arXiv:hep-ph/9509224v1 5 Sep 1995

HD -THEP-95-38

O ptimn ized —Expansion and T riviality
or Non —Triviality of Field T heories

D jeter G rom es

Institut fur T heoretische Physik der U niversitat H eidelberg
Philbsophenweg 16, D 69120 H eideberg
E —-mail: D G romes® ThPhysUniHeidebergD E

Abstract: W e use a very sinplk version of the optim ized (lnear) - expansion
by scaling the free part of the Lagrangian w ith a varationalparam eter. Thism ethod is
well suited to caloulate the renom alized coupling constant in tem s of the free one and
the cuto . One never has to calculate any new Feynm an graphs but sim ply can m odify
existing results from the literature. W e nd that j theory aswellasQED are free In
the lim i where the cuto goesto In nity. In contrast to this, the structure of YangM ills
theories enforces a special choice of the Lagrangian ofthe —expansion. Together w ith
the change in the sign ofthe - function, this leads to a di erent behavior and allow s
Y ang-M ills theory to becom e non trivial

Septem ber 1995


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9509224v1

1 Introduction

The \optin ized -expansion" (for the older literature see Stevenson {1] and references
therein), also called \lnear - expansion", is a powerfiil m ethod which combines the
m erits of perturbation theory w ith those of variational approaches. T he underlying idea
is sin ple. G enerdcally, the Lagrangian is solit into a free and an Interacting part in such
away that an arbitrary param eter (orm ore) is arti cially introduced. T he interacting
part ismultiplied by a factor which serves as expansion param eter and is put equalto
one at the end. T he exact solution should be independent of the param eter whik any
approxin ate solution w ill depend on it. T he idea, often called \Stevenson’s principle of
m inin al sensitivity" P, is that the approxin ate solution should depend as little upon
the param eter aspossbl. Thism eansthat should be chosen such that the quantity to
be calculated hasan extrem um . In thisway the resul becom esnon perturbative because

beocom es a non linear function ofthe coupling constant. In every order of perturbation
theory the param eter has to be calculated again and usually goesto in nity w ith grow ing
order.

The m ethod has been applied with great success to sinplk cases lke the zero di-
m ensional and one dim ensional (quantum m echanics) anham onic oscillator B], where
rigorous proofs for the (rapid) convergence exist. T here are also Interesting applications
to the calculation of the e ective potential and the question of spontaneous sym m etry
breaking B]- f4]. In this context the m ethod isusually called \G aussian e ective poten-
tial" GEP), or, In higher orders, \post G aussian e ective potential" PGEP).W e alo
m ention applications in lattice theory B1.

In {4] - 1] the m ass param eter of the free Lagrangian was treated as variational
param eter. In our approach we w ill x it at the physicalm ass. Instead we scale the free
part of the Lagrangian w ith a factor . That’s all! D ue to the \benevolnt paradox" ]
ofthe linear —expansion we don’t need to calculate any Feynm an graphs. W e sin ply
can use existing calculations and m odify the results. W e nd that this m ethod is not
only quite sin ple but also very usefiil n order to calculate the renom alized coupling
constant in tem s of the bare one and the cuto . A llour results are already obtained in
one-loop order.

For 3 —theory, treated n sect. 2, and QED in sect. 3, one easily nds that these
theories are free, ie. that the renomm alized coupling constant goes to zero when the
cauto goes to In nity, irrespective of the behavior of the bare coupling. In the case of

3 —theory one can explicitly show that the conclusion holds in any (even) order of
perturoation theory in . In QED one can use a realistic cuto and give an upper bound
for the ne structure constant. Yang-M ills theories are treated In sect. 4. Here two
In portant changes happen. F irstly, the change of the sign ofthe —function is crucial.
Secondly, gauge Invariance enforces special conditions on the solitting ofthe Lagrangian.
B oth together in plies that the theory can becom e non-trivial. In all cases generalization
to higher orders is straightforward in principl.

O ur m ethods are not rigorous but they give trangparent analytical expressions in a
sin ple way and lead to an understanding ofthe relevant features of the various theories.



2 4 -Theory
W e split the Lagrangian
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by Introducing an arti cialparam eter which scales the free Lagrangian. T he expansion
param eter is called asusual. The parameter M w ill not be treated as a variational
param eter but willbe xed at the physicalm ass. This is very convenient and w ill lead
to the results in a sin plke way.
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For = 1 the origihallLagrangian is recovered.

The Feynm an rules are directly read o from (2 2). The essential m odi cation is
that the propagator acquires a factor and that we obtain insertions containing the firee
Lagrangian. They w illbe denoted by a thick dot in order to distinguish them from the
m ass Insertions which, as usual, are denoted by a cross:

P ropagator:

_ 23.a
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Free Lagrangian insertion:
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M ass insertion:
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Vertex:
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Tt is easy to see how the Insertions of the free Lagrangian work. If we combine an
insertion w ith one ad-pcent propagator, thep® M 2 cancels and one is left w ith a factor

1 ). Sum m ing up the geom etrical serdes consisting of the bare propagator together
wih 1;2; ;n Insertions and putting = 1 gives
i xt i
_ 1 = - 1 1. 24
7 M2+i:o( ) 7 M2+i[l ( ] 24)

C learly the extremum isat the \natural" valie = 1.For0< < 2 the series converges
and the lin it is independent of as it should be. In a theory w ith interactions there are,
of course, additional contrbutions which w ill shift the extremum away from 1.



Calculations w ith the Lagrangian (22) are easily perform ed by jist m odifying the
expressions of usual perturbation theory. A lthough our essential results are already
obtained at the one loop kvel we present the general procedure. Let oy (i) be the
connected one particle irreducible G reen function w ith 2N extemal kgs, the propagators
for the extemal Jlegs are not included. In usualperturbation theory w ith resoect to the
bare coupling constant gy, one has an expansion of the form

% v V)
on i) = % o Bo): @5)
vVv=N 1
In our approach the G reen function willdepend on and In any nite order, therefore
wedenote t by oy (i ; ). Ifwe expand it with resgpect to , every intemal line gets
an extra factor . Therrare I = 2V N intemal lines in the graphs wih V vertices
which contrbute to 2(\12) (o1) - Furthem ore, we have to take Into account the insertions
of the free Lagrangian which give a factor (1 ) com pared to the graph w ithout the
Insertion. T he num ber of possibilities to place J insertions on I intemal lines (com pare
the wellknown analogous problem ofB ose statistics to put J indistinguishable particles
Into T boxes) is
! !
I+J 1 2V N+J 1
- . (2.6)
J J
For the expansion of ,y @i; ; ) wih repect to up to order n we therefore cbtain, if

we substitute V = J

]
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with J,.x = M axf 1 N=2J];0g. Consider next the two point fiunction G, ©*; ; )
of all one particke irreducible contributions to the propagator, which w illbe needed to
calculate the wave function renomm alization Z ( ; ). The graphs which contribute to
G, % ; )uptoorder ? are shown in g. 1. In general one has the expansion
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The propagatorD (?; ; ) is obtained by summ ing up the geom etrical series of all one
particle irreducible controution contained in G ©?; ; ).Putting

©% ;)= M?*) ‘M ;0+ G ;) 2.9)

one nds
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Besides the propagator and the wave finction renom alization constant we need the
vertex function (pi; ; ) (omn alized such that the expansion startswih 1). This, n
tum, detem ines the vertex renom alization constant Zvy ( ; ) through

©is 7 )" 1=z (5 ): 2 12)

Sihce we are only interested In the behavior for cuto to in nigy, the special choice of
the m om enta for the renom alization prescription of is unessential.

In ordinary perturbation theory with respect to the bare coupling constant gy, one
has the form al expansions

= % 2
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where () arethe coe cients () (o;) taken at the extemalm om enta where the renor—
m alization prescription is in posed.
T he corresponding expansion forz ( ; ) with respect to is obtained from (2.11),

(2.9), 28). The quadratically divergent tadpole in g. 1 is lndependent of the extemal
momentum and only contributes to the m ass renom alization. IfM is chosen as the
physical m ass, i is canceled by the m ass counterterm . Therefore we may om it all
tadpole contribbutions here and in the follow Ing. From the graphsin g. 1, togetherw ith
the foregoing considerations we get

n o

Z (;)= 1+ @ 1+ 2@ P+Fz¥+0(3 : @ 14)

In general, a tem g %% D would also show up In the curly bracket of (2.14) which,

however, vanishes in * —theory.
For the vertex functions the graphs of g. 2 contrbute. This results in

1Zy (5 )=1+ g® D+ *Rg @ ) Y+ @1+0(): 2.15)

T he relation between bare and renom alized coupling constant is:

g= @Z°(; )=Zy (; ): 216)



W e need this relation only up to order 2 at them om ent:

n o

g= @ % 1+ R@ ) 3g ‘C=2]+0(? : 217)
The constant C is de ned by
b 2 1 2
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and b isthe rst coe cient in the usualexpansion ofthe -—fiinction, (@)= bg?+
Here and in the follow ing we use the results of well known one loop calculations which
m ay be found e. g. In [10].

Before going on we have to clarify an im portant concsptional point. In quantum
m echanics orany othertheory w ithout in nities onewould prescribe gy and then calculate
g asapower series in . In the usual treatm ent of quantum eld theory, however, one
proceads the other way round. One xes g at is physical value and caloulates gy as a
power series w ith coe cients that aredivergent nthe limit ! 1 .W e stressthat the
latter m ethod is not applicable here! T he reason is that the expansion of g starts w ith
a tem proportionalto . Ifwe Invert 2.17), we cbtain

¢ ‘=9gfl 2 @ )+ 3gC=2+ restgq: 2.19)

But now the rest contains an in nity of tem s of order °, because % 2 =g+

startsw ith order 1, not with order . Therefore it isnot allowed to truncate the serdes.
Ifwe do it nevertheless, thism eans that we retum to naive perturbation theory in g. In
the latter case one easily nds that the renom alized vertex function o, i) = Zv (1)
as well as other renom alized quantities like the self energy, becom e Independent of

T his also happens in higher orders. T he renom alization procedure is pow erfiil enough
to ram ove our m anijpulations w ith the Lagrangian!

W e will see now, however, that the lnear -expansion In our soecial fom ulation
is extrem ely usefuil and sin ple in order to obtain inform ation about the renom alized
coupling constant in tem s of the bare coupling and the cuto . W e r=tum to 2.17),
truncate after the order 2, and put = 1, thus ending up w ith

g= qf3? 2° 3gC “=2g: 2 20)
The equation for the extremum in  (dropping the unacosptable solution = 0) reads

1 =gC 2: (221)
E Iim inating goC from this, 220) becom es

1
= — 3 : 222
g oc ( ) ( ) ( )
Letus rst assum e, asusual, that gp > 0. Then (221) has just one positive solution for
. The solution liesbetween 0 and 1, In this nterval (1 ) (3 ) 3 and thus



3, 34 )
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Therefore, In the Iimit ! 1 the renom alized coupling constant g w ill necessarily
converge to zero, irrespective whether gy becom es constant, goes to zero, or diverges.

In the literature there are suggestions forpossble non+trivialand stabk ; —theordes,
the \precarious" theory {i1], fil, B], B] @ < 0 i nitesmal, g < 0 nite) and the
\autonom ous" theory [12], B], fA] @ > 0 In nitesimal, g > 0 nie, I nite wave
function renom alization). A s we have Just seen, an autonom ous theory cannot arise in
our approach. Let us ook for the possbility of a precarious theory by putting g

< 0. In thiscase (221) hastwo solutionswih > 1. A nie value ofg in the
IimitC ! 1 cannow becbtamedif C ! 0, ! 1= C ! 1 .Therefore the negative
bare coupling constant must becom e In nitesin ally an all. For g one then would get
g! 1=2 ?C° which ispositive. D epending on how fast vanishesin thelmi ! 1,
thism ay converge to 0, 1 , orto a nie valie. W e consider this possibility, however, as
unacosptable. A coording to the general philosophy of the principle ofm inin al sensitivity
the second extrem um at 1+ C should be preferred because the seocond derivative
is [drastically!) smaller. (This would also, and even stronger, be the case ifwe would
have chosen 1= as variation varable.) This second solution would lead to a negative
g ! 0. Therefore these exotic possibilities do not show up In our approadc.

Tt is Instructive to look at the perturbative features and the analyticity properties
contained In 220), 221). Onem ay expand the solution 221) for the extram um

g : (223)

q__
= ( 1+ 4gC 1)=2gC = 1 gC + 2(@C)* 5@C)>+ 14(@C)"* + @ 24)

and introduce this nto (2.20) to obtain

g= gfl 39C=2+ 3@C)* 7T@@C) + 18(@@C)* + g: @ 25)

The lnear tem in gyC coincides w ith that of naive perturbation theory as it should,
because we expand at the extrem um .

Obviously (224) has a branch cut at goC = 1=4, coresponding to = 2, which
determ ines the radius of convergence of 225). W e expect that In higher orders of the
optin ized —expansion the branch cut approaches zero as it happens in sin ple m odels.
So the m ethod show s how the non-analytic behavior at gy = 0 and the divergence of
ordinary perturbation theory for any g, arises.

Tt is surprising that allthe previous conclisions can form ally be extended to arbitrary
ordersn ofthe optim ized -expansion. Instead of (2.17) one obtains a m ore com plicated
om ula of sin ilar structure, which again has a factor ¢ 2 in front. W hat we need is

inform ation about the behavior of the various contrlbutions n the Iimit ! 1 and
about the presence of an extrem um for positive
Ifwe@cpandtheiéctorszz( ; Jand 1=%;, ( ; ) In 216) wih respectto we obtain

series nvolving the coe cientsz ‘’and ) in 2.13),m odi ed by the changes perform ed

In the Lagrangian. Because we have chosen M as the physical m ass, all quadratically



divergent tadpol contrbutions cancel and only the logarithm ic divergences survive in
the coe cients. For ! 1 onehas

2

¢ z(]nm) 1 (or 2); 2 26)

Z

2

V(D C ) wih C >0 @27)

T he in portant point is that we know the signs of the coe cients C . These signs are
easily cbtained from inspecting the various factors i stemm ing from the propagators,
vertices, and rotations to euclidean space in the Integration varables, for a graph con—
trbuting to . The rem aning integrand is then positive de nite. A soeci ¢ cuto

prescription for higher order graphs is eg. the replacam ent of the euclidean propagator
by exp[ P2+ M %)= 2EP?2?+ M ?). There is no sin ple statem ent conceming the signs
of the coe cients z , but fortunately these signs are unin portant. In our approach we
have the sam e m odi cations as in (2.7): Every propagator gets an additional factor ,
this has the consequence that Z ' ' aswellas (' always appear together w ith a factor

2 . The insertions of the free Lagrangian give factors of (1 ) com pared to the
corresoonding graph w ithout the insertion.

The clue for the existence of an extremum is the sign of the term w ith the highest
powerof in the expansion ofgin 2.16).From the previous rem arks it is clear that the
highest power of contains no insertions. Furthem ore, the coe cients of ¢ have one
power of In ( 2=M 2) m ore than those ofZ ' ’. To nd the kading tem in the coe cient
r ! 1 ,we therefre have to take the Iowest order of Z 2 ( ; ) and the highest order
ofl=Zvy ( ; ). Therefore the termn w ith the highest power of in the expansion of (2.16)
reads

$ “Cnil @ “h(*MHF *: (2.28)
It has a de nite sign and is negative for gy > 0 and even order n. This term w ih the
highest power of is also the one w ith the highest power of In ( 2=M 2).

The tem wih the lowest power of is, corresoondingly, obtained if we take the
Iowest orderin 22 ( ; )and 1=% ( ; ), and only consider the insertions. T his gives

5 2 2 213( 1
1=z ;)1 d 2z ;) ! ! ! +1) : 229
v (i) an (7)) 1 il ¥ 1 ? =O( ) ( )

O bviously this factor is positive. Together w ith the previous result this guarantees that
for even n there willalways be at least onem aximum at positive , ie. the principle of
m inin al sensitivity is applicable.

It isnow easy to ssewhathappensinthelini ! 1 .Inthecasethatg,h( 2=M ?)
stays nite (or goes to zero) there willbe amaxinum at some nite . In thiscase g
necessarily goes to zero, therefore the extra factorgy in frontasn 2.17) willin ply that
gvanishesfor ! 1 .Letusnextassumethatg,( ?=M ?)divergesfor ! 1 .Then

at the m axinum has to go to zero, because otherw ise the highest order term would
dom inate all the other ones. Therefore the expression m ay be sin pli ed considerably.



In any tem we only need to consider the highest power of n( =M ?) and the lowest

power of . Insertions therefore only give powersof .W e end up with an expression of
the fom
8 9
<§( 1 lj(l X 1 =
g= g’ (+1) + S sllam( M) 7 (2.30)

=0 =1 =0 ’

The S ;; are uninteresting num erical coe cients, the in portant point is that we know

the highest one: S, 1,0= ( 1)® 'C, ;< 0 forn even.
The rest is trivial. Putting gy In( ?aM ?) = x and setting = 1, (2.30) becom es
8 9
x “nno+1) XxX!x! =
= + S -x I 231
9T T 7 2 S —

=13=0
Foreven n there isamaxinum for some nie x, ifthis is chosen one ndsthatg! O
for ! 1 ,ie. the theory istrivial.

T he case of a precarious theory with gy < 0 can be excluded in the sam e way if one
chooses n odd.

W e cannot m ake a general statem ent w hether there is an extremum for gy, > 0 and
n odd or vice versa; forn = 3 there isnone .n the Iimit gon( =M 2) ! 1 . Thisdoes
not m atter at all because we always m ay choose a convenient subset of values ofn. It
isa wellknown feature of the optin ized - expansion, which show s up already in the
com pletely understood toy m odel of a \zero din ensional ¢ - partition fiinction" gl
that one has to restrict to even or odd n, resgoectively.

O f course we don'’t clain that the previous considerations provide a proof that |
—theory is free. (See {[3] for this topic.) However, they certainly give som e new and
alemative insight into the problem and add further evidence for the triviality of this
theory.



3 QED

T he situation isvery sin ilarto that in ¢ —theory, therefore we can concentrate on the
m odi cations. For sim plicity we work in the Feynm an gauge. T he free Lagrangian

1
L= ({8 my) E@A@A e B 3.1)

is split in the follow hg way:

L=>Lg+ L;(); wih 32.a)
1 1

Lo=— (& M) —Q@A Q@A ; 32.b)
2 23
5 1 ) 1 1

L:() = @ —) @& M) 5(1 —)J@ARGRA + M mg) ]

2 3

e E : B2.0)

Som e com m ents are appropriate here.

W e have now Introduced two scaling param eters, , forthe free electron Lagrangian,
and 3 forthe free photon Lagrangian. M is chosen as the physicalm ass of the electron.
T he expansion param eter isagain which isput equalto 1 at theend. Only for = 1
the Lagrangians have to coincide. This freedom was used to choose di erent powers of

in the various tem s of Ly ( ), namely  fr the electron-photon vertex but 2 for the
free Lagrangian insertions and the m ass Insertions. The reason for doing this is that in
the fam iliar perturbative treatm ent of QED the contrlbutions to the m ass counter temm
m aswellasto the renom alization constants Z;;%Z,;%3; always arise In connection w ith
loop graphs, which in lowest order are proportionalto , = €=4 . The Lagrangian
(32) has the corresponding structure, it is not only nvarant under the transfom ation
e ! e; A ! A ,but also under ! ; A ! A . This guarantees that at
the end expansions go wih (, not with g, iself.
The Feynm an rules which are derived from (32) read:

E lectron propagator:
i

e B33.a)
p M +1
P hoton propagator:
129 (33.Db)
k2 + 1 )
E lectron free Lagrangian insertion:
i@ 1= M) (33.0)
P hoton free Lagrangian insertion:
.2 _ 2
i@ 1=3)k°g (33.4d)



E lectron m ass insertion:
i?M  mo) B3.¢)

E lectron photon vertex:
ig 33.9H

A s in the previous section, G reen fiinctions can be calculated by using the expansion
coe cients of ordinary perturbation theory. Because it ism ore convenient to w rite the
expansion in ( instead of gy we Introduce the follow Ing notation. Let 2N . denote the
num ber of external electron lines, 2N + wih = 0 or 1 the extemal photon lines,
and 2V +  the vertices. T he usual perturbation expansion of the vertex function then
reads

® v V)
2N ¢ 2N + (pl) = eO 0 2Nep2N + (pi): (3.4)
V=Ne+N 1
The graphs which contribute to g;m . have I, = 2V + N. Intemal electron

lnesand I =V N dntemalphoton lnes. Considering the additional factors In the
propagators and the Insertions in analogy to (2.7), we obtain for the expansion up to
order 2n +

Nepn + ©i7 27 37 )=

30 , X 24 N, 1 J. 23 N 1 3
(&)
=Ne+ N 1 Je;id =0 Je J
2 e 2Je 2 e e ( )
FroNe B2 T N Ty R L ) BS)

W e keep as close to the usualnotation as possible. T he vertex renom alization, electron
wave function renom alization, and photon renom alization constants are now finctions
of ,; 3; and are denoted by Zy (,; 37 ). For , = 3 = = 1 they go over Into
Z1; Z,; Z3.The form alexpansion of the latter in usual perturbation theory reads

Zoy=1+ z.) , Pr k= 1;2;3: (3.6)

=1
The W ard identity guaranteesthatzl( ' = Zz( "' any order.
The quantities 2y ( »; 37 ) can be expanded into series In . T he calculation of order
2 is com pletely parallel to the one in the Jast section, therefore we just give the result:

Z1(2; 35 )=1+ 225 92" (3.7)
Zo(2; 35 )= 20+ 2@ o+ 25 02/ (3.8)
Z3(2; 35 )= s+ 2@ s+ 25 020 (3.9)

Clarly Z1(2; 35 )% Zy(2; 35 ), ie. the W ard dentity does not hold in i’s usual
form ! The reason for this is easily traced badk to the extra contribution of the free

10



electron Lagrangian insertion in g. 3 which contributes to the self energy and therefore
to Z,(2; 37 ), but does not appear In the vertex function and In Z; (,; 3; ). Ik is,
however, easy to derive them odi ed W ard dentiy from the fam iliar one. The resul is

S S R S (3.10)
Zz(25 37 ) Z1(25 35 )

T he renom alized ne structure constant is obtained from the relation

= % 022 (25 37 V2325 35 V=2 (25 35 ): (3.11)
In order * this gives

n
2

(@]
1)
= 0223 1+ R 2)+ 1 3+ 223 0Z3

(312)

O riginally, instead ofZ 3(1) onehad Z 3(1)+ 27 2(1) 27 1(1) , the Jast tw o temm s canceldue to the

W ard identity. T his cancellation also happens In higher orders. T herefore, though the
W ard dentity ism odi ed In our approach, the \old" W ard identity for the coe cients,
Zl( ' = Zz( ), still does its Fb.

W e have to determ ne the extremum of 312) for = 1 with respect to the two
variabls ,; 3.0ne easily sees that

@ =@ 2 = 2@ =@ 3 for 2= 33 (3.13)
Thusthere isan extremum wih , = 3. Thisisin facta necessary condition. T herefore,
from now on we shall take

2= 3 : (3.14)
For = 1 the rlation (312) then smpli esto

n o
= ,4°% 3% . °: (345)
Here we have de ned
) 2 2
wih b again being the st coe cient In the expansion of the - function, () =
be + : The structure of (3.15) is very sim ilar to (220) an can be discussed along

the sam e lnes. Them axinum is at

1 = ,C °*=2: 317)

T his equation has jist one real solution  and the solution lies in the ntervalbetween
0 and 1. (T he possbility of a precarious theory does not arise here from the beginning,
because | isnecessarily positive). E lim lnating (C one obtains

20 e ) = ero 1: (3.18)
—C C r :

11



Sowe ndthat ! O0for ! 1 ,imrespective ofthe behavior of . For the triviality
of QED see [14].
A s before, one can expand the solution of 317),

=1 oC=2+ 3( o,C)>=4 3(,C)’=2+ 55( oC)*=16+ ; 319)
and ntroduce i nto (3.15):

= ofl  oC + 3( oC)*=2 11( oC)°=4+ 91( ,C)*=16+ g: (320)

T he branching point can be found by sim ultaneously requiring the vanishing ofthe st
and second derivative of (3.15). It is located at (C = 8=27; = 3=2.

Tt is tem pting to look into the consequences of the nequality (3.18) if one takes it
seriously. To do this we have to extend the theory by including all elem entary charged
ferm jons and the charged W —bosons (assum ing, of course, that there exist no further
elem entary charged particles). W euse the sam e factor forallparticles in generalization
of 314). In the order in which we work, the various contribbutions to the vacuum
polarization sin ply add up. W e obtain again the relations (3.15), (318) but now

X
C = 02z 74 (3.21)
£

For the fermm jonic contrbutions one has, as in (3.16)

1 2
z —n—; 3.22)
3 M2’
while the W -boson contrbutes w ith opposite sign (see eg. [13)).
zZ > . 323
W ;3 4_ Mv% * ( )

For a num erical estin ate we use the physical m asses or kptons and W , whik for the
quarks (to be counted three tim es each for color) we take current m asses as given in [L4],
supplm ented by the value for the top quark. To be de nite we give the values used,
though they are not essential.

M, = 76;Mq= 133;M , = 260;M .= 1270;M , = 4250;M , = 176000M eV: (324)

For wemay either choose the uni cation scale = 10" GeV, or the P lanck m ass,
» = 10*° G eV, depending on where we expect that the theory becom esm odi ed and a
naturalcuto isprovided. Wethen nd Cy = 4635 and Cp = 57:59 which ladsto

0:086 or 0:069; (325)

respectively. Because is a m onotonically ncreasing finction of  these bounds are
reached for o ! 1 . The valie 1=137 would be ocbtained for | 1=98 and
o 1=90 respectively. C karly these considerations are highly speculative at this stage.
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4 Yang —M ills T heory

T he results of the Jast two sections, * —theory and QED , clearly depended on the sign
ofthe rst non-trivial correction to the renom alized coupling constant. This, in tum, is
directly connected to the positive sign ofthe -function for am all coupling. YangM ills
theories are asym ptotically free, the —fiinction is negative and the sign ofthe rst non—
trivial correction changes. N aively one would expect that we again obtain an equation
like (315) n QED, but wih the sign of the term with C reversed. This would inply
that there isno extremum inthelmi (C ! 1 . Sothemethod would simply avoid to
run into the previous conclisions by reflising to produce an extrem um .

A ctually, what happens is much m ore subtle. The structure of non-abelian gauge
theoriesw illenforoe a soecial choice of the Lagrangian ofthe —expansion, in order that
all the usual com pensations of the theory still take place. This In tum w ill reduce the
powerof in thetemm wih (C so that there willbe an extremum now . Fora suitable
behavior of (C the position of this extremum movesto n nitty when C ! 1 . So, a

nite renom alized coupling constant arises.

The usualYM -Lagrangian (the follow ing considerations hold for any non-abelian
gauge group, for sin plicity we use the Janguage ofQ CD ) has the form

L=2Lo+ gLs+ gLs+ golgn + GoLr + Ler ¢ @1)

Here L denotes the free part of L, L3 and L, denote the threegluion and fourgluon
couplings, Lgn the ghost Lagrangian, Ly the ferm ion-gluon coupling, and Lgr the gauge

xing tem . The explicit expressions are well known and there is no need to repeat
them here. W e use again Feynm an gauge for sin plicity. Rem em bering the result for
QED in the last section we Introduce a comm on scaling param eter forall elds from
the beginning. An essential m odi cation is necessary now in order not to destroy the
com pensations betw een various graphs of the sam e order in gy . C onsider, as illustration,
the second order contributions of g. 4 to the gluon propagator. T he three graphs in
the second line have two intemal lines and would get a factor ?, the graph in the third
line which contains the four gluon vertex has only one intemalglion line and would get
a factor only. Thiswould, of course, be a disaster.

Fortunately this apparent di culty can be sin ply overcom e by an appropriate choice
ofthe Lagrangian ofthe —expansion. W e introduce three functionswy( ; ); ws( ; );
and w4 ( ; ) to be speci ed later, which will be muliplied with the free part and the
three-and urglion couplings respectively. O ur Lagrangian reads

1
L= _Lo+ LI w ih (42.a)
5 1
L = wo(; )@ —)Lo+ ws(; )gLs+ Lgn+ Lr]l
+ %wy( ; )gLs+ Lgr ¢ 42.Db)

T he requirem ent that the original Lagrangian is recovered for = 1 givesthe conditions
wx(;1)=1; 43)

13



but we cannot sin ply put allwy identical to one for the reasons jist m entioned; we have
to in pose the conditions In posed by gauge invariance. Consider the vertex flinction
y i) with N extemalgluon lnes. In ordinary perturbation theory it has the expansion
X
v )= 9w o @4
\Y%
The number I of ntemal gluon lines is now not xed by N and V , because IEV) 1)
contains graphs w ith di erent num bers V3 of three glion and V, of four glion vertices.

W e Porget ghosts and ferm ions for the m om ent for sim plicity) . Obviously V. = V3 + 2V,.
Wemay wrte

X ]
Teo= T e: 4 5)

I

T he num bers of vertices can be expressed In term s of N and I:
V3=N 2V + 2I; V= 3V=2 N=2 1I: (4.6)

T he expansion for the vertex function in the —expansion, using the Lagrangian (4 2)
reads

|
X X . 2 1+J3 1
v i ;)= [ wagol™ [2wagt T * & o) [Pwo@  )T: @)

v I J=0 J

This should be obvious from com parison w ith the analogous expansions in the pre-
vious sections. The sum over J which represents the insertions, can be perform ed using
s 77 xI= (@ x) ', and V; and V, elin nated from (4.6). This resukts i

( ) 1
W3

X X
v ;)= Vgl sl P TN

" o): (@
v oWl Zwe@ )1 T Bz €8

W e m ust insist that the com pensations between various graphs of the sam e order in g
have to take place also In the —expansion. Thiswillbe the case ifand only if all the
contrbutions N“’ & w ill get a factor which depends on the order V only, but not on the
number I of ntemal glion lines. T herefore the curly bracket In (4.8) must be equal to

one. This gives a relation between the wy :

w2( i )=w( ;)0 Zwe( ;)@ )l 4.9)

For = 1,where the wy are equalto one, this relation is ful lled.

Tt is easily seen that the inclusion of ghosts and femm ions does not alter the previous
considerations because the latter always appear In three particlke vertices.

Using 4.9), the sum over I In (4.8) sinplies to B(,V) (1) . The insertions have,
of course, only apparently disappeared, they are now taken Into acoount through the
functionsws and w4 and their behavior dictated by (4.9).

14



There is som e freedom in solving (4.9). If we insist on a reasonable and sin ple solu—
tion, however, the result becom es essentially unique. W e want allw, to be polynom ials
In , In order to be sure that we don’t Introduce any singularities Into the Lagrangian
(42). In order that we can take the square root of w3 ( ; ) In (4.9) we have to choose

wal; )=10 ‘Zwo(; )@ )E where the factor 1= isinplied by @3). Fially we
may sinply choosewy( ; )= 1. Sowe arrive at
wol i )=1; w(; )=w(;)=01 20 )HF: (4.10)

T he calculation ofthe renom alized coupling constant  ( 2) at the renom alization scale

in order ? isnow straightforward along the lines of the two preceding sections. The
only di erence is the consideration of the additional factors (4.10) in the approprate
order. Tt is the factor of 1= there which im plies essential changes In the powers of
The resul reads

n (@]
(= 2, 1+ %[@ )+ oC]: @11)
W e now have
2
c! 4 b]n—z; 4.12)
w ith b the coe cient in the expansion ()= bg3+ ofthe - finction. (Strictly
Foeaking, we should better use din ensional reqularization, d= 4 2 , now, and later
retranslate 1= ! (%= 2)) For = 1 (4.11) becomes
(%)= of2 4+ ,C ‘g 4 13)

Theextremum isat = 1=(1 oC).Obviously wenow have > laslongas oC < 1.
Introducing this value for gives the sin ple r=lation

2 0
= —: 414
(") 1 C ( )
Now, ifforC ! 1 thebare coupling o goesto zero such thatl oC ! ! 0 one
has ! 1=C whith willbe nite if isproportionalto 1=C.

To bem ore explicit we have to note that (¢ 1=C must not depend upon the arbi-

trary renom alization scale . Therefore we have to Itroduce a dim ensional param eter

ocp andtake o 1=B bhn( *= Z.,)].Thiskadsto = I(’= Z.,)=In( *= 3.,)
and

1

4 bIn( 2= Z.p)

(%! Iy (415)
C

as it should. In a higherorder calculation it should be possbl to relate 4cp to the

cuto .

If there were so m any fermm ions that the theory would no longer be asym ptotically

free, b would be negative and the theory would beocom e trivial as In the exam ples of the

previous sections.
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5 Conclusions

T he ansatz of scaling the whole free Lagrangian, incliding the kinetic tem , appearsboth
sin ple and powerful. In this paper we restricted to one loop order and to a calculation
of the renom alized coupling constant. G eneralizations to higher orders and/or to the
calculation of the whole e ective potential appear straightforward in principle, w thout
any new conceptional problem s.

A characteristic of the m ethod is, that one has to consider the bare constant gy as

given and the renom alized coupling constant g as a function ofthe expansion param eter
. One cannot do it the other way round, because then an expansion wih respect to
becom es mm possble. Therefore i will need som e further considerations before the
m ethod can be applied to other problem s in  eld theory.

F inally, one should frankly adm it that allthesem ethods ofgoing beyond perturbation
theory have a \distinctly alchem ical avor" as phrased by D uncan and Jones [§]. The
solitting of the Lagrangian Into Ly and L; is widely ambiguous, som etin es it m ay be
advantageous or even m andatory to use a m ore com plicated dependence of L; upon ,
and nally every quantity to be calculated (even a function, say a power or a logarithm ,
of the orighalquantity) leads to a di erent position ofthe extrem um . N evertheless, the
Inherent am biguities of the m ethod can be overcom e by using physical principles and
sim plicity argum ents and lad to results which go far beyond naive perturbation theory.

A cknow ledgem ent : Ithank P.Haberland M . Jam In for reading the m anuscript and
for valuable suggestions.
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F igure C aptions

Fig. 1: One particle irreducible contributions to the two point fiinction in  * —theory
up to order 2. Here and in the ollow ing, the thick dot denotes the insertion of the free
Lagrangian.

Fig. 2: Contrbutions to the vertex fiinction in * —theory up to order 2.

Fig. 3: O nepartick irreducible contributions to the electron two point finction, photon
two point fiinction, and vertex filnction in QED up to order 2.

Fig. 4: Contrbutions to the two point function In YangM ills theory.
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