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A bstract

Itisshown thatthe�eld strength form ulated Yang-M illstheory yieldsthe

sam e sem iclassics as the standard form ulation in term s ofthe gauge poten-

tial. This concerns the classicalinstanton solutions as wellas the quantum


uctuationsaround the instanton.
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1.Introduction

Yang-M ills(YM )theoriescan bereform ulated entirely in term sof�eld strength

thereby elim inating the gauge potential[1,2,3]. The �eld strength form ulation

allows for a non-perturbative treatm ent ofthe gluon self-interaction and o�ers a

sim pledescription ofthenon-perturbativevacuum wherethegaugebosonsarepre-

sum able condensed. In the so called FSA an e�ective action forthe �eld strength

isobtained which containsa term oforder�h with an explicitenergy scale. Hence

in the FSA the anom alousbreaking ofscale invariance isdescribed already attree

level[2].AtthisleveltheYM vacuum isdeterm ined by hom ogeneous�eld con�gu-

rationswith constanthF a
��F

a
��i6= 0 and instantonsdo no longerexistasstationary

pointsofthee�ectiveaction.Thisisalready dictated by thefactthatthee�ective

action containsan energy scale.Thisenergy scalecannottolerateinstantonswhich

havea freescale(size)param eter.

In this paper we show thatifthe FSA is consistently form ulated in powers of

�h one recoversthe sam e sem iclassics asin the standard form ulation ofYM theory

in term softhe gauge potential. Allinstantonswhich extrem ize the standard YM

action are also stationary points ofthe action to O (�h) ofthe FSA.Furtherm ore

the leading �h corrections originating from the integralover quantum 
uctuations

around the instanton are also the sam e in both approaches. Although one m ight

have expected this result on generalgrounds it is com pletely non-trivialhow this

resultem ergesin the�eld strength form ulation.Furtherm oretheequivalenceproof

willalso shed som enew lighton theFSA.

2.Sem iclassicalapproxim ation to the Yang-M illstheory

W estartfrom thegenerating functionalofEuclidean YM theory

Z[j] =

Z

D A �(f
a
(A))DetM f expf�SY M [A]+

Z

d
4
x jAg; (1)

where

SY M =
1

4g2

Z

d
4
x F

a
��(A)F

a
��(A); F

a
��(A) = @�A

a
�� @�A

a
� + f

abc
A
b
�A

c
� ; (2)

istheclassicalYM action.Furtherm ore�(fa(A))isthegauge�xing constraintand

DetM f denotestheFaddeev-Popov determ inant.

Itiswellknown thatall�niteaction self-dualorantiself-dual�eld con�gurations

extrem ize theYM action [5]i.e.solvetheclassicalYM equation ofm otion

@�F
a
�� = �f

abc
A
b
�F

c
�� : (3)
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These classicalsolutions are referred to as instantons. Expanding the 
uctuating

gauge �eld around the classicalinstanton solution A inst
� up to second orderin the

quantum 
uctuations and perform ing the integralin sem iclassicalapproxim ation

one�nds

Z[j= 0] = Q (Det
0
D

� 1

Y M (x1;x2))
� 1=2

e
� SY M [A inst]

; (4)

where

D
� 1

Y M (x1;x2)
ab
�� =

�2SY M [A]

�Aa�(x1)�A
b
�(x2)

jA �= A
inst
�

(5)

and theprim eindicatesthatthezero m odesofD
� 1

Y M have to beexcluded from the

determ inant.Thiscan bedonein thestandard fashion and yieldsthefactorQ in (4).

Furtherm oreeven when thezerom odesareexcluded thedeterm inantisstillsingular

and needsregularization.Aswillbecom eclearlater,forourpurposearegularization

schem ethatonly dependson eigenvaluesisconvenient,e.g.Schwinger’spropertim e

regularization or�-function regularization.The second variation ofthe YM action

reads

g
2
D

� 1

Y M (x1;x2)
ab
�� = F̂

ab
��(x1)�(x1;x2) +

1

2

Z

d
4
x
�Fc��(x)

�Aa�(x1)

�Fc��(x)

�Ab�(x2)
; (6)

where

F̂
ab
�� = f

abc
F
c
�� (7)

denotesthe�eld strength in theadjointrepresentation and

�Fc��(x)

�Aa�(x1)
= [̂D

ca
� (x)��� � D̂

ca
� (x)���]�(x � x1); (8)

with

D̂
ab
� (x) = @��

ab
� Â

ab
� (x) (9)

beingthecovariantderivative.Thefunctionaldeterm inantDetD
� 1

Y M in an instanton

background hasbeen explicitly evaluated by t’Hooft[6].

3.Field strength form ulated Yang-M illstheory

Non-Abelian YM theorycan beequivalently form ulated in term sof�eld strength

[1,2,3].Inserting theidentity

expf�
1

4g2

Z

d
4
xF

2
(A)g =

Z

D � exp

 

�

Z

d
4
xf
1

4
� a
��
� a
�� +

i

2g
� a
��F

a
��(A)g

!

(10)
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into (1)weobtain

Z =

Z

D � DA �(f
a
(A))DetM f expf�S[� ;A]+

Z

d
4
x jAg (11)

S[� ;A]=
1

g2

Z

d
4
x

�
1

4
� a
��
� a
�� �

i

2
� a
��F

a
��(A)

�

; (12)

Ifthere were no gauge �xing the integraloverthe gauge �eld would be Gaussian.

At�rstsightitseem sthatwith thepresenceofthegauge�xing constrainttheA �-

integration can no longer be perform ed explicitly. However,one can transfer the

gauge�xing from thegaugepotentialA � to the�eld strengths.Forthispurposewe

insertthefollowing identity into (12)

1 = DetM g(�)

Z

d(�)�(g
a
(�

�
)) ; (13)

where d(�) is the invariant m easure ofthe functionalintegration over the group

space, � � denotes the gauge transform ed of � ,and DetM g(� )doesnotdepend

on �. The key observation now isthatthe action S[�;A]in (12)isonly invariant

under sim ultaneous gauge transform ations of A and � . Therefore a change of

the integration variable � � ! � im plies also a change in the gauge potential

A � ! A (� �)
� toleavetheexponentin (12)invariant.Becauseofthegaugeinvariance

ofthem easureand thedeterm inantsonethen obtains

Z =

Z

d(�)

Z

D �D A �(f
a
(A

�� 1

))�(g
b
(�))DetM f DetM g e

� S[� ;A ]
: (14)

Now theintegration overthegaugegroup can beperform ed again yielding

Z =

Z

D � D A �(g
b
(� ))DetM g exp

�

�S[� ;A]+

Z

d
4
xjA

�

: (15)

Fixing the gauge in term s of�eld strengths leaves a residualinvariance with re-

spect to transform ations,which leave the �eld strengths invariant. In the case of

YM theoriesthesetransform ationsbelong to thediscreteinvariantsubgroup ofthe

gaugegroup.Therefore(in contrastto theAbelian case)thisresidualinvarianceis

harm less.

Oncethe�eld strength � isgauge�xed thereisno invarianceleftin thepoten-

tials(up to theirrelevantresidualinvariancem entioned above)and theintegration
R

D A becom esunconstraint.Fornon-singular �̂
ab

�� ityields

Z =

Z

D � �(g
a
(� ))DetM g (Det

i

2g
�̂ )

� 1=2
expf�SF S[� ;j]g (16)
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SF S[� ;j]=
1

g2

Z

d
4
x

 

1

4
� a
��
� a
�� +

i

2
� a
��F

a
��(J)+ j

a
�J

a
� � i

g2

2
j
a
�(�̂

� 1
)
ab
��j

b
�

!

;

(17)

where

J
a
� =

�

�̂
� 1
�ab

��
@��

b
�� (18)

isan induced gaugepotential.Forsingular �̂ ,integration overthegaugepotential

A a
�(x)yieldsan expression sim ilarto(16),wherethem atrix �̂ is,however,replaced

by itsprojection ontothenon-singularsubspace.Butin addition constraintsforthe

� -integration result.Theseconstraintsindicatethatsingular�eld con�gurations �̂

arestatistically suppressed.Since � a
�� behavesundergaugetransform ationsasthe

�eld strength F a
��(A)theinduced potentialJ

a
� transform sprecisely liketheoriginal

gauge�eld A a
�.In practice,gauge�xing ofthe � can bedoneby using thefam iliar

gaugesfortheinduced gaugepotentialJa� (18).

The presence ofthe externalsource ja� in the exponent of(16) ensures that

Green’sfunctionsofthe originalgauge potentialA a
� are stillaccessible in the �eld

strength form ulation.

Finally in the�eld strength form ulation a currentcurrentinteraction isinduced

which dom inatestheferm ion dynam icsatlow energies[7,8,9,10].

4.Instantonsin the �eld strength form ulation

W eareinterested in a sem iclassicalanalysisofthe�eld strength form ulated YM

theory. Forsim plicity we discard the externalgluon source (ja� = 0).The extrem a

oftheaction SF S[� ]= SF S[� ;j= 0]occurfor

g�
a
�� = �iF

a
��(J): (19)

Itwasobserved by Halpern [1]thatthee�ectiveaction ofthe � �eld isextrem ized

by the standard Polyakov t’Hooftinstantons. Thisfactis,however,notonly true

forthestandard SU(2)instanton butholdsforany classicalsolution extrem izingthe

Yang-M illsaction (2).Fora proofwe rewrite the classicalYM equation ofm otion

(3)with thede�nition (18)as

J
a
�(F(A)) = A

a
�(x) (20)

where we have for sim plicity assum ed that F̂ ab
��(A) is not singular. Now let A inst

�

denotean instanton solution to (20).SinceJa�(� = �iF=g)= J(F)itfollowsfrom

(20) that the equation ofm otion ofthe �eld strength form ulation (19) is solved

indeed for

� a
�� = �

i

g
F
a
��(A

inst
� ): (21)
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Furtherm ore,it follows then that also the classicalaction ofthe instanton in the

�eld strength form ulation isthesam easin thestandard approach

SF S[� = �
i

g
F(A

inst
� )] = SY M [A

inst
� ]: (22)

The equivalence between both approaches holds,however,not only at the classi-

callevelbutalso the quantum 
uctuations give identicalcontributions as we will

explicitly provein thefollowing fortheleading orderin �h corrections.

In the�eld strength form ulation quantum 
uctuationsaround abackground �eld

were considered in [3]. In the sem iclassicalapproxim ation the background �eld is

chosen as the instanton (21). Ifwe expand the tensor �eld � a
�� in term s ofthe

t’Hooftsym bols[6]�i��,��
j
��

� a
�� = � a

iZ
i
�� ; Z

i
�� = f�

i
��;��

j
��g (23)

thegenerating functional(16)becom esthen

Z[j= 0] = Q F S (Det
i

g
�̂
inst

)
� 1=2

(Det
0
D

� 1

F S[�
inst

])
� 1=2

e
� SF S [� inst

]
(24)

wherewehaveused (22)and [3]

D
� 1

F S[� ](x1;x2)
ab
ij =

�2SF S[A]

�� a
i(x1)��

b
j(x2)

j� inst (25)

isthesecondvariationofthe�eldstrengthactiontaken atabackground �eld � inst=

�iF(A inst)=g. The prim e indicates again that zero m odes are excluded. Their

contribution is included in the factor Q F S. For space-tim e dependent dependent

background �elds � a
�� = �iF a

��(x)=g one�nds

D
� 1

F S[F](x1;x2)
ab
ij = 2�

ab
�ij�(x1;x2) + K

ab
ij[F](x1;x2) (26)

K
ab
ij[F] = � D̂

ac
� (x1)Z

i
��(F̂

� 1
)
cd
��D̂

db
� (x1)Z

j

���(x1;x2) (27)

where D̂ ab
� denotes here the covariant derivative (9) with respect to the induced

gaugepotentialJa�(� = �iF)= Ja�(F)

D̂
ab
� (x) = @��

ab
� Ĵ

ab
� (x): (28)

Fora constantbackground �eld theaboveexpressionsforthe
uctuationsreduceto

the expressionsgiven in [3]. Com parison of(4)and (24)showsifboth approaches

givethesam esem iclassicalresultweshould havetherelation

Q (Det
0
g
2
D

� 1

Y M [A inst](x1;x2))
�

1

2 = C Q F S (DetF̂instDet
0
D

� 1

F S[Finst])
�

1

2 ; (29)
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where C isan irrelevant(butnon-vanishing )constant,which doesnotdepend on

theinstanton solution.W ewillnow explicitly provethisrelation.

5.Equivalence proof

In orderto establish thevalidity of(29)wecastthefunctionalm atrix (6)ofthe

standard approach YM into the form ofits �eld strength form ulated counterpart

(26)by writing

2g
2
D

� 1

Y M [F](x1;x2)
ab
�� = (F̂

1=2
)
ac
��(x1)M

ce
��[F](x1;x2)(F̂

1=2
)
eb
��(x2) (30)

M
ab
��[F]= 2�

ab
����(x1;x2) + (F̂

� 1=2
)
ad
��

Z

d
4
x
�Fc��(x)

�Ad�(x1)

�Fc��(x)

�Ae�(x2)
(F̂

� 1=2
)
eb
��: (31)

W e �rstprove thatM [F]hasthe sam e eigenvalues(including the zero m odes)as

D
� 1

F S[F].Let�
a
�(x)and � denotetheeigenvectorsand eigenvaluesofM :

Z

d
4
x2 M

ab
��[F](x1;x2)�

b
�(x2) = � �

a
�(x1) (32)

De�ning

 
c
��(x) :=

Z

d
4
x2

�Fc��(x)

�Ae�(x2)
(F̂

� 1=2
)
eb
��(x2)�

b
�(x2) (33)

theeigenvalueequation becom es

Z

d
4
x �K

dc
��;��[F](y;x) 

c
��(x) = (� � 2) 

d
��(y) (34)

where

�K
dc
��;��[F](y;x) =

Z

d
4
x1

�Fd��(y)

�Aa�(x1)
[̂F

� 1
(x1)]

ab
��

�Fc��(x)

�Ab�(x1)
: (35)

By construction the am plitudes  a
�� are antisym m etric in (�;�)and can hence be

expanded in term soft’Hooftsym bols(c.f.(23))

 
a
�� =  

a
iZ

i
�� : (36)

Theeigenvalueequation (34)then reads

Z

d
4
x �K

dc
ij[F](y;x) 

c
j(x) = (� � 2) 

d
i(y) (37)

�K
ab
ij(y;x) =

1

4
Z
i
��
�K [F](y;x)

ab
��;��Z

j

�� : (38)

Insertingtheexplicitform of�Fa��(x)=�A
b
�(y)(8)into

�K [F](35)theintegration over

theinterm ediate coordinatex1 can becarried outupon using

7



D̂ ab
� (x)�(x � y) = �D̂ ba

� (y)�(x � y).Exploiting also the antisym m etry ofthe Zi��

thekernel �K [F]takestheform

�K
ab
ij(x;y) = � D̂

ac
� (x)Z

i
��(F̂

� 1
(x))

cd
��D̂

db
� (x)Z

j

���(x � y): (39)

Foran instanton background �eld A � we have in view of(20)Ja�(x)= A a
�(x)and

the covariant derivatives in (9) and (28) are the sam e so thatthe kernels K (27)

and �K (39)are identical. W e thus proved thatalleigenvalues ofM (31)are also

eigenvaluesofD
� 1

F S,and thecorresponding eigenvectorsarerelated by (33).

On the other hand,not alleigenvalues ofD
� 1

F S (26) are also eigenvalues ofM

(31).Thisisbecausethetransform ation (33)m apstheHilbertspaceofeigenstates

ofM ofdim ension n = D (N 2 � 1) onto a subspace ofthe m =

 

D

2

!

(N 2 � 1)

dim ensionalspace ofeigenvectors of �K . This im plies that the m � n additional

eigenvectorsof �K ,denoted by  (0)c
�� ,arezero m odes

Z

d
4
x �K

dc
��;��(y;x) 

(0)c

�� (x) = 0 (40)

satisfying
Z

d
4
x1

�Fc��(x)

A a
�(x1)

 
(0)c

�� (x1) = 0: (41)

These additionalzero eigenvaluesof �K giverise to additionaleigenvalues2 ofD
� 1

F S

in the �eld strength form ulation.The lattercontribute only an irrelevantconstant

to the functionaldeterm inantofD
� 1

F S,which can be absorbed into the constantC

in (29).

Iftherewerenozerom odestheproofof(29)would becom pleted.Thisisbecause

in theabsenceofzero m odes(Q = Q F S = 1)from (30)would follow

DetD
� 1

Y M = DetF̂ DetM (42)

and wehaveshown abovethat

Det
0
M [F] = C Det

0
D

� 1

F S (43)

provided thesam eregularization isused.

In thepresenceofzero m odessom em orecareisrequired.Theircontribution [4]

to the functionalintegrals is represented by the preexponentialfactorsin (4)and

(24)

Q = Det
1=2
h�iA clj�kA cli and Q F S = Det

1=2
h�i� clj�k � cli (44)
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respectively. Here �iA cl denotes the variation ofthe classical(instanton) solution

with respecttoitsith sym m etry param eter,which isthe(unnorm alized)zerom ode.

Itscounterpart�i� cl in the�eld strength form ulation isrelated to �iA cl by

�i(� cl)
a
��(x) = �

i

g
�iF

a
��[A cl] = �

i

g

Z

d
4
x

�Fa��

�Ab�(x)
�iA cl

b
�(x): (45)

Exploiting thefactD
� 1

Y M �iA cl= 0 onereadily veri�esthat

Q
2

F S = Deth�iA cljF̂ j�kA cli = Q
2
Det

(0)
F̂ ; (46)

where Det
(0)
F̂ isthe determ inantofthem atrix arising from projection F̂ onto the

spaceofzero m odesofD
� 1

Y M .Inserting (46)into (29)itrem ainsto beproven that

1

Det
0
D

� 1

Y M

=
Det

(0)
F̂

DetF̂ Det
0
D

� 1

F S

: (47)

In orderto extractDet
0
D

� 1

F S from Det
0
D

� 1

Y M itisconvenient to introduce the com -

plete setoforthonorm aleigenvectors’i and �i ofthe sym m etric m atricesD
� 1

Y M =

F̂ 1=2M F̂ 1=2 and M .W e denote the norm alized zero and non-zero m odes ofD
� 1

Y M

(M )by ’
(0)

i ,(�
(0)

i )and ’0i,(�
0

i),respectively. Accordingly Det
(0)
F̂ and Det

0
F̂ de-

note the respective subspace determ inants ofF̂. From the de�ning equation (30)

followsthatthe vectorsfF̂ 1=2’
(0)

k g span the space ofzero m odesf�
(0)

k g ofM and

conversely,thefF̂ � 1=2�
(0)

k g span thespaceofzero m odesf’
(0)

k g ofDet
0
D

� 1

Y M .From

theorthogonality ofthe�k and the’k then follows

�
0T
i F̂

1=2
’
(0)

k = 0 and ’
0T
i F̂

� 1=2
�
(0)

k = 0 (48)

respectively,im plying thatwem ay write

F̂
1=2
’
(0)

l = Ulm �
(0)

m and F̂
� 1=2

’
0

l = O lm �
0

m : (49)

For later use we calculate the determ inant ofthe m atrices U and O . Due to the

orthonorm ality oftheeigenvectors’l wehave

’
(0)T

i ’
(0)

k = UilUkm �
(0)T

l F̂
� 1
�
(0)

m = �ik ; ’
0T
i ’

0

k = O ilO km �
0T
l F̂ �

0

m = �ik

(50)

and thus

1 = DetU Det
(0)
F̂
� 1
DetU

T
and 1 = DetO Det

0
F̂ DetO

T
; (51)

im plying

Det
0
F̂ = (DetO )

� 2
; and Det

(0)
F̂ = (DetU)

2
: (52)

9



In orderto show that

DetF̂ = Det
0
F̂ Det

(0)
F̂ ; (53)

wenotethattheorthonorm alsets’i and �k arerelated by an orthogonaltransfor-

m ation.Thereforewem ay write

DetF̂
1=2

= Det

�

’
0T
l ;’

(0)T

l

�

F̂
1=2

 

�0k

�
(0)

k

!

: (54)

In view of(48)them atrix on therighthand sideisoftriangularblock form .

DetF̂
1=2

= Det
�

’
0T
l F̂

1=2
�
0

k

�

Det
�

’
(0)T

l F̂
1=2
�
(0)

k

�

= Det
�

O lm �
0

m F̂ �
0

k

�

Det
�

Ulm �
(0)T
m �

(0)

k

�

= DetO Det
0
F̂ DetU

=
�

Det
0
F̂
�1=2 �

Det
(0)
F̂
�1=2

; (55)

An analogousm anipulation,again using (48)and (49),showsthatthedeterm i-

nantDet
0
D

� 1

Y M in (47)factorizes

Det
0
D

� 1

Y M = Det
�

’
0T
k F̂

1=2
�
0

m �
0T
m M �

0

n�
0T
n F̂

1=2
’
0

l

�

= DetO Det
0
F̂ Det

0
M Det

0
F̂ DetO

T
= Det

0
F̂ Det

0
M : (56)

This com pletes the proofof(47),which establishes explicitly the equivalence

ofthe �eld strength form ulation and the standard form ulation atthe sem iclassical

level.

In the so called �eld strength approach of[2]the (Det�̂ )� 1=2 arising from the

integration overthegauge�eld isincluded into an e�ective action

SF SA =
1

4

Z

d
4
x f�

2
+
�4

2
trln

i

g
�̂ =�

2
+

i

2g
�F(J)g (57)

wherethescale� arisesfrom theregularizationsofTrln i

g
�̂ .Duetotheappearance

ofthe 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.Thiswasexplicitly shown already in [2]fort’Hooft-Polyakov instantons.

Instead ofinstantons the e�ective action (57) has (up to gauge transform ations)

constantsolutions � = �iG,which can be interpreted asinstanton solids[11]. If

one considers 
uctuations around these constant solutions the propagator ofthe


uctuationsisgiven by [3]

D
� 1

F SA = 2(1 + C)+ K (58)

10



whereK isde�ned by (27)and theextra term

C
ab
ij =

1

2
tr[̂G

� 1
T
a
Z
i
Ĝ
� 1
T
b
Z
j
] (T

a
)
bc
= f

abc
(59)

arisesfrom theTrln i

g
�̂ term in thee�ectiveaction (57).Foraconstantbackground

�eld theadditionalzero m odes (0) of �K found abovein theinstanton background

correspond to non-propagating (non-dynam ical)m odesin the�eld strength form u-

lation.Thisalso re
ectsthefactthatthe�eld strength form ulation,although using

thelargernum berof�eld variables � a
��,containsthesam enum berofpropagating

(dynam ical)m odesasthestandard form ulation aswasalready observed in [3].

For large m om enta p2 the term C ab
ij is however negligible com pared to the p-

dependent term K (p)and the propagatorofthe 
uctuations in the �eld strength

approach D F SA (58)reducesto D F S (26),which we have shown to yield the sam e

quantum e�ectsasthe standard propagator. Thisim pliesthatthe FSA yieldsthe

sam easym ptotic(p2 ! 1 )gluon propagator(� 1=p2)asthestandard form ulation

aswillbeexplicitly dem onstrated elsewhere [12].
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