangian is invariant underthe shift sym —
metry (x)! (x)+ const, which forbids the appearance
of non-derivative temm s under renom alization. In addi-
tion, the GB lagrangian is invariant under the discrete
symmetry (x) !
renom alizable lagrangian allow ed by these sym m etries.

W hatm arks the Feynm an rules ofthe GB lagrangian,
is that one derivative acts on every line attached to a
vertex. The derivatives acting on the two ends of each
intemal line e ectively cancel one factor of 1=p? in the
propagator. T he result is that the UV power counting of
the GB m odelis the sam e as .n an ordinary  ? theory.
Tfwe ignore the vector index carried by the partialderiva—
tives, one can m atch each term in the GB lagrangian w ith
a corresponding term i the  * lagrangian according to
therulke @ !

In the % theory, at the one loop levelonly the m ass
term is renomm alized, but not the kinetic term . By anal-
ogy, in the GB lagrangian only @ F,butnot  F,is
renom alized at the one-loop level. T he lnduced one-loop
@ P-tem has a positive sign. This in plies

1

ct+ O ~ (5.14)

ci: (~) =
(N ote that the coe cient of @ } in eq. 612) is =~.)
T he din ension of the positive constant ¢ is two. Its nu—
m erical valie, which is O (1=a®), has to be determ ined
by a lattice calculation. Finally, as in the ¢ theory,
the one-Jdoop beta-fiinction is detemm ined by the vertex
renom alization, and is found to be positive. E xplicitly

5
16 2

1

2

~"h

i (5.15)

L.
@

where isthe UV cuto
a lattice calculation).

(the Inverse lattice spacing in

C . Infra-R ed divergences of the critical theory

If wetune to ca (~), the quadratic kinetic term In
. {_5;1_3) vanishes, and the renom alized G B propagator
reads

G, ) =12 ) (5.16)
where Z accounts for the wave-fuction renomm alization.
T his quartic propagator leads to IR divergences in four
din ensions, likem asslessbosonsw ith an ordinary kinetic

term do In two din ensions.

). EqQ.l (542) is the m ost general
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The IR divergences ofm assless G oldstone bosons lead
to the restoration of continuous symm etries in two di-
m ensions ﬁ_32:] Only symm etric cbservables, which are
Invariant under all the continuous sym m etries, can have
a non—zero value. T here are theorem s Eé{:fl-(_)'] that guar-
antee the IR — niteness of the sym m etric cbservables.

H ere the quartic propagator {5:1:6) does not character—
ize a whole phase, but only the FM M D line itself. The
order param eter vy (or v) dips close to the FM FM D
Iine, and vanishes on that line In several (m ay be in all)
Interesting cases [3]1,,36:] T he theorem s on the nieness
of sym m etric observables, in particular ref. E40], gener—
alize to our dim ensions. A lso, as In two din ensions,
the predictions of the weak-oo_up]jng expansion are often
valid, if interpreted carefully [41]. T hisw illbe in portant
in Sect.V IB.

D . R ealistic reduced m odels

T he key features of the sin pli ed reduced m odel stud—
ied in this section extend to the realistic reduced m od-
els, de ned from the (gauge- xing and ghost) action of
Sect. :]IEI for the non-linear gauge, or the action of IT for
the linear gauge. T his Includes the qualitative structure
ofthe phase diagram and in particularthe M and FM D
phases, the gaussian criticalpoint at ~= 1 , and the IR
divergences on the FM M D Iine.

Particularly interesting are the critical FM FM D the—
ordes in the reduced m odels that correspond to the linear
gauge @ A = 0. In the abelian case, the lneargauge re—
duced m odel leads to a free theory w ith a 1= (©?)? propa—
gator. T he properties ofthis critical theory are analogous
to the soin-wave phase of a tw o-din ensional abelian the-
ory. This willbe discussed in detail elsewhere [31,36].
T he critical theory for a non-abelian gauge group was in-—
vestigated by H ata @Zj] n the continuum approxin ation.
Hism aln resul is that, lke non-abelian sigm a m odels in
tw o dim ensions, these fourdin ensional non-linear m od—
els are asym ptotically-free. Tt w illbe interesting to inves—
tigate the signi cance ofthis result for the construction of
gauge— xed non-abelian lattice theories via our approach.

VI.FERM IONS IN THE REDUCED M ODEL

In a m anifestly gauge nvariant theory like QCD, the
ferm on spectrum can be read o from the lattice ac—
tion by going to the free eld lin i gp 0. Here, the
ferm ion action is not gauge nvariant (in the vector pic—
ture), and the lin i gy = 0 gives rise to an interact—
Ing theory, nam ely, to the reduced m odel. W e identify
the elem entary ferm ions of a general Jattice gauge theory
w ith the Independent ferm ionic m asskss poks of the as—
sociated reduced m odel. (If the ferm ion action is gauge
nvariant, any y-dependence of its reduced-m odel form
can be elin inated by a eld rede nition.) It is jasti ed to



determm ine the m atter spectrum by setting g, = 0, since,
In a scaling region, the transversaldegrees of freedom are
perturbative at the lattice scale.

A .The robustness of the N o-G o theorem s

Let the gauge eld belong to a Lie group G . By con—
struction, the associated reduced m odel has a globalG —
sym m etry, denoted G, that actson ; by leff multipli-
cation. (The reduced m odel is obtained from the vector
picture via Uyx; ! ¥ xi+,and the product Y 44~ is
Invariant under left m ultiplication. N otice also that the
gauge-invariant H iggs picture can be obtained by gaug—
Ing the G symm etry of the reduced model.) Now, we
dem and the existence of m assless vector bosons in the
scaling region, which can be identi ed wih the gauge
bosons of the target continuum theory. These vector
bosons couple to the N oether current associated w ith the
G symm etry. T hus, assigning the form Jons to represen—
tations 0of G ; detemm Ines w hether the continuum lim it is
chiral or vector-like.

In previous chiral ferm on proposals, i was usually
attem pted to take the continuum lim it in a symm etric
phase, where the G symm etry is not broken sponta-—
neously. (P hysical gauge invariance is restored dynam —
ically in a symm etric phase, when we consider the full
go & 0 theory. This means that there are no light un—
physical states, w hose decoupling in the continuum lim it
requires netuning. Since the VEV ofthe , eld is
zero, the physics in a sym m etric phase ism ore easily ac—
counted for in the gauge-invariant H iggs picture.) In a
sym m etric phase, the uctuationsofthe , eld areusu—
ally not controlled by any sm allparam eter. A s a resul,
non-perturbative m ethods had to be invoked in order to
determm ine the ferm ion spectrum . W here available, it was
always found that the true ferm ion spectrum is vector—
ke (see ref. [1,9,43] or details).

W e have discussed this phenom enon in ref. E;j.], and
argued that it has a sin ple physical explanation. Here
we can only outline the key considerations leading to this
conclusion, and w e refer the reader to ref. E_i;j] forthe de—
tails. O ne startsw ith the observation that, n a symm et—
ric phase of the reduced m odel, there are generically no
m assless scalars. Therefore, the only m assless particles
(if any) are form jons. (It could be t_éfg;] that no m assless
ferm jons are present unlss a mass temrm if netuned.
Sihce we are In symm etric phase, a m assless ferm ion
obtained by netuning is necessarily a D irac ferm ion.)
Now, in four dim ensions, there are no renom alizable in—
teractions Involving only ferm ion elds. T he continuum
lim i de ned by a generic point inside a sym m etric phase
is therefore a theory of free m assless ferm ons (if it is
not empty). One can then construct an e ective lat-
tice ham itonian for the fem ions, that satis es all the
assum ptions of the N ielsen-N inom iya theorem . (T he ef-
fective ham ilttonian is de ned as the pp = 0 lim i of the
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Inverse ofa suitable two-point function.) W e referhere in
particular to the analytic structure near the zeros of the
e ective ham iltonian, and to the existence of a sm ooth
Interpolation throughout the rest of the B rillouin zone.
T his leads to the conclusion that the ferm ion spectrum is
vectorlike in a sym m etric phase, provided the underly—
ing theory is local. (In the case ofa non-localtheory one
expects violations of unitarity and/or Lorentz invariance,
see ref. tj] for references to the original literature.)

This in passe extends, by continuiy, to the ferm ion
spectrum on any phase transition line that separates a
symm etric phase from a broken phase. In particular,
even though the gauge boson m ass vanishes on the PM —
FM line, we do not expect to nd a chiral gauge theory
by taking the continuum lin it at the PM -FM Iline. The
ferm ion spectrum w ill be vector-like if the PM FM line
is approached from the PM phase. If we approach the
PM FM line from the FM phase, we can only obtain a
m irror ferm ion m odel Elé_l'], but we cannot decouple the
unw anted m irror ferm ions.

B .Evading the N oG o theorem s

Let usnow investigate what changes when the contin—
uum lim it istaken attheFM FM D line. W ew illconsider
the sin plest case, namely a U (1) gauge group w ith the
gauge- xIng action pertaining to the linear gauge, cf. IT.
A sm entioned in Sect.-'y-_]-D_:, the properties of the critical
FM -FM D theory are analogous to the spin-w ave phase of
a two-din ensional abelian theory.

W e go from (the vector picture of) the full theory to
the reduced m odelaccording to therule Uy; ! I 441+,
The ferm Jon action eg. @:]:) becom es Wwe use the two—
com ponent notation)

X

w
s = (Y () 5 2 +he 61)

0
F
T he ferm Jon variables in eq. C_éj,') are neutralw ith respect
to G1 . If, instead, we use the charged variables

the fermm ion action reads
X

[e} 14

S

(¥ )2 (Y o)+ he.

0 J—
F c
4

62)

A ccording to the rules of the w eak-coupling expansion
(see Sect. :ﬂ_I_B_:), the treeJevel ferm don action is cbtained

by substituting the classical vacuum x = 1. Usig
eq. (64) orde niteness, we get

0 X w

Sg = c ¢ 4 <2 cthe.; 623)

In the lim it w = 0, only the kinetic term c c
is keft. Thus, the w 0 action exhibits the infam ous
doubling, with sixteen W eyl ferm ions altogether. (Each



ferm jon is associated w ith a point in the B rillouin zone,
whose lJattice m om entum com ponents are equalto either
Oor . Sincewe takew O @), theMW tem elm i-
nates the doublers, and the pol in the tree-level ferm ion
propagator describes a sihgle W eyl eld (see Sect. ﬁ_j_i) .

Had we started from the ferm ion action written in
term s of the neutral variables (eq. C_éj,')), the substitu-—
tion x = 1 would lad to a treedevel action identical
to eqg. C_6-§), but with the neutral eld replacing the
charged eld ..Now,desp In the FM phase thism akes
no di erence, because the G, symm etry is broken any—
way by the VEV,which isO (1) In lattice units. How —
ever, the G symm etry is restored right on the FM -FM D
Ine [_371::_§§] It is therefore a m eaningfil (and in portant)
question to ask what are the G quantum num bers of
the m assless ferm ions.

The fact that one cannot sin ply read o the quan-—
tum num bers of one-ferm ion states from the treelevel
action, is a consequence of the IR -divergent nature of
the GB propagator, 1=(?)?. The way to proceed is
to exam Ine a fam ily of ferm jonic two-point fiinctions

n (™ )( YY) . Assum ing all m ass param eters
have been tuned to their critical values, , will in gen—
eral contain tem s proportionalto () ! log® ©?) frany
k. The presence of logarithm ic term s (which typically
Jead to power law corrections when summ ed over all or-
ders) m eans thgt I:he operator " does not create a one—
partick state {41,43]. O nly when there are no logarithm ic
corrections do we have a sin ple m asskss pole, and the
quantum num bers of the interm ediate one—ferm ion state
m ust coincide w ith the quantum num bers of the Interpo—
lating ferm ion  eld.

The ferm ion spectrum in the reduced model can
be studied in detail using the weak-coupling expan-—
sion. W hile the actual calculations require a substan—
tial am ount of work, the conclusions are robust, as they
really depend on universal properties of the low energy
e ective (continuum ) lagrangian.A one-loop calculation,
w hich is also supported by num erical sin ulations, w illbe
presented elsew here [_§§‘] Herewew ill list the key results,
as they apply to the M W ferm ion action.

Logarithm ic term s are absent only for n =
namely in the two-ponnt finction h . .i. Con-
sequently, the m assless ferm ion has the quantum
num bersofthe . eld. The latterischarged, which
m eans that the . W eylfem ion will couple to the
transversal gauge eld, when the latter is tumed
on.

1,

As can be expected on general grounds (see

Sect. g];b, divergent M a prana-lke m ass tem s are
Induced at the one-loop level. These m ust be can-—
celled by suiable counterterm s, to m aintain the
m asslessness of each chiral ferm ion.

W hen the M aprana-lke m ass countertem s are

tuned to their critical values, the unphysical GB
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eld decoupks from the —ferm ions. The contin—
uum lin it is a direct product of (in general) several
free theordes, one associated w ith the unphysical
GB eld, and one associated w ith every species of
chiral .-fem ions.

T his establishes an agreem ent betw een the predictions of
the weak-coupling expansion in the fulltheory and in the
reduced m odel, thus supporting the consistency of our
approach. T he properties of the reduced m odel are true
for an arbitrary fermm ion spectrum , and this is consistent
w ith the vanishing of the anom aly in the absence of a
transversalgauge eld.

In com parison w ith previous chiral ferm ion proposals
(see Sect.:y-_fii:) we note two key di erences that allow us
to escape from a sin ilar im passe. F irst, one m ay worry
that the need to tune m ass countertem s m ay indicate
that we got the wrong spectrum (e.g. D irac instead of
W eyl ferm ions). Now, when the M aprana-lke) m ass
counter-tem s are not tuned to their critical values, the
ferm jons rem ain coupled to the IR-sihqular GB  eld In
the low -energy lin it. D ue to potential IR divergences, it
isnot at allclear that (m assive) one—ferm ion states could
be consistently de ned in this case, nor that such states
would have welkde ned G ; quantum numbers. The o —
critical theory rem ains to be investigated in the future.
However, In view ofthe above IR subtleties, the general
conclusion is that by considering the role of fermm ion m ass
perturbations, one does not end up wih an argum ent
against the existence of a chiral spectrum at the critical
point. (See also the discussion of ferm ion m ass counter—
tem s in Sect. )

T he other key di erence is that the continuum lim i is
now taken at the phase transition separating two broken
phases of the reduced model. O the FM -FM D lne (on
both sides) the G; symm etry is broken spontaneously,
and all asym ptotic states do not have welkde ned G —
quantum numbers. On the FM -FM D line iself, the G
symm etry is restored, and the question arises whether
we do not run into the same old con ict wih the No-
G o theorem s. The answer is contained in the analytic
structure discussed above. Thanks to the presence of
the highly IR-shqgular GB eld, a zero in the nnverse
propagator does not necessarily in ply the existence ofa
one—ferm ion state w ith the sam e quantum numbers. As
an illustration, consider the four-com ponent uni-charge

eld ., whose lft-handed com ponent is Py . cr
and whose right-handed com ponent isPgr .= 2 .. If
w e consider the inverse tw o-point fiinction of ., wemay
erroneously conclude that it interpolatesam asslessD irac
ferm jon. In reality, only the keft-handed channel of this
Inverse propagator has a sin ple zero P, In plying the
existence of a unit-charge kft-handed ferm ion. In the
right-handed channel, one nds a plog @?) correction in
the one-loop approxin ation, which im plies the absence
of a right-handed ferm ion w ith the sam e charge.



VII.OPEN QUESTIONS

In Sect. :J-I_:E_:, the criterion for xing the countertem s
was to enforce BRST invariance (and, hence, unitarity)
order by order. T his perturbative prescription is incom —
plkte. U lim ately, the countertem s should be deter-
m Ined by a non-perturbative m ethod. To rigorously de—

ne the continuum lim it, one has to specify a tra fctory
In the H iggs (or H iggscon nem ent) phase, that ends at
the gaussian pomt go = 1=~ = 0 on the FM D bound-
ary. (See Sect. 'V A- for the phase diagram .) In addition,
one has to construct a BRST operator, and prove is
nilpotency in the continuum lim it. Enforcing BRST in—
variance should also lead to the restoration of fi1ill SO 4)
Invariance, because the m arginal SO (4)-breaking opera—
tors violate the BRST symm etry too.

W e comm ent that sim ilar problem s are encountered
in lattice QCD with W ilson fem ions, where the axial-

avour symm etries are broken on the lattice, In anal-
ogy wih the BRST symmetry in our gauge- xing ap—
proach. W hen using W ilson ferm ions, tuning is required
not only at the level of the lattice action, but also in
the construction of renom alized operatorsw ith wellde—

ned axial avour transform ation properties fﬂ5u] This
is analogous to the problem of de ning BR ST ~invariant
operators In our gauge- xing approach. (In QCD, the

ne-tuning. prob]em can be solved using dom ain-wall
ferm ions (46{.48] W hether a sin ilar solution exists for
the tuning problem in the gauge- xing approach, is an
Interesting question.)

O urgauge- xIng form ulation can be tested by applying
it to asym ptotically—free gauge theoriesw hich are not chi-
ral. In particular, in the absence of ferm ions, one should
study w hether the con ning behaviour and the m ass gap
of YangM ills theories are reproduced. O ne possbility is
that the FM D transition becom es weakly rst-order due
to non-perturbative e ects. This scenario is favourable,
at least from the point ofview ofnum erical sin ulations.
A nother possibility is that the correlation length of the
vector eld strictly diverges at the FM D transition, al-
ready for gp & 0. In this case, a consistent continuum
lim it m ay exist provided all the m assless excitations are
unphysical.

VIII.CONCLUSION S

In a regulrized chiral gauge theory, the longiudi-
nal m odes of the gauge eld coupl to the fem ions.
Before the regqularization is rem oved, there are viola—
tions of gauge invariance even if the ferm ion spectrum
is anom aly-free. W hen we use the lattice reqularization,
the longiudinal m odes should decouple in the contin—
uum lim i, but it m ay be too much to expect for exact
decoupling when the lattice spacing is still nite.

T he gauge- xing approach ain s to decouple the lon—
gitudinal m odes In the continuum Im i. In this paper

we have discussed how the gauge- xing approach m ay
be realized, thus m aking the rst step of a system atic
nvestigation ofthe gauge xing approach. W e have con—
structed a lattice gauge- xing action that has a unique
classical vacuum . The gauge- xing action contains a
Iongiudinal kinetic term , and leads to a renom alizable
w eak-coupling expansion, w hich isvalid even ifthe Jattice
ferm jon action is not gauge invariant. W e have argued
that the continuum elds, needed to describe the scal-
ing behaviour, are in one-to-one correspondence w ith the
poles of the treedevel lattice propagators. This should
accom m odate any consistent theory, including anom aly—
free chiral gauge theordes.
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FIG.1l. M ean- eld phase diagram . See TABLE I for the
de nition of the various phases.

TABLE I. Phases ofthe reduced m odel. T he entries indi-
cate which order param eters are non-zero in each phase.

| phase | v Va M Vi v K |
PM no no no no |
FM yes no yes no |
AM no yes yes no |
FMD no no yes yes|
PMD (?) no no no yes|
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