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A bstract

It is shown that the eld strength form ulated YangM ills theory yields the
sam e sam iclassics as the standard form ulation in temm s of the gauge poten—
tial. This concems the classical nstanton solutions as well as the quantum

uctuations around the instanton.
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1. Introduction

YangM ills (YM ) theores can be reform ulated entirely in tem s of eld strength
thereby elin inating the gauge potential {I,, 2, 3]. The eld strength formulation
allow s for a non-perturbative treatm ent of the glion self-nteraction and o ers a
sin ple description of the non-perturbative vacuum w here the gauge bosons are pre—
sum able condensed. In the so called FSA an e ective action for the eld strength
is cbtained which contains a term of order h w ith an explicit energy scale. Hence
In the FSA the anom alous breaking of scale invariance is describbed already at tree
level B]. At this levelthe YM vacuum is determ ined by hom ogeneous eld con gu-—
rations wih constant HF # F 2 i6 0 and Instantons do no longer exist as stationary
points of the e ective action. This is already dictated by the fact that the e ective
action contains an energy scale. T his energy scale cannot tolrate instantons which
have a free scale (size) param eter.

In this paper we show that if the FSA is consistently formulated In powers of
h one recovers the sam e sam iclassics as In the standard formulation of YM theory
In tem s of the gauge potential. A 11 nstantons which extrem ize the standard YM
action are also stationary points of the action to O ) of the FSA . Furthem ore
the lrading h corrections originating from the Integral over quantum uctuations
around the Instanton are also the sam e in both approaches. A lfhough one m ight
have expected this result on general grounds it is com pletely non-trivial how this
resul em erges in the eld strength form ulation. Furthem ore the equivalence proof
w ill also shed som e new light on the FSA .

2. Sem iclassical approxim ation to the YangM ills theory
W e start from the generating finctional of Euclidean YM theory
z z
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isthe classicalYM action. Furthem ore (2 @)) isthe gauge xing constraint and
DetM : denotes the Faddeev-P opov determm inant.

Tt iswellknown that all nite action selffdualorantiselfdual eld con gurations
extrem ize the YM action [5] ie. solve the classical YM equation ofm otion
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T hese classical solutions are referred to as instantons. Expanding the uctuating
gauge eld around the classical instanton solution A St up to second order in the
quantum uctuations and performm ing the Integral n sam iclassical approxin ation
one nds

Z[=0]= Q0 Deth,l &i;x,)) F2e Sru B, @)

w here
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and the prin e indicates that the zero m odes of D, ;; have to be excluded from the
determ inant. T his can be done in the standard fashion and yields the factorQ in ).
Furthem ore even when the zero m odes are excluded the determ inant is still shqular
and needs reqularization. A sw illbecom e clear later, for our purpose a regularization
schem e that only depends on eigenvalues is convenient, eg. Schw inger’s proper tin e
regularization or -function regularization. T he second varation ofthe YM action
reads
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where
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denotes the eld strength in the ad pint representation and
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w ith
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being the covariant derivative. T he finctionaldeterm nant DetD ,,; i an instanton
background has been explicitly evaluated by t’Hooft [g].

3. Field strength form ulated YangM ills theory
Non-Abelian YM theory can be equivalently form ulated in temm sof eld strength

f,2,3]. Inserting the dentity
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into (1) we cbtain
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If there were no gauge xing the integral over the gauge eld would be G aussian.
At rst sight it seem s that w ith the presence of the gauge xing constraint the A -
Integration can no longer be perfom ed explicitly. However, one can transfer the
gauge xing from the gauge potentialA to the eld strengths. Forthispumposwe
insert the follow ing dentity nto [12)
z
1=DetM 4( ) d() GC )N ; (13)

where d( ) is the invariant m easure of the functional integration over the group
space, denotes the gauge transformed of , and DetM 4( ) does not depend
on . The key observation now is that the action S[ ;A]in {2) is only nvariant
under sin ulaneous gauge transform ations of A and . Therefore a change of
the Integration variable ! Inplies also a change in the gauge potential
A ! A" )to Jave theexponent in {12) invariant. B ecause of the gauge nvariance

of the m easure and the determ nants one then cbtains
Z Z
Z= d() D DA (@ ) @( )DeM (DetM , e 5L 21 (@4

Now the integration over the gauge group can be perfomm ed again yielding
z z
Z = D DA @( ))DetM sexp S[ ;Al+ d'xja : (15)

Fixing the gauge in temm s of eld strengths leaves a residual nvariance w ith re—
soect to transfom ations, which lave the eld strengths Invariant. In the case of
YM theories these transform ations belong to the discrete nvarant subgroup of the
gauge group. Therefore (In contrast to the Abelian case) this residual nvariance is
ham Jess.

Once the eld strength isgauge xed there isno nvariance keft n the poten—
Eja]s (up to the irelevant residual nvariance m entioned above) and the integration

/\ab

D A beoom es unconstraint. For non-singular it yields
Z ,
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is an induced gauge potential. For sihgular ~ , integration over the gauge potential
A® (x) yields an expression sin iflarto {I§), where them atrix ” is, however, replaced
by its proction onto the non-sihgular subspace. But in addition constraints for the
—integration resul. T hese constraints indicate that singular eld con gurations *
are statistically suppressed. Shoe ¢ behaves under gauge transform ations as the
eld strength F ¢ @) the nduced potential J% transform s precissly like the original

gauge eld A?®. In practice, gauge xing ofthe  can be done by using the fam iliar
gauges for the induced gauge potential J* (18).

The presence of the external source 3* in the exponent of (14) ensures that
G reen’s fnctions of the original gauge potential A% are still accessible in the eld
strength form ulation.

Finally In the eld strength form ulation a current current interaction is induced
which dom inates the ferm jon dynam ics at Iow energies {1, 8,9, 10].

4. Instantons in the el strength form ulation

W e are interested In a sam iclassical analysis ofthe eld strength formulated YM
theory. For sin plicity we discard the extemal gluon source (3 = 0). The extrem a
ofthe action Sgs[ 1= Srps[ ;Jj= 0]occur or

g * = iF? @): (19)

Tt was observed by Halpem [Ii] that the e ective action of the eld is extrem ized
by the standard Polyakov t'Hooft instantons. This fact is, however, not only true
forthe standard SU ) instanton but holds for any classical solution extrem izing the
Yang ills action ). For a proofwe rew rite the classical YM equation of m otion
@) wih the de nition (18) as

J°(F @) = A% &) 20)

where we have for sim plicity assum ed that Fe°@) is not singular. Now Jet A st
denote an instanton solution to @€0). Shee J2( = F=g)= JF) i olows from
€0) that the equation of m otion of the eld strength formulation (19) is solved
Indeed for .

a  _ é‘Fa (Ajnst) . (21)
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Furthem ore, it ollow s then that also the classical action of the instanton in the
eld strength form ulation is the sam e as in the standard approach

— i‘ inst _ instq .
Sps[ = gF A7)l = Sym R 22)

The equivalence between both approaches holds, however, not only at the classi-
cal level but also the quantum uctuations give identical contributions as we will
explicitly prove in the follow ing for the leading order in h corrections.

In the el strength form ulation quantum uctuationsaround a background eld
were considered .n #]. In the sem iclassical approxin ation the background el is
chosen as the instanton £1). If we expand the tensor eld 2 in tem s of the
t’H ooft symbols §] * , -

: izt ozt = f£7; g @3)

the generating flinctional {(1§) becom es then

A Inst inst]

7 [j: 0] = Ors (Detg ) 1=2 (DetODFé[ j.nst]) l=Ze Srs (24)
where we have used £2) and [3]
’Srs B ]
Desl 1% = — j inse @5)
Fsl THRRT T1)  B6) O

isthe second variation ofthe eld strength action taken at abackground eld st=
iF @™%)=g. The prime indicates again that zero m odes are excluded. Their
contribution is included in the factor Qrs . For spacetin e dependent dependent

background elds ¢ = iF? (x)=gone nds
1 . ab _ ab . ab .
DFSF](XZLIXZ)J‘_]' = 2 ij (ix2) + Kj_j F &%) (26)
KFPF]l = D*&)z" € 7027 &ix,) 27)

where D # denotes here the covariant derivative @) wih respect to the induced
gauge potentialJ®( = iF)= J°F)

D¥x) = @ ¥ JPx): 28)

For a constant background eld the above expressions forthe uctuations reduce to
the expressions given in 3]. Com parison of ) and @4) shows if both approaches
give the sam e sam iclassical resut we should have the relation

0 Pet’PD, L Bislijx:)) 7 = CQps DetFuaDetD, L Fuwld 75  (9)



where C is an imrelevant (out non-vanishing ) constant, which does not depend on
the instanton solution. W e willnow explicitly prove this relation.

5. Equivaknce proof

In order to establish the validity of £9) we cast the finctionalm atrix (§) ofthe
standard approach YM Into the form of its eld strength form ulated counterpart
{6) by w riting

20D yp Fl;%)%® = )% ()M CF 1(x1;%) 9P (xp) (30)

Z

M®F =2 ixy) + @ 12 - F* &) F° ) 4 12y

1
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We rtprovethatM [ ]hasthe sam e eigenvalues (including the zero m odes ) as
D,sFl.Let ®(x)and denote the eigenvectors and eigenvalies ofM :
z

d'xo M PF 1&1i%z) ") = % (x1) (32)
De ning ;
c 4 FC ®) & 12w
®) = dx E )T x2) T X2) 33)
A® (x3)
the eigenvalue equation beocom es
z
FxK€ Flyix) © ® = ( 2 %) (34)
w here . 4
F @) . F¢ (x)
dec . — 4 1 b .
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By construction the am plitudes ¢ are antisymmetric in ( ; ) and can hence be
expanded In tem s of t’'H ooft symbols (c.f. €3))

S A (36)

1

T he elgenvalue equation (34) then reads
z

dxKFFlyix) S& = (2 {@ @7
K yix) = lzik Fly;x)™, 27 : (38)
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Tnserting the explict form of F? x)= A° (y) @) itoK F 1 @Y) the integration over
the Intermm ediate coordinate x; can be carried out upon using



D®x) x y) = DX®) & y).Explbiing alo the antisymm etry of the z*
the kemel K [ ] takes the form

K&y = D@z @ "N 0Pz & y): (39)
For an instanton background eld A we have In view of @0) J® x) = A® (x) and
the covariant derivatives in (@) and @8) are the sam e o that the kemels K 7)
and K @9 are dentical. W e thus proved that all eigenvalues of M 31) are also
eigenvalues of D, §, and the corresponding eigenvectors are related by 33).

On the other hand, not all eigenvalues of D, {£§) are also eigenvalies of M

©1). This isbecause the transform ation (3) m aps the H ibert space of pigenstates
D
2
din ensional space of eigenvectors of K . This Inplies that them n additional
eigenvectors ofK , denoted by © ¢, are zero m odes

of M ofdinensionn = D N2 1) onto a subspace of them = w2 1)

Z

dxK* ;ix) Y% = 0 (40)
satisfying ;
dix, £ ®) ey o g, (41)
A®(x;)

T hese additional zero eigenvalues of K give rise to additional eigenvalues 2 of D Fé
In the eld strength formulation. T he latter contribute only an irrelevant constant
to the finctional determ nant of D , &, which can be absorbed into the constant C
n @9).

Ifthere were no zerom odes the proofof (£9) would be com plted. T his isbecause
in the absence of zeromodes Q = Qrs = 1) from B0) would Hllow

DetD,, = DetF DetM 42)
and we have shown above that
DetM F]1=CDetD, 43)

provided the sam e reqularization is used.
In the presence of zero m odes som e m ore care is required. T heir contribution 4]
to the fiinctional integrals is represented by the preexponential factors n ) and

£4)

Q = Det™hiAyJxAai and Qrs = Det™h; «Jx ai 44)



respectively. Here A denotes the variation of the classical (instanton) solution
w ith respect to its ith sym m etry param eter, which isthe (unnom alized) zerom ode.
Its counterpart ; 4 In the eld strength formulation is related to ;A by

i 12 a
G @) = CFT Ral = d'x —5 ) Aa® &) (45)
Exploiting the ﬁctDYé ;A 1 = 0 one readily veri es that
Qﬁs = DethAg JF J xAal = Q°DetVF ; 46)

where D etPF is the determ fnant of the m atrix arising from proction F onto the
space of zero m odes of D ; . Inserting @§) into £3) i rem ains to be proven that

1 B DetYF
Deth,, Detf DetD, !

A7)

Tn order to extract DetD, : from DetD,, i is convenient to introduce the com —
plete set of orthonom al ejgenvectors ’ ; and ; of the symm etric m atrices D, =
F'1M F1 and M . W e denote the nom alized zero and non-zero m odes of D o
M)by ", (P)yand 79, (), repectively. Accordingly DetPF and D et de-
note the respective subspace determ iants of F . From the de ning equation &0)
follow s that the vectors fF 127 *'g span the space of zero modes £ g of M and
conversly, the fF& 72 JEO)g span the space of zero m odes £’ JEO)g ofDetD,, .From

the orthogonality ofthe y and the’, then llows
TEi2r O = 0 ana  TF 2 9 = 0 48)

respectively, n plying that we m ay w rite

N

Fror® = U, @ and F 770 = o0y 2 (49)

For later use we calculate the determ inant of the m atrices U and O . Due to the
orthonom ality of the eigenvectors ’ ; we have

0 0 0 AN A
O = Ul ) F D = uy T) = 0u0m TF 4 o=k
(50)
and thus
1=DetyDet?F 'Dety™ and 1 = DetODet¥F Det0? 1)
in plying
Det¥ = Det0) ?; and DetPF = Dety)?: (52)



In oxder to show that
DetF = Det¥ Det9F ; 53)

we note that the orthonom alsets ’ ; and  are related by an orthogonal transfor-
m ation. Therefore wem ay w rite

0
A= T A=
DetF'? = Det " T;7 @ F172 X, : (54)
k

Tn view of {§) the m atrix on the right hand side is of triangular block fom .

A= A= 0)T L1= 0
DetF'? = Det 'TF¥2 0 pet ¢ T2 O

= Det Oy 2F 0 Det Uy, @7 9
= DetO Det¥ DetU .

A 1=2 A
= Det¥F Det9F ; (55)

An analogous m anipulation, again using @48) and {@9), show s that the determ i
nant Deth,,; in @7) factorizes

DetD,; = Det 'TFt2 0 Iy 0 ETghi=2s0
= DetO Det¥ DetM Det’ ™ Det0” = DetF DetM  :  (56)

This com pletes the proof of (47), which establishes explicitly the equivalence
of the eld strength form ulation and the standard form ulation at the sam iclassical
evel

In the =0 called eld strength approach of B]the Det”) '™ arising from the
Integration over the gauge eld is nclided into an e ective action

1 g 4 2 ! l A 2
Spsa = - dxf “4+4 —trlh-"=°“4+ — F J)g (67)
4 2 g 29
where the scale arises from the regularizationsofTrn Ei ~ . D ue to the appearance
of the scale this e ective action does no longer tolerate instantons as stationary
points {11] as one m ight have expected since Instantons have a free scale (size)
param eter. Thiswas explicitly shown already in B] for t’H coft-P olyakov instantons.
Instead of instantons the e ective action (67) has (up to gauge transfom ations)
constant solutions = iG, which can be interpreted as Instanton solids {[1]. If
one considers uctuations around these constant solutions the propagator of the
uctuations is given by []

Dysn = 21+ C)+ K (58)
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where K isde ned by @7) and the extra tem

cy = :—ZLtrG\ 'rez'¢ TPz ) (r?)== £ (59)
arises from the Trhh gi ® temm in thee ective action (7). Fora constant background
eld the additional zeromodes @ of K found above in the instanton background
corresoond to non-propagating (non-dynam ical) m odes in the eld strength form u-—
lation. Thisalso re ectsthe fact that the eld strength form ulation, although using
the Jarger num ber of eld variables ¢ , contains the sam e num ber of propagating
(dynam ical) m odes as the standard form ulation aswas already observed in E].
For large momenta p* the tem CZ is however negligble com pared to the p-
dependent tem K (o) and the propagator of the uctuations in the eld strength
approach Drsa (68) reduces to D (26), which we have shown to yield the same
quantum e ects as the standard propagator. T his in plies that the FSA yields the
sam e asym ptotic @ ! 1 ) gluon propagator ( 1=p?) asthe standard fom ulation
as willbe explicitly dem onstrated elsewhere [12].
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