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A bstract

W ediscusstheproblem ofform ulatingthecontinuum lim itofchiral

gauge theories (�G T) in the absence ofan explicitly gauge-invariant

regulatorfortheferm ions.A solution isproposed which isindependent

ofthedetailsoftheregulator,wherein oneconsiderstwo cuto� scales,

�f � �b,for the ferm ions and the gauge bosons respectively. O ur

recentnon-perturbativelatticeconstruction in which theferm ionslive

on a �nerlattice than do the gauge bosons,isseen to be an exam ple

ofsuch a schem e, providing a �nite algorithm for sim ulating �G T.

The essentialdi�erence with previous (one-cuto�) lattice schem es is

clari�ed:in ourform ulation thebreakageofgaugeinvarianceissm all,

O (�2

b
=�2

f
), and vanishes in the continuum lim it. Finally, we argue

against2-D m odelsbeingsigni�canttesting groundsfor4-D regulators

of�G T.
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Chiral gauge theories (�G T) contain very interesting features which

m ake them worth exploring non-perturbatively. The lattice provides an

elegantm ethod forgauge-invariantnon-perturbativestudiesofnon-abelian

gauge �eld interactions. Unfortunately,a lattice form ulation of�G T,suit-

able for com puter sim ulations, has proven to be elusive, plagued by the

infam ousferm ion doubling problem [1].Therem ovaloftheunphysicaldou-

bler m odes from the spectrum requires explicit breakage of chiralgauge

sym m etry,ortheintroduction ofnew �eldscarrying thegaugecharge.O ne

m ust then take care to elim inate these undesired e�ects in the continuum

lim it.Fortheorieswith a netgaugeanom aly in theferm ion representations

thisisindeed im possible.

In this paper,we discuss our recent lattice form lulation [2]. W e �rst

explain the essentialidea ofusing a two-cuto� regulator,and then brie
y

review our im plem entation ofthis idea in a �nite com putationalschem e.

Finally,we com pare with otherproposalsin theliterature.

1 T wo-C uto� R egulators.

W eassum ethatwehaveagauge-invariantregulatorthatcutso�non-abelian

gauge boson m om enta above �b,while the regulator for the ferm ion loops

(with cuto� scale � f) breaks chiralgauge sym m etry explicitly. It is not

im portantfornow thattheparticularcuto�m ethod in question isthelattice.

(Indeed wedonotknow ofany continuum orlatticeferm ion regulatorwhich

is exactly gauge-invariant. The last reference in [1]provides good reasons

why thisshould be so.). The usualchoice is�b = �f,butwe willsoon see

the virtueoftaking �f � �b.

Afterform ally integrating overferm ion �eldsin thepath integral,weget

Z =

Z

D A j� b
e
�
R

1

4g2
0

trF 2

�� + J�A �

e
�� f

[A �]
: (1)

W ehavewritten theregulated chiralferm ion determ inantastheexponential

ofthe ferm ion one-loop e�ective action,�� f
[A �]. For sim plicity we om it

sourcesforexternalferm ion linesin thisdiscussion. They are treated fully

in ref. [2]. The gauge boson m easure is taken to include gauge-�xing and

ghostterm s.O n the lattice itisdesireable to om itgauge-�xing,butitwill

beeasy to accountforthisonce weunderstand thegauge-�xed case.

Thepresenceofthecuto�m akes�� f
[A]agaugenon-invariantfunctional

ofA �,whereasgauge-invariance (BRST-invariance)iscrucialform aintain-

ing unitarity in the continuum lim it �f;b ! 1 . In particular,divergent
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ferm ion loops can induce non-invariant e�ects which survive in the lim it

�f ! 1 . These divergences are localin A � and can be legitim ately sub-

tracted (wewillseethatthisisonly truein a theory in which gaugeanom a-

lies cancel). W e therefore assum e that any necessary gauge non-invariant

subtractionsare already done in de�ning �� f
,so that

�
a
x�[A]� O (1=�nf); n > 0; (2)

where�ax isthegaugetransform ation generatoratx in thegauge-direction a.

Naively onem ightthink thatgaugeinvarianceisthen restored to thetheory

in the continuum lim it. However,for�f = �b thisconclusion isonly valid

at one-loop. W hen the gauge �elds in �� f
[A]get integrated in Z ,gauge

boson loops induce BRST non-invariant term s of order �mb =�
n
f, m � n.

Thusjusthaving eq. (2)in a one-cuto� schem e isnotenough:the BRST-

violatingdivergenceswould havetobeobtained and subtracted toallorders,

thereby precluding non-perturbative investigations! O n the otherhand,in

ourtwo-cuto� schem ethenaiveexpectation isreally true;gauge invariance

is clearly restored to allorders in the continuum lim it
� f

� b
! 1 ;�b ! 1

(thatis�f ! 1 before�b ! 1 ).Theim portanceoftakingthecontinuum

lim itin thisfashion wasstressed earlierin ref.[3].

How can we view thislessfam iliartwo-cuto� schem e? In principle,one

can integrate outthe ferm ions between �f and �b only,thereby m atching

to a theory with a single cuto� � b,with a locale�ective lagrangian which

isnotgauge-invariant. Howeverwe know from ourtwo-cuto� analysisthat

for �f � �b (�f appearing in the couplings ofthe one-cuto� lagrangian

now)thenon-invariantterm sin thise�ectivelagrangian com pensateforthe

gauge non-invariance ofthe cuto� procedureto allorderswhen calculating

am plitudes.In thism atching theone-cuto� gaugecouplingat� b,gb,isone-

loop renorm alized by the ferm ionsintegrated outbetween the two cuto�s,

so that

1=g2b = 1=g20 +
t2( )

(12�2)
log(�f=�b); (3)

where g0 is the two-cuto� bare coupling in eq. (1). W e can rewrite the

partition functionalin term sofgb:

Z =

Z

D A j� b
e
�
R

1

4g2
b

trF 2

�� + J�A �

e
�R
� f

[A �]
; (4)

wherewe de�nea ‘fully renorm alized’ferm ion e�ective action

�R = �� f
+

t2( )

(48�2)
log(�f=�b)

Z

d
4
xtrF��F

��
: (5)
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�R is�niteas� f ! 1 with �b�xed,becauseitsonlydivergencewith � f has

been subtracted (thegaugenon-invariantoneswerealready subtracted).In

thisform itissim pleto seehow theBRST invarianceofthetheory em erges

in ourcontinuum lim it:one �rsttakes� f ! 1 so the resulting (�nite)�R

isexactly gauge-invariant(since�R and �di�erby agaugeinvariantterm .).

Now letustranslate the above discussion to the case where there isno

gauge-�xing,by puttingbackthefunctionalintegration overthegaugeorbits

fA 
g,

Z =

Z

D 
j� b

Z

D A j� b
e
�
R

1

4g2
b

trF 2

��

e
�R
� f

[A 


� ]
: (6)

The crucialnew feature here is thatthe gauge-orbit integration hasintro-

duced a new �eld (without a kinetic term at tree-level) into the partition

functional. If �R
� f

is not gauge-invariant, then �R
� f
[A 


�]is dependent on


,and so the 
 �eld in generalbecom esa strongly interacting �eld in the

theory,asopposed to com pletely decoupling.Note thatone can take the


�eld to transform underthegaugegroup,in which casethetheory isexactly

BRST-invariant,butitisnotthe BRST-invarianttheory we wanted!Itcon-

tainsextra unwanted degreesoffreedom .In ourtwo-cuto� continuum lim it

however,
 doesdecouple:taking thelim it� f ! 1 first,weobviously get

a �nite�R which iscom pletely independentof
.

2 A Lattice Im plem entation.

W e im plem entthe two-cuto� idea by having the ferm ionslive on a lattice

with spacing f � 1=�f and the gauge bosons live on a lattice with spac-

ing b � 1=�b,with f � b. The fulldetails were worked out in ref. [2].

Earlier related ideas were discussed in refs. [4][5]. O ur target continuum

theory consists ofleft-handed ferm ions, L,transform ing underthe gauge

group,and an equalnum berofdecoupled sterileright-handed ferm ions, R .

Thereforethe continuum ferm ion covariantderivative isgiven by

D̂ � (6@ + i6A)
1� 
5

2
+ 6@

1+ 
5

2
: (7)

O urlattice regularization ofthe partition functionalisgiven by

Z

D A �e
�
R

1

4g2
0

trF 2

�� + tr
P

s
J�A �

::: !
Y

s

dU�(s)e
�S g[U ]+ tr

P

s
J�A �:::;

e
�[u[U ]]= det[i6D + fD

2]
1

2 : exp(iargdet[iD̂ + f@
2]): (8)
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Thelattice action forthegauge�eldsisentirely standard and gaugeinvari-

ant: U�(s)= eibA � (s) is the gauge �eld variable on the link (s;s+ �̂) ofa

regular lattice with spacing b,and Sg[U ]is the standard W ilson action[8].

W e have notused any gauge-�xing here.The ferm ionsare howevertreated

quite unconventionally. Their f-lattice �nely subdividesthe b-lattice,and

the ferm ion e�ective action depends on the b-lattice gauge �elds through

a gauge �eld,u� = eifa� living on the links ofthe f-lattice. This f-lattice

gauge �eld,u,is notan independentdegree offreedom in the path integral;

itisa carefulinterpolation to thef-lattice ofthe b-lattice gauge �eld U .

Beforelooking atthepropertiesoftheinterpolation u[U ],weclarify our

de�nition of�[u]forarbitrary f-lattice gauge�elds.Theoperatorsappear-

ing in the determ inants are just the naive f-lattice versions ofthe corre-

sponding continuum ones. The determ inants are then just ordinary �nite

determ inants(in �nite volum e). Form ally,ifwe send f to zero we see that

wegetthestatem entthatthenorm ofthechiralferm ion determ inantisjust

the determ inantforvector-like Dirac ferm ions. Thisisan identity because

thenorm istheproductofdeterm inantsforthedesired chiralferm ionswith

thatforthe conjugate chiralferm ions;the chiralferm ionsand theirconju-

gatesadd up to a vector-like Diracrepresentation.Thusform ally,asf ! 0

we have e�[a� ] = det[iD̂ ],as we should. For �nite f we have a legitim ate

regulator[2]which separately regulatesRe�and Im �(m agnitudeand phase

ofe�),corresponding to the parity-even and parity-odd parts ofthe e�ec-

tive action. Earlier versions ofthis trick are in refs. [6][5][7]. This allows

us to restrict the loss ofgauge invariance due to the cuto�,because it is

wellknown from lattice-Q CD how to gauge invariantly regulate vector-like

determ inantswhile also elim inating the unwanted doublerpolesin ferm ion

propagators,by theaddition ofthegauge-invariant‘standard W ilson’term

f D 2 (see[8]).Thusitisonly Im �thatbreaksgaugeinvariance:thedoubler

poleshave been elim inated by addition ofa ‘chiralW ilson’term ,f @2 [9].

Note there isno way to m ake thisterm gauge invariant(as expected from

generalargum ents) because,in the D̂ determ inant, L transform s under

the gauge group while the  R are singlets,and the W ilson term involves a

chirality-
ip.

An elem entary power-counting [2]showsthat

�
a
x�[u]= localfunctionalofa�(x)+ O (f2); (9)

Thisisin agreem entwith thegeneralconsiderationsofthepreviousdiscus-

sion:theterm swhich do notvanish asf ! 0 should belocal.Furtherm ore
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they are parity-odd, because the parity-even part of � has been gauge-

invariantly regulated. The unique such localfunctional(up to a constant

factor,which we sim ply calculated)is

�
a
x�[u]= �

i

12�2
����� tr[�

a
@�(a�@�a� �

i

2
a�a�a�)] + O (f2); (10)

the relative coe�cient between the two term s being �xed by the W ess-

Zum ino consistency condition [10](i.e. the requirem ent that the RHS is

�ax ofsom ething). The consistent anom aly term cannot be elim inated by

addingsuitably chosen localcounterterm sto �[u]becauseitisnottheresult

of�ax on any localfunctional.Thisisthesigni�canceofthegauge anom aly.

Thepotentially large(O (1))breakageofgaugeinvariancewillhowevervan-

ish when anom alies cancelam ong the ferm ion representations in  L. W e

willassum ethisto bethe case from now on,so that

�
a
x�[u]� O (f2): (11)

Now letustake into accountthefactthatourf-lattice gauge �eld isto

be obtained by interpolating the b-lattice gauge �eld. In ref. [2],inspired

by ref. [11],we described how to do this,the interpolated �eld m inim iz-

ing the (f-lattice)Yang-M ills action in each b-lattice hypercube subjectto

boundary conditionssetby the b-lattice gauge �eld values.The detailsare

notim portanthere. Instead we justnote thatthe interpolation procedure

enjoys the following properties [2]. (i) G auge invariance: for any gauge

transform ation 
 on a b-lattice gauge �eld U ,there exists an interpolated

gauge transform ation ! on u such that

u
!
�[U ]= u�[U


]: (12)

Therefore if�[u]is exactly f-lattice gauge-invariant, �[u[U ]]is exactly b-

lattice gauge-invariant. (ii) Su�cient sm oothness: O fcourse �[u]is only

gauge-invariant up to O (f2),so in orderforthisto be true of�[u[U ]],the

interpolation procedure m ust be sm ooth enough to not introduce powers

of1=f. (iii) Locality: the interpolation does not introduce any spurious

singularitiesin b-latticegauge�eld m om entainto�[u[U ]].(iv)Latticespace-

tim esym m etriesarerespected.Theexistenceofthisinterpolation com pletes

ourconstruction oftheregulated partition functionalin thetwo-cuto� form .

Though wem ustchoosechiralgaugerepresentationswith cancelled gauge

anom alies,wewilltypicallyhaveglobalclassicalsym m etrieswhich areanom a-

lous(such asbaryon pluslepton num berin the standard m odel). W e have
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checked by a ferm ion one-loop lattice calculation that the associated cur-

rents obey the well-known anom alous W ard identity up to O (f2)[2]. The

one-loop resultbecom esexactto allordersin ourcontinuum lim itbecause,

again,integrating overgauge boson �eldscannotelim inate the f2 suppres-

sion. This is a proofofthe non-renorm alization theorem for the one-loop

anom aly.Such anom aliesarethebasisforthenon-perturbativephenom enon

offerm ion-num berviolation (such asstandard m odel(B+ L)-violation)[12].

In ourschem eclusterdecom position ofthefulltheory m ustbecarefully used

to obtain ferm ion-num ber violating am plitudes from the ferm ion-num ber

conserving sector,whereexternalferm ionsare easily treated [2].

In thediscussion ofsection 1,weform ally considered thelim it�f ! 1 .

M athem atically thiswasperfectly sensible,butin a �nite com putation we

m ust keep f sm allbut �nite. W e know that there is a su�ciently sm all

value off=b for any particular am plitude one wants,but the question is

how sm all? W e justneed to take f sm allenough so thatwe are insensitive

to the O (f2)violations ofgauge invariance. For exam ple an induced non-

invariant gauge boson m ass term should have a coe�cient oforder f 2=b4.

To beinsensitiveto thisin a physicalvolum eL4,weneed f=b2 to besm aller

than the infrared cuto�,1=L. W e believe thisisa reasonably conservative

estim ate,though itispossiblethateven forlargervaluesoff=b,thetheory

is already in the \sym m etric phase" in the sense ofref. [16]. This is well

worth exploring.

Therearetwo featuresofourschem ethatrequiregreatercom putational

e�ortcom pared with sim ulating vector-like theoriessuch asQ CD.They are

the interpolation perform ed on each b-lattice gauge �eld,and the calcula-

tion ofthe determ inantofa largerm atrix since theferm ionslive on a �ner

latticethan thegaugebosons.Since4-D sim ulationsaredi�cult,onem ight

im agine that it is possible to test the m ethod in 2-D m odels. The chiral

Schwinger m odelhasoften been considered as a testground for�G T reg-

ulators[5][7][13][14].However,we do notbelieve thisprovidesa signi�cant

test for higher dim ensions. 2-D is a very specialcase: instead ofhaving

gauge non-invariant e�ects ofO (� m
b =�

n
f) as in 4-D,one has gm0 =�

n
f to all

orders (since the coupling is dim ensionful). This im plies that allthe non-

anom alouschiralsym m etriesgetrestored in thecontinuum lim it�! 1 in

any one-cuto� construction satisfying eq.(2).
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3 D iscussion.

The essential im provem ent in our approach is that we have a regulated

e�ective action where gauge invariance is broken by a sm allam ount. The

idea thata sm allbreakage ofgauge sym m etry should notbe im portantin

thecontinuum lim itgoesback to refs.[15][4].Furtherm oreithasbeen tested

in realsim ulationsfora pure gauge theory [16]. The problem washowever

to clarify what was m eant by a \sm all" breakage ofthe gauge sym m etry.

W e have seen thatin a one-cuto� construction,the breaking atone loop is

typically O (1=�n),which isnotin any sensesm allforgaugeboson m om enta

oforder the cuto�. In our two-lattice form ulation,however,(f=b)2 is the

sm allparam eterthatcontrolsthe breaking ofgauge invariance and can be

m ade assm allasnecessary (obviously atsom e com putationalexpense).

Allprevious proposals for regulating �G T break the gauge sym m etry

or introduce extra degrees offreedom (eg. Higgs �eld). The well-known

W ilson-Yukawa m odels[17]essentially have a construction like eq.(6)with

�f = �b. These m odelshave been extensively studied [18],with the result

that there is no region in the phase diagram that succeeds in decoupling

doublers and has charged chiralferm ions in the spectrum . In light ofthe

previous discussion,this iseasy to understand: wheneverdoublersare de-

coupled,
 rem ainsstrongly coupled and only sterile 
�  com positesare

light.A sim ilarproblem a�ictstheproposalofEichten and Preskill[19].

The‘overlap’form ulation ofthechiraldeterm inant[13]satis�eseq.(2).

But because the authors take f = b in their lattice proposal,beyond one-

loop we expect there to be large deviations from the target theory as one

attem ptsto take thecontinuum lim it.

Theso-called ‘gauge�xing’approach wasintroduced by theRom egroup

[9]and also considered for di�erent ferm ion lattice actions in [20][7]. It

correspondstotheform ofeq.(1)with f = b.The
�eld isabsentbecauseof

gauge-�xing.Thebreakageofgaugeinvarianceisnotsm all,buta com plete

set ofBRST-violating counterterm s is tuned so as to restore the BRST-

identities in the continuum lim it. The existence ofthis construction is on

a very solid footing to allorders in perturbation theory,but it is not yet

clear how the schem e willwork in practice,and whether it is truly non-

perturbativein thefaceofG ribov am biguitiesin thegauge-�xing procedure

[21].

Recently therehasbeen renewed interest[11][25][24][14]in theold idea

[22][23][5][4]ofcoupling interpolated lattice gauge �elds to ferm ions regu-

lated in the continuum ,in an attem ptto preserve chiralsym m etries. This
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was triggered by ’t Hooft’s proposal[11]to preserve globalchiralsym m e-

tries in vector-like gauge theories, using a Pauli-Villars regulator for the

continuum ferm ions.In thiscase,theadvantage ofthePauli-Villarsregula-

torisclear: itdoesbreak the anom alouschiralsym m etry,butitpreserves

the non-anom alousones(in the contextofQ CD,forinstance,pionswould

be exactly m assless without the need for asym m etric counterterm s). W e

wantto stresshoweverthat,in dealing with �G T,theim portantpointin ’t

Hooft’sproposalisnotthatthe ferm ionslive in the continuum ,asisoften

thought. Afterallwe do notknow ofany continuum gauge-invariantregu-

latorforchiralferm ionseither.The pointisthatitperm itsthe separation

ofthe ferm ion and boson cuto� scales(� f > > �b),in such a way thatthe

ratio ofthe two scalescontrolsthebreaking ofthe chiralsym m etry.z

Refs. [3]di�er from allother proposals in that the gauge �elds are

regulated by a higher covariant derivative procedure. However the correct

two-cuto� lim itistaken.

W e wish to thank J.L.Alonso,Ph. Boucaud,S.Colem an,M .G olden,

S.Hsu,S.K achru,O .Narayan,O .P�ene,K .Rajagopaland C.Rebbifor

discussions.
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