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A bstract

W e discussthe problem of form ulating the continuum lim it ofchiral
gauge theories ( GT) In the absence of an explicitly gauge-invariant
regulator for the ferm ions. A solution isproposed which is independent
of the details of the regulator, wherein one considerstwo cuto scals,

£ b, Por the form ions and the gauge bosons respectively. O ur
recent non-perturbative lattice construction in which the ferm ions live
on a ner lattice than do the gauge bosons, is seen to be an exam ple
of such a schem e, providing a nite algorithm for smulating GT.
The essential di erence w ith previous (onecuto ) lattice schemes is
clari ed: in our form ulation the breakage of gauge Invariance is an ali,
O ( 2= %), and vanishes in the continuum lm it. Finally, we argue
against 2-D m odelsbeing signi cant testing grounds for 4-D regulators
of GT.
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Chiral gauge theories ( GT) contaln very interesting features which
m ake them worth exploring non-perturbatively. The Jattice provides an
elegant m ethod for gauge-invariant non-perturbative studies of non-abelian
gauge eld interactions. Unfortunately, a lattice formulation of G T, sui-
able for com puter sim ulations, has proven to be elusive, plagued by the
Infam ous ferm ion doubling problem EZI_:]. T he rem oval of the unphysical dou—
blr m odes from the spectrum requires explicit breakage of chiral gauge
sym m etry, or the Introduction of new elds carrying the gauge charge. O ne
must then take care to elim lnate these undesired e ects In the continuum
Iin it. For theories w ith a net gauge anom aly in the ferm ion representations
this is indeed im possible.

In this paper, we discuss our recent lattice form ulation E_Z]. We rst
explain the essential idea of using a two-cuto regulator, and then brie y
review our Inplam entation of this idea In a nite com putational schem e.
Finally, we com pare w ith other proposals in the literature.

1 Two€uto Regulators.

W e assum e that we have a gauge-invariant requlatorthat cutso non-abelian
gauge boson m om enta above , whik the requlator for the ferm ion loops
Wih cuto scal ) breaks chiral gauge symm etry explicitly. It is not
In portant fornow thattheparticularcuto m ethod in question isthe lattice.
(Indeed we do not know ofany continuum or lattice ferm ion regulator which
is exactly gauge-nvariant. The last reference in [;l:] provides good reasons
why this should be s0.). Theusualchoie is = ¢, butwewill soon see
the virtue of taking ¢ be

A fter form ally integrating over ferm ion elds in the path integral, we get
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W e have w ritten the regulated chiral ferm ion determ inant as the exponential
of the ferm ion onedoop e ective action, . B ]. For sinplicty we om it
sources or extemal ferm lon lnes in this discussion. They are treated fully
In ref. -E]. T he gauge boson m easure is taken to nclide gauge- xing and
ghost tem s. O n the Jattice it is desireabl to om it gauge- xing, but it w ill
be easy to account for this once we understand the gauge— xed case.
Thepresence ofthecuto makes |
of A , whereas gauge-invariance BR ST -invariance) is crucial form aintain—
Ing unitarity in the continuum limi ¢4 ! 1 . In particular, divergent

A ]a gauge non-invariant finctional



ferm ion loops can Induce non-invariant e ects which survive in the lim it

f ! 1 . These divergences are Iocalin A and can be lkgiim ately sub-
tracted Wwe w ill see that this isonly true in a theory in which gauge anom a—
lies cancel). W e therefore assum e that any necessary gauge non-invariant
subtractions are already done in de ning  _, so that

SRl Oo@=3%); n>0; @)
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where ¢ isthe gauge transfom ation generator at x In the gauge-direction a.
N aively onem ight think that gauge invariance is then restored to the theory

In the continuum lim it. However, for ¢ =  this conclusion is only valid
at onedoop. W hen the gauge elds in . A ] get ntegrated In Z , gauge
boson loops induce BRST non-invariant term s of order { = %, m n.

Thus Just having eg. (2) In a onecuto scheam e is not enough: the BRST —
violhting divergences w ould have to be cbtained and subtracted to allorders,
thereby precluding non-perturbative investigations! O n the other hand, in
our two—cuto scheam e the naive expectation is really true; gauge invariance
is clearly restored to all orders in the continuum ]jmit:—i [ O |
(thatis ¢! 1 before ! 1 ).Theinportance oftaking the continuum
Iim it in this fashion was stressed earlier in ref. -[_3].

How can we view this less fam iliar two—cuto schem e? In principk, one
can Integrate out the ferm ions between ¢ and 1, only, thereby m atching
to a theory with a single cuto br Wih a local e ective Jagrangian which
is not gauge-invariant. However we know from our two-cuto analysis that
for ¢ b ( £ appearing In the couplings of the onecuto Jlagrangian
now ) the non-invariant term s in this e ective Jagrangian com pensate for the
gauge non-nvariance of the cuto procedure to all orders w hen calculating
am plitudes. In thism atching the onecuto gauge coupling at y, g, is one—
loop renom alized by the fermm ions integrated out between the two cuto s,
so that

t
1=} = 1=} + (122( 2))109( £= bli 3)

where gy is the two—cuto bare coupling In eg. (1). W e can rew rite the

partition functional in term s of gy:
R
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where we de ne a ‘fully renom alized’ ferm ion e ective action

Z
R _ © () _ 4 .
= . + (48 Z)bg( £= b) d*xtrFF F . (5)




Ris niteas ¢! 1 with 1 xed,because tsonly divergencew ith ¢ has

been subtracted (the gauge non-invariant ones were already subtracted). In
this form it is sin ple to see how the BRST invariance of the theory em erges
In our continuum Im it: one rsttakes ¢! 1 sothe resulting ( nite) R
isexactly gauge-invariant (shce ® and di erby a gauge nvariant tem .).

Now Xt us transhte the above discussion to the case where there is no
gauge- xIng, by putting kack the functional integration over the gauge orbits

fA g, R i
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The crucial new feature here is that the gauge-orbit integration has intro—
duced a new eld wihout a kinetic temm at treedevel) into the partition
fiinctional. If Rf is not gauge-invariant, then Rf B ] is dependent on

, and so the eld in generalbecom es a strongly interacting el in the
theory, as opposed to com pletely decoupling. N ote that one can take the

eld to transform under the gauge group, In w hich case the theory is exactly
BR ST -nvariant, but it is not the BR ST —invariant theory we wanted! It con—
tains extra unw anted degrees of freedom . In our two-cuto ocontinuum Im it
however, doesdecocuple: takingthelimit ¢! 1 first, weobviousl get
a nite R’ which is com pktely independent of

2 A Lattice Im plem entation.

W e In plem ent the two—cuto idea by having the ferm ions live on a lattice
w ith spacing £ 1= ¢ and the gauge bosons live on a lattice w ith spac—
ngb 1=, wih f Db. The full details were worked out in ref. {].
Earlier related ideas were discussed in refs. §1f]. Our target continuum

theory consists of keft-handed fermm ions, 1, transform ing under the gauge
group, and an equalnum ber of decoupled sterile right-handed ferm ions, R .
T herefore the continuum ferm ion covariant derivative is given by
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O ur lattice regularization of the partition fiinctional is given by
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T he Jattice action for the gauge elds is entirely standard and gauge invari-
ant: U (s) = e™® © isthe gauge el variablk on the link (s;s+ ) ofa
reqular lattice w ith spacing b, and Sg U ] is the standard W ilson actjong].
W e have not used any gauge- xing here. T he ferm lons are how ever treated
quite unconventionally. Their f-lattice nely subdivides the b-lattice, and
the ferm ion e ective action depends on the b-attice gauge elds through
a gauge eld,u = ef?® living on the links of the f-attice. This flattice
gauge eld, u, is not an independent degree of freedom in the path integral;
it is a careful interpolation to the f-lattice of the b-attice gauge eld U .

Before looking at the properties of the interpolation u U ], we clarify our
de niion of [u] for arbitrary f-lattice gauge elds. T he operators appear—
Ing in the determ nants are just the naive f-lattice versions of the corre—
soonding continuum ones. The determm inants are then just ordinary nite
determ inants (in nite volum e). Fom ally, if we send £ to zero we see that
w e get the statem ent that the nom ofthe chiral ferm ion determ inant is jast
the determ inant for vector-like D irac ferm ions. T his is an identity because
the nom is the product of determ inants for the desired chiral ferm ionsw ith
that for the conjugate chiral ferm ions; the chiral ferm ions and their con Ju—
gates add up to a vectorlike D irac representation. Thus form ally,as£ ! 0
we havee B 1= det[jDA], aswe should. For nite f we have a legitin ate
regulator [_2] which separately requlatesRe and Im  (m agnitude and phase
of e ), corresponding to the parity-even and parity-odd parts of the e ec—
tive action. E arlier versions of this trick are in refs. E@][_ES]E_Z]. This allow s
us to restrict the loss of gauge invariance due to the cuto , because i is
wellknown from latticeQ CD how to gauge Invariantly regulate vector-lke
detem inants whik also elin inating the unwanted doublr poles in ferm ion
propagators, by the addition of the gauge-invariant “standard W ilson’ temm
fD? (see [g]) . Thusitisonly In thatbreaksgauge invariance: the doubler
poles have been elim inated by addition of a thiralW ilson’ tem , £ @2 f_é].
N ote there is no way to m ake this term gauge invariant (as expected from
general argum ents) because, in the D detem inant, ; transformm s under
the gauge group while the r are singlkts, and the W ilson term nvolves a
chirality— .

An elem entary power-counting [_2] show s that

@ ]= bcal functionalofa (x)+ O (£?); )

This is In agreem ent w ith the general considerations of the previous discus—
sion: the tetm swhich donot vanish as £ ! 0 should be local. Furthem ore



they are pariy-odd, because the parity-even part of has been gauge-
Invariantly regulated. The unique such local functional (up to a constant
factor, which we sim ply calculated) is

i
12 2
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the relative coe cient between the two tem s being xed by the W ess-
Zum Ino consistency condition {_l-(:i] (ie. the requirem ent that the RHS is
¢ of som ething). The consistent anom aly term cannot be elim inated by
adding suitably chosen localoounterterm sto fu]because it isnot the result
of £ on any local finctional. T his is the signi cance of the gauge anom aly.
T he potentially Jarge (O (1)) breakage of gauge invariance w ill how ever van—
ish when anom alies cancel am ong the fermm ion representations in 1. We
w ill assum e this to be the case from now on, so that
2 u] O (F9): (11)

X

Now lt ustake into acoount the fact that our f-lattice gauge el isto
be ocbtained by interpolating the b-attice gauge eld. In ref. ['g], nspired
by ref. [[1], we descrbbed how to do this, the interpolated eld m inin iz—
Ing the (f-dattice) YangM ills action in each b-lattice hypercube sub Fct to
boundary conditions set by the b-attice gauge eld values. T he details are
not In portant here. Instead we Just note that the interpolation procedure
en pys the follow ing properties Q]. (i) Gauge Invariance: for any gauge
transform ation on a b-attice gauge eld U, there exists an interpolated
gauge transform ation ! on u such that

W pUl=u U I (12)

Therefore if [u] is exactly f-Jattice gauge-nvariant, U ]] is exactly b-
lattice gauge-invariant. (i) Su cient sm oothness: O f course fu] is only
gauge-invariant up to O (f2), so In order for this to be true of U 1], the
Interpolation procedure must be an ooth enough to not Introduce powers
of 1=f. (il Locality: the interpolation does not introduce any spurious
sihgularities in b-lattice gauge eldmom enta nto u U ]]. () Lattice space—
tin e sym m etries are respected. T he existence ofthis interpolation com pletes
our construction ofthe requlated partition finctionalin thetwo—cuto fom .
T hough wem ust choose chiralgauge representationsw ith cancelled gauge
anom alies, wew illtypically have glolalclassical sym m etriesw hich are anom a—
ous (such as baryon plis kpton number In the standard m odel). W e have



checked by a fermm ion onedoop lattice calculation that the associated cur-
rents obey the wellkknown anom alous W ard identity up to O (£2) 'Q]. The
one-loop result becom es exact to all orders In our continuum lm it because,
again, integrating over gauge boson elds cannot elin inate the £2 suppres—
sion. This is a proof of the non-renom alization theoram for the one-loop
anom aly. Such anom alies are the basis for the non-perturbative phenom enon
of ferm ion—-num ber violation (such as standard m odel B+ L)-=violation) LL-_Z]
In our scheam e cluster decom position ofthe fiulltheory m ust be carefiilly used
to obtain ferm ion-num ber violating am plitudes from the ferm ion-num ber
conserving sector, where external ferm ions are easily treated g].

In the discussion of section 1, we form ally considered the Im it ¢ ! 1 .
M athem atically this was perfectly sensible, but In a nie com putation we
must keep £ smallbut nite. W e know that there is a su clently snmall
value of £=b for any particular am plitude one wants, but the question is
how gn all? W e just need to take £ an allenough so that we are insensitive
to the O (£?) viblations of gauge Invariance. For exam plk an induced non-—
invariant gauge boson m ass term should have a coe cient of order f 2=1*.
To be Insensitive to this in a physical volum e L4, weneed £=1¥ to be an aller
than the infrared cuto , 1=L . W e believe this is a reasonably conservative
estim ate, though it is possble that even for larger values of £=b, the theory
is already in the \symm etric phase" in the sense of ref. [[]. This iswell
worth exploring.

T here are tw o features of our schem e that require greater com putational
e ort com pared w ith sim ulating vector-like theories such asQCD . T hey are
the interpolation perform ed on each b-lattice gauge eld, and the calcula-
tion of the detem inant of a larger m atrix since the ferm ions live on a ner
Jattice than the gauge bosons. Since 4-D sin ulations are di cult, onem ight
In agine that it is possble to test the m ethod in 2-D m odels. The chiral
Schw inger m odel has often been considered as a test ground for GT reg—
ulators E][_Z]{_l?;]t_l-fl]. H owever, we do not believe this provides a signi cant
test for higher dim ensions. 2-D is a very special case: Instead of having
gauge non-invariant e ects of O ( = %) asin 4D, onehasgy= I to all
orders (since the coupling is din ensionfiil). T his im plies that all the non-
anom alous chiral sym m etries get restored in the continuum Ilimit ! 1 in
any onecuto construction satisfying eq. (2).



3 D iscussion.

The essential in provem ent in our approach is that we have a regulated
e ective action where gauge invariance is broken by a sn all am ount. The
idea that a am all breakage of gauge sym m etry should not be in portant in
the continuum lin it goesback to refs.[[3]§]. Furtherm ore it hasbeen tested
In real sin ulations for a pure gauge theory t_l-§] The problem was however
to clarify what was m eant by a \sm all" breakage of the gauge symm etry.
W e have seen that In a onecuto oonstruction, the breaking at one loop is
typically O (I= "), which isnot in any sense an all for gauge boson m om enta
of order the cuto . In our two-attice form ulation, how ever, (f=b)? is the
an all param eter that controls the breaking of gauge nvariance and can be
m ade as sn all as necessary (cbviously at som e com putational expense).

A 1l previous proposals or requlating GT break the gauge symm etry
or introduce extra degrees of freedom (eg. Higgs eld). The wellknown
W ilsonYukawa m odels i_l-j] essentially have a construction lke eq.(6) with

f= 1p. Thesemodels have been extensively studied {_l-é_j], w ith the result
that there is no region in the phase diagram that succeeds in decoupling
doublers and has charged chiral ferm ions In the spectrum . In light of the
previous discussion, this is easy to understand: whenever doublers are de—
coupled, ram ains strongly coupled and only sterile com posites are
light. A sin flar problem a icts the proposal of E ichten and P reskill [{3].

The bverlap’ form ulation of the chiral determ inant [13] satis eseq. (2).
But because the authors take £ = b In their lattice proposal, beyond one-
loop we expect there to be large deviations from the target theory as one
attem pts to take the continuum lim it.

The socalled Yauge xing’ approach was introduced by the R om e group
[4] and also considered for di erent ferm jon Jattice actions n ROI7]. It
correspondsto the form ofeqg.(l) wih £ = b. The eld isabsentbecauseof
gauge- xIng. T he breakage of gauge invariance is not am all, but a com plete
set of BRST ~wviolhting counterterm s is tuned so as to restore the BRST —
dentities In the continuum lim it. T he existence of this construction is on
a very solid footing to all orders in perturbation theory, but i is not yet
clkar how the schem e will work in practice, and whether it is truly non—
perturbative in the face 0of G rbov am biguities n the gauge- xing procedure
B,

Recently there hasbeen renewed interest [111P5184] {[4] in the old idea
22123161141 of coupling interpolated lattice gauge elds to fem ions regu-
lated in the continuum , in an attem pt to preserve chiral sym m etries. This



was triggered by "t Hooft’s proposal [:l-;] to preserve global chiral symm e~
tries In vector-like gauge theories, using a PauliV illars regqulator for the
continuum fermm ions. In this case, the advantage of the P auliV illars requla—
tor is clear: it does break the anom alous chiral sym m etry, but it preserves
the non-anom alous ones (In the context of Q CD , for instance, pions would
be exactly m assless w thout the need for asym m etric counterterm s). W e
want to stress however that, in dealngwih GT,the In portant point in "t
H ooft’s proposal is not that the ferm ions live in the continuum , as is often
thought. A ffer allwe do not know of any continuum gauge-nvariant regu-—
lator for chiral ferm ions either. T he point is that it pem is the separation
of the ferm jon and boson cuto scales ( ¢ >> ), n such a way that the
ratio of the two scales controls the breaking of the chiral sym m etry. :f:

Refs. -B] di er from all other proposals in that the gauge elds are
regulated by a higher covariant derivative procedure. H owever the correct
two-cuto Il it is taken.

W e wish to thank JL.A onso, Ph. Boucaud, S.Colman, M . Golden,
S.Hsu, S.Kachru, O . Narayan, O . Pene, K. Rapgopal and C . Rebbi for
discussions.
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