
ar
X

iv
:h

ep
-l

at
/9

91
20

20
v1

  1
4 

D
ec

 1
99

9

R U H N -99-7

Sum m ary Talk at C hiral’99�

H.Neuberger

Departm entofPhysicsand Astronom y

RutgersUniversity

Piscataway,NJ 08855,USA.

April15,2024

A briefsum m ary oftalksrelating to m asslesslattice ferm ionsispresented.

Thissum m aryisnotareview and readingitcertainly isnosubstitutetoreading

the variousoriginalcontributions.

PACS.11.15.Ha,12.38.Gc-

I. Introduction

By a rough countthiswasthe third in the Chrial’XX seriesofconferencesstarted

in Rom e in 1992.Iguessthata sum m ary oughtto �rstreorderpointsm ade by various

speakersby topicsand then try to abstractgenerally accepted conclusions and identify

issueson which agreem entislacking. Asfarasthe �rststep,the data wassubjected to

severecuts:therewereseveralvery interesting talksoutsidethenarrow topicofm assless

ferm ionson thelatticewhich Ishallnotm ention.From thetalksthatdoconcern m assless

latticeferm ionsIshallpick onlywhatIthinkIunderstood;thisisam ajorcut.Iapologize

in advanceforom issionsand m isunderstandings.

Thecoarsestclassi�cation ofthetopicsisinto two classes:

� Chiralgaugetheories.

� Vector-liketheorieswith globalchiralsym m etries.

� Talk atChiral’99,Sept13-18,1999,Taipei,Taiwan.
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II. C hiralgauge theories

Let’swalkthrough alistofissuesofprincipleon which Ishallpresentastatusreport

and,attim es,and m y personalopinion in a di�erentfont.

� There existsno com plete construction ofasym ptotically free chiralgauge theories

wherethesym m etry thatisgauged isperturbatively non-anom alous.

� Thereisadisparity in beliefson whetherwehavepassed thepointof\physicalplau-

sibility". By thisIm ean that,asphysicists,we have established so m any features

thattherem ainderoftheproblem can be\shipped over" to m athem aticalphysics,

where in due tim e (hopefully < 1 ) allhairy technicalities willbe nailed down.

But,weno longerhaveseriousdoubtsabouttheoutcom e.M ostofuswould agree,

forexam ple,thatthe RG fram ework isfarbeyond physicalplausibility. Neverthe-

lessthere isno m athem aticalproofbeyond perturbation theory thatthere always

exists a hierarchy of�xed points ordered by degrees ofstability with appropriate

connecting ows,etc.

M y opinion is:

� The olderapproaches[1,2]stillare below the pointof\physicalplausibility". On

the other hand,the new approach is past the point of\physicalplausibility". I

think m any ofusheredisagreeon thisassessm ent.

� Thereexitsonly onenew approach [3].Itisobvious,even ifnotrepresented atthis

conference,thattherearesom eworkersworldwidethatwould disagreewith this.

� Ithink thatm ostcriticism softhenew approach,e.g.[4],arerooted in thedi� culty

to m akethenew approach look com pletely conventional.

II-1. U nconventionalfeatures ofthe new approach

Thenew approach isunconventionalin thatthechiralferm ion determ inantis(atthe

�rststep atleast)notgaugeinvariant,buttheferm ion propagatorisgaugecovariant.This

im pliesthatthe ferm ion determ inantand the ferm ion propagatorare notrelated in the

conventionalm anner.In thecontinuum thisissuealso existsalthough itishidden behind

the overallform alcharacter ofthe path integralform ulation. Fujikawa,in his work on

anom aliesassociated thisfeaturewith theferm ion integration m easure ratherthan with

the determ inant butthisseparation isarti�cialbecause we see only the productofthe

\m easure" and the ferm ion determ inant,at least to any order in perturbation theory.
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NeverthelessFujikawa’sview consistsofa deep insight,notasm uch in the term inology,

butbecause ittells us precisely what Ijust m entioned above: the ferm ion propagators

arewellbehaved undergaugetransform ations,only theferm ion determ inantisnotso (in

the anom alouscase). In diagram sthism eansthatanom aliesonly com e from triangular

ferm ion loop insertions,and when phrased in this way it sounds less surprising. But,

on the lattice there isno such thing asan integration m easure forferm ions: There are

no in�nities and Grassm ann integration has nothing to do with m easures. So,on the

latticeonem ustdo som ething som ewhatunconventionalto gettheferm ion determ inant

break gauge invariance while the ferm ion propagatordoesnot. In the continuum ,when

anom aliescancel,we can getrid ofthe gauge violation in the ferm ion determ inantand

we m ightexpecta totally conventionalform ulation to hold.There are som e conjectures

how to ultim ately achievethison thelattice,butnobody hasdoneityet.Ithink thatto

actually achieve thisin fulldetailwillend up having been unnecessary.

� Thenew approach requiresusto choosebasesin subspacesofa �nite(ifthelattice

is�nite)dim ensionalvectorspace. Thischoice dependson the gauge background.

Thede�nition ofthespacesisgaugecovariantbutthechoiceofbasesisnot.

In m y opinion

� the am biguity in phase choice thatresultsfrom the above isbestinterpreted asa

descendant from an am biguity in an underlying path integralofconventionalap-

pearancebutoveran in� nitenum berofferm ion lattice� elds.Thereisnodoubtthat

thisisa possible interpretationy,because the new construction hasbeen obtained

from a system containing an in� nitenum berofferm ionsand integrating allbutthe

lightestout.The e� ective theory governing thelightestferm ion can beform ulated

directly and then the in� nite num berofferm ionspicture isno longernecessary in

the fram ework ofEuclidean � eld theory.But,ifonewishesto give som eargum ent

forwhy the theory should be unitary aftertaking the continuum lim itand subse-

quently analytically continuing to realtim e,the single known way to dateisto go

back to the in� nite num berofferm ion language,where one hasa fam iliarform of

latticeunitarity,atleastata form allevel.

� Itisatthestageofm aking thephasechoicethattheobstructive roleofanom alies

shows up. It is also at this stage that possibly new obstructions could com e in,

\non-perturbativeanom alies" [7].

y Could the HeatK ernelapproach of[5]provideanotherinterpretation ?
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Ibelieve that

� no such problem swilloccurin m any \good" theories,butIwon’texcludecaseswe

would deem good today,but� nd outthatthey arebad tom orrow.Som ecom plica-

tionsin � nitevolum ein two dim ensionsm ightcontain a hintin thisdirection.

Itisim portantto em phasize thatthe ferm ionsenterthe action bilinearly. The bi-

linearity has signi�cant consequences and the entire new approach is dependent on it.

Bilinearity m eans that allone needs to know about the ferm ions is their propagator,

the ferm ion determ inant and the possible ’t Hooft vertices,allfunctions ofthe gauge

background.In trivialtopology,thereareno ’tHooftverticesto worry about,and bilin-

earity givesa sim pleprescription fortheresultoftheintegraloverferm ionsforany setof

ferm ionicobservables.ThisisthecontentofW ick’stheorem .Theextension tonontrivial

topology with the help ofinserting ’tHooftverticesrequiressom e extra functions(zero

m odes). Ifwe have the propagators,the zero m odes (when present) and the ferm ionic

determ inant we know allthere isto know and whether we also em ploy and action and

Grassm ann integration is a m anner ofnotation but not substance. W hat is unconven-

tionalfora latticetheory isthattheferm ion propagatordoesnotfully de�netheferm ion

determ inant.Justlikein Euclidean continuum ,itdoesde�netheabsolutevalueofthede-

term inant.Thephaseofthedeterm inanthoweverneedstobedeterm ined separately.The

m ain conceptualobstacle overcom e by the overlap construction wasconcretely realizing

thisapparently paradoxicalsituation.

II-2. Phase choice and �ne tuning

� W hatism issing atthe m om entin the asym ptotically freecontextisa fullnatural

choice ofthe phase ofthe chiraldeterm inant m aking it explicit that ifanom alies

cancelgaugeinvariancecan beexactly preserved but,ifthey arenot,such a choice

cannotbem adeby locally changing som eoperators.

But,wehavesom epartialresults:

� Ifanom alies do notcancelone can show thata good de�nition ofphase,atleast

within onefram ework,isim possible.

� In thecaseofU(1),ifanom aliesdocancel,atleastin aratherform alin�nitelattice

setting,onecan �nd a good de�nition ofthephaseofthechiraldeterm inant.

Ibelieve that

� the problem of� nding a good phase isalm ostentirely a technicalproblem .Ialso

believe thatitisa hard technicalproblem ,atleastat� nitevolum e.
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Letusnow turn to theissue of�netuning which generated m uch discussion.First

ofalleven theconceptof�netuning isn’tperfectly wellde�ned.I’lladoptthefollowing

de�nition:Finetuningistheneed tochoosesom efunctionsof�eld variableswhich,when

viewed as a series in elem entary functions of�elds,contain num ericalcoe�cients that

havetobeofsom eexactvalue,with nodeviationsadm itted.Thenum ericalvaluesofthe

coe�cientsarenotdirectly determ ined by a sym m etry principle.

� The solution to the technicalproblem ofphase choice,according to allconjectures

and resultsto date,requires�netuning som ewhere.

Ibelieve that

� ifa solution to the technicalproblem exists,thatsolution de� nesa neighborhood,

a region in coupling space,so thatforany pointin itthe correctcontinuum lim it

willem ergeaftergaugeaveraging.So,you only need to bein a good neighborhood,

notexactly atitscenter.This,in m y de� nition elim inates� ne tuning,butwe had

som edisagreem entsboth on whetherthiscan work and on whetherifitdoeswork

itreally isnatural. The basic way thisispictured to work isthatin the anom aly

free case onecan do a strong coupling type ofexpansion in the deviation from the

idealpoint in the center ofthe neighborhood. One cannotsee this work in weak

coupling perturbation theory.

� Currently thereisan e�orttode�nethephaseofthechiraldeterm inantin aperfect

way.Kikuakwa’swork on the�-invariant[6],L�uscher’sattem ptsin thenon-abelian

case,includingtheirrespectiveconjecturesareallpartofthise�ort.Theconjectures

Ipresented in m y talk arean earlier,som ewhatdi�erentattem ptin thesam edirec-

tion.In m y attem ptItried to restrictall�netuning to gaugecovariantoperators,

whilein thenewerway one�netunesatthenon-gaugecovariantlevel.

In practiceIthinkoneshallneed torelyon theexistenceofthe\goodneighborhood"

and try to guess a phase choice residing in it. There is num ericalevidence that the

Brillouin-W ignerphaseconvention (m aybem oreappropriately term ed thePancharatnam

convention),atleastin two dim ensions,providesa realisticpossibility.

II-3. Future

� A successfulconclusion ofany approach to �nd a perfectphase choice would con-

stitutea signi�cantresultin m athem aticalphysics.

Som epersonalopinions:
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� Iam notconvinced thatwe need m any people working on this. W e should allbe

happy ifthisissue istaken outofthe way by som ebody. The likelihood thatnew

physicswould em ergefrom a fullsolution ofthisproblem isnothigh.

� Technically,thingsm ightsim plify ifonestartsby considering m oreclosely am ath-

em aticalconstruction directly atin� nitelatticevolum e.

III.Vector-like gauge theories w ith m assless ferm ions

In thisarea there wasa substantialam ountofprogressrecently and contributions

have been both originaland com ing from m any people.The activity hereisclosely con-

nected to num ericalQCD and thereforeofpotentialim portanceto particlephenom enol-

ogy.

� Ithink in thisarea thereareeasieropen problem s.On theotherhand thereareno

fundam entalopen issueseven atthe levelofm athem aticalphysics(like the phase

choicein thechiralcase).W ecan havecon� dencein thebasicprem isethatweknow

now how to form ulateQCD with exactly m asslessquarkson thelattice.

III-1. N um ericalQ C D

W e have heard abouttwo basic im plem entationsofthe new way to m ake ferm ions

m assless.

� Dom ain W allFerm ions,(DW F),the m ore traditionalapproach,were reviewed by

Christ[8].

� Overlap ferm ions,a bitnewer,werediscussed by Edwards,Liu and M cNeile[9,10,

11].

W hataretheadvantagesofthesenew m ethods,when com paredtoem ployingW ilson

ferm ions,say ?

� Sm allquarkm assesareattainablewithoutexceptionalpenaltiesand withouthaving

togotostaggered ferm ionswith theassociated avoridenti�cation di�culties.But,

thepriceisstillhigh.Actually,with DW F weonlysaw som ethinglike m �

m �
� :5while

wereally would like m �

m �
� :25.To goso low a prohibitively largenum berofslicesin

theextra dim ension seem sto berequired [8].On theotherhand weheard a report

ofattaining m �

m �
� :2 with overlap ferm ions[10].
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� M y guessisthattheoverlap wenttolowerm assesbecauseofthesocalled projection

technique which allows a num erically accurate representation ofthe sign function

down to very sm allargum ents. Thiscould be done also with DW F,butwould be

costly,becausethetransferm atrix ism orecom plicated than theHerm itian W ilson

Diracoperator.Itwould beillum inating ifDW F peoplewereto testtheprojection

m ethod in theirfram ework,only topotentially identify thebadnessoftheirim plicit

approxim ation tothesign function attheorigin asapossiblesourceoftheproblem s

they encounterwhen trying to go to lowerquark m asses.

� Related tom ycom m entabove,wehaveseen also�rststepsin thedesign ofan HM C

dynam icalsim ulations m ethod for overlap ferm ions incorporating the projection

technique [9].

� One has very clean lattice versions oftopologicale�ects and the related U(1)A
problem .Both DW F and overlap work givevery niceresults.Forexam ple,wesaw

thatindeed U(1)A isnotrestored atT > Tc [8],thatRandom M atrix m odelswork

asexpected also atnon-zero topology [9]and thatthe condensate �  behaves as

expected [8,9,10].

� It is potentially very advantageous to have a form ulation where operator m ixing

is restricted just like in the continuum . This can provide substantialnum erical

progress on m atrix elem ents. There are good previous results on the Kaon B-

param eterand surprising new resultson �
0

�
[8].

� A naturalquestion isthen whatcan bedonewith theoverlap in thiscontext.There

isabigfactordi� erenceinthem achinesizesthatareapplied toDW F versusoverlap,

so wem ay haveto waitforquitea while.

� A cloud on the horizon has been discussed extensively [9]. It has to do with the

fact that the density ofeigenvalues ofthe herm itian W ilson Dirac operator H W

atzero seem snotto vanish on the lattice atany coupling. Thism ightindicate a

seriousproblem since thede�nition oftheoverlap Diracoperatorinvolvesthe sign

function ofH W . The problem also directly a�ects DW F,m aking absurdly large

num bers ofslices necessary. The overlap perm itsa sim pler�x. But,the problem

isn’t serious so long one works at�xed physicalvolum e. In thatcase,taking the

scalinglaw shown by Edwards,[9],weim m ediately seethat,in principle,goingwith

thelattice� toin�nity at�xed physicalvolum ewillelim inatethelow lyingstatesof

H 2

W
.How to avoid theproblem atlow valuesof�,say 5:85;6:0;6:2,isan open and

practically im portantquestion.Severaloptionswere discussed,including changing
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the pure gauge action and changing the form ofH W . In thiscontextthere m ight

besom erelevancein thenew exactboundson thespectrum ofH 2

W
which werenot

yetcom plete atthe tim e ofthe conference. These boundswere derived using also

eigenvalue ow equations. Such equations were em phasized by Kerler in his talk

[12].

� The m ain advantage ofDW F overoverlap ferm ionsisthe lowercostin dynam ical

sim ulations. Itseem spossible to com bine the good featuresofDW F with those of

overlap ferm ions using various tricks m entioned by Edwards [9]. There are m any

possibilitiesand weshould beim aginative.

III-2. N on-Q C D

� Kaplan discussed DW form ulationsofSUSY theorieswith no m atter. In the con-

tinuum ,with N = 1 supersym m etry,the m asslessness ofthe gaugino isknown to

im ply supersym m etry attherenorm alized level.

� Going to higher N supersym m etries em ploying dim ensionalreduction m ight not

work [13].

� The ferm ion pfa�an related to the lattice gluinos was shown to be non-negative,

thuselim inating a potentialthorny num ericalproblem [13].

� Lowerdim ensionaltheoriesm ightprovide interesting playgrounds[13,14].In par-

ticularsom esim ple3dim ensionalgaugetheorieswith m asslessferm ionsm ighthave

interesting sym m etry breaking patterns.

III-3. G insparg-W ilson R elation,Index

� TheGinsparg W ilson relation isan algebraicrequirem entbestthoughtofin term s

ofKato’spair[3].W ehad som e discussion abouttheGW -overlap equivalence and

theroleoftheoperatorR in theGW relation,see[15].

� The following form ula forthe index isrem iniscent ofthe continuum treatm ent of

Fujikawa.

Index = Tr[sf(h2)] (1)

where,

h =
1

2
[5 + sign(H W )]; s=

1

2
[5 � sign(H W )]; h � 5D o; (2)
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and f(0)= 1. There m ightbe som e connection between thisand Fujikawa’stalk

here[16],which centered on theoperators(theform ula s= 5 � h = 5(1� D o)is

slightly di�erentbecauseofdi�erentconventionsinvolving factorsoftwo).

� W e saw an analyticalcalculation showing that the lattice reproduces the correct

anom alieseven in backgroundswhich arenon-trivialtopologically [17].Previously,

thishasbeen checked only num erically and in two dim ensions.

III-4. Future

Thereclearly ism oreto do and wehave som egood prospectsforprogress.On the

num ericalfrontfurtherinvestigationsofwaysto im plem entthe overlap Dirac operator,

orofsom eequivalentobject,arecalled for.W hileDW F areeasy to visualize,and indeed

produce,in the lim it ofan in�nite num ber ofslices,the sign function oflogTW where

TW isa transferm atrix and logTW isthe sam e asH W up to lattice corrections,Isee a

dangerin the concentration oflarge am ounts ofcom puterpoweron thisone version of

thenew way to putferm ionson thelattice.Oncetoo m any cyclesareinvested in DW F,

better ways willgetsuppressed fora long tim e and,ifany ofthe hints we are already

seeing develop into seriousobstacles,therewillbeno developed alternatives.Thiswould

causedelaysin translatingthebeautifultheoreticalprogresswearewitnessing intobetter

practicalnum ber acquisition. In short, I urge DW F im plem enters to be m ore broad

m inded;controlovera largem achinecom eswith a largeresponsibility.

IV .C onclusions

Itisrarethatasub�eld oftheoreticalphysicssolvesoneofitslongstandingproblem s

in a directand \honest" way,ratherthan rede�ning it.Such a rareeventhastaken place

in thecontextoflatticeferm ions.Thesolution m ay haveim plicationsforphysicsbeyond

the SM ,because itisa way to fully regulate a chiralgauge theory,outside perturbation

theory. This lattice theoreticaldevelopm ent holds prom ise also forSM phenom enology

becauseitcould changesubstantially them ethodsofnum ericalQCD.

Atthe m om ent there are som e tensions in the �eld surrounding issues ofpriority

and im plem entation.Theseproblem swould getsolved ifwehad:

� M oreim agination.

� M oreyoung people.

� M orecom puting power.
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