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A bstract

W e present som e generic argum ents dem onstrating that an e ec—
tive Lagrangian L.sr which, by de nition, contains operators O of
arbitrary din ensionality In general is not convergent, but rather an
asym ptotic serdes. Tt m eans that the behavﬁor of the far distant tem s
has a speci ¢ factorial dependence L¢+ N c&_on“; G, nhkn 1.

W e discuss a few apparently di erent problem s, which however
have som ething in comm on{ the aforem entioned n! behavior:

1E ective long distance theory descrbing the collective elds in
QCD;

2 E ective Berry phase potential which is obtained by integrating
over the fast degrees of freedom . A s is known, the Berry potential is
associated w ith induced local gauge sym m etry and m ight be relevant
for the com pacti cation problem at the P lanck scale.

3Nonlocal Lagrangians Introduced by G eorgirﬂl] for appropriate
treatm ent of the e ective eld theories w ithout power expanding.

4 The socalled im proved action in lattice eld theory where the
new , higher din ensional operators have been Introduced into the the-
ory in order to reduce the lattice artifacts.

5 C ogan ological constant problem and vacuum expectation values
n graviy.

W e discuss som e applications of this, seem ingly pure academ ic
phencm enon, to various physical problem s w ith typical energies from
1G eV to the P lank scalk.
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1 Introduction

Today it is w dely believed that all of our present realistic eld theories are
actually not fundam ental, but e ective theories. T he standard m odel is pre-
sum ably what we get when we Integrate out m odes of very high energy from
som e unknow n theory, and lke any othere ective eld theory, its lJagrangian
density contains tem s of arbitrary din ensionality, though the tem s In the
Lagrangian density w ith din ensionality greater than four are suppressed by
negative powers of a very largemassM . Even n QCD, for the calculation
ofprocessesata few GeV wewould use an e ective eld theory w ith heavier
quarks Integrated out, and such an e ective theory necessarily involves term s
In the Lagrangian of unlim ited din ensionality.

The basic idea behind e ective eld theories is that a physical process
at energy E M can be describbed in term s of an expansion In E=M , see
recent review s B],B],&]- In this case we can lin it ourselfby considering only
a few st leading tem s and neglect the rest. In this paper we discuss not
this standard formm ulation of the problem s, but rather, we are Interested In
the behavior of the coe cients of the very high din ensional operators n the
expansion. W e shall dem onstrate that these coe cients ¢, grow as fast as
a factorial n! for su ciently lJarge n. Thus, the series under discussion is
not a convergent, but an asym ptotic one. Such a behavior rases problam s
both of fuindam ental nature, conceming the status of the expansion and of
practical im portance, as to whether divergences can be associated w ith new
physical phenom ena. Ttmeans, rst ofall, that in order to m ake sense, such
a theory should be de ned by som e soeci ¢ prescription, for exam ple, by
Borel transform ation.

Let usnote, that our ram ark about the factorial dependence of the series
for arge n 1 is an absolutely irrelevant issue for the analysis of standard
problm s when we are Interested in the lIow energy lin it only. W e have
nothing new to say about these issues.

However, som etin es we need to know the behavior of whole series when
the distant term s in the series m ight be in portant. In this case the analysis
of the large order temm s In the expansion has som e physicalm eaning.

Such a situation m ay occur In a variety of di erent problem s as willbe
discussed n a m ore detail later In the text. Now lt us mention that in
general it occurs when the energy scale E isclosetoM or/and when two or
m ore Intermm ediate, not well ssparated scales, com e into the gam eﬂ:].

T his letter is organized in the llow Ing way. In the next section we argue,
by analyzing a coupl of exam ples, that the factorial behavior of the coe -
clents n front of the high dim ensional operators, is a very general property
ofe ective eld theories &.

2T he generality of this phenom enon can be com pared w ith the wellknow n property of
the large order behavior in perturbative ser_ies_[E;]. Asisknown a variety ofdi erent eld
theories (gauge theories, in particular) exhibits a factorialgrow th ofthe coe cients in the



In the last section we discuss som e possible applications of the cbtained
resuls to di erent eld theories w ith very di erent scales (from QCD prob—
Jem s to the coan ological constant problem ).

2 Basic Exam ples.

21 M ain Idea.

W e begin our analysis w ith the follow Ing rem ark. An e ective eld theory
can be considered as an particular case of the m ore general idea ofthe W ik
son operator product expansion (OPE). It has been dem onstrated recently
[8], that the OPE for som e speci ¢ correlation functions (heavy-light quark
system Q) in QCD isanasym ptotic, and not a convergent series. T he gen—
eral argum ents of the paperf6] have been explicitly tested in QCD , (Wwhere
the vacuum structure as well as the spectrum of the theory is known) w ith
the sam e conclusion conceming the asym ptotic nature of OPE [}]. In both
cases the argum ents were based on the dispersion relations and the general
properties of the spectrum ofthe theory. H owever, the experience w ith large
order behavior in perturbative seriesf] teaches us that the factorial grow th
of the coe cients is of very general nature and it is not speci ¢ property of
som e G reen finctions.

T hus, we expect that the asym ptotic nature ofthe OPE hasamucdch m ore
general origin and it is not related to the speci ¢ correlation functions, for
which it was found for the rst tin ef§].

To be more speci ¢ and in order to explain what is golng on w ith the
e ective theory when we Integrate out the heavy degrees of freedom , ket
us oconsider QED with one heavy electron ofmassM . The e ective eld
theory for photons can be ocbtained by integrating out the ferm ion degrees of
freedom . The m ost general solution of this problm is not known, however
In the case of a speci ¢ (constant) extemalelectric eld E the corresponding
expression for L.es is known (see. eg. the textbook B]). In order to nd
the OPE coe cients for the high din ensional operatorsE " one can expand
Lere In power ofE :

L Mt Gy (1)
£f = G =)
e N M 2

O f course, the eq.{l) is not the m ost general fom , because it does not
contain allpossibl operators, In particular those operators w hich would con—
tain som e tem s w ith derivatives @E . . Ourgoalnow isto dem onstrate

perturbative expansion w ith respect to coupling constant. This growth in perturbative

expansion is very di erent from the phenom enon we are discussing, where the factorial
behavior is related to high din ensionaloperators, and not to coupling constant expansion .

However, in spite ofthe apparent di erence of these phenom ena, actually they have som e
comm on generalorigin. W e shall discuss this connection later.



that we do have a factorial behavior already In this sin ple case where we
select only som e speci c class of operators, nam ely those  E".

Our next step is as llows. First of allwe shall nd an exact formula
forthen  dependence ofthe coe cients ¢, ; seocondly, we give a qualitative
explanation ofwhy such a factoralbehavior takesplace. O ur argum entation
w illbe so generalin form that it w illbe perfectly clear that thisphenom enon
is very universal n nature.

The e ective Lagrangian for the problm can be w ritten in the follow ing
way [g]:

1 %1 ds 1 e
52 = E cth E s) g]e ; @)
where we denote the extemal eld E together w ith its coupling constant e.
W e expand this expression In E using the fomula

1 hrea Xkl

= B
& 1 Tk

k=0

Leere =

©)

where B, are Bemoulli numbers. For large k these numbers as is known
exhioit factoral grow th:

xR
By = 2( 177 @n)! ! 2( 1)t en)t

.Fl C o= C )2n; n 1: @)

Thus, the coe cientsc, in the OPE (1)) are factorially divergent for large n:

G = i22nB M! ©@n)!: G)
g2t TR on)l N
In particular, or n = 2 this Pmula rproduces the weltknown Euler-
HeisenbergE ective lagrangian Ly , which isnothingbut the rstnontrivial
term in the series ():
2 &, ., )
oG B ©)
W e have rede ned the coupling constant e in this expression to present the
formula In a standard way.

Now, how one can understand this factorialbehavior §) in sin ple tem s?
W e suggest the follow ing aln ost trivial explanation which however is a very
universal In nature.

Let us ook at the function L.¢r (z) @') as an analytical finction of the
complex variable z = E=M ? for which the standard dispersion relations
hold. The factoral growth of the coe cients in the real part of L <¢¢ (2)
In plies that the corresponding In agihary part has a very speci ¢ behavior
ImLees (z) e ™ which Pllows from the dispersion relations:

z

Lgy =

X
f (z) £.z" £ @¥in!

n

dz°®
(ZO)n+ 2

mfE) ! ImfE) e (7)



Here we have Introduced an arbitrary analytical function f (z) to be m ore
general.
At the sam e tin e, an in aghary part of the am plitude, as is known, is
related to to a realphysical process: the pair-creation in the strong extemal
eld. W e have fairly good physical intuition of what kind of dependence
on the eld one could expect for such a physical process. Namely, as we
shall discuss later, this process can be thought as a penetration through a
potential barrier in the quasiclassical approxin ation. So, from a physical
point of view we would expect that the E dependence should have the
Pllowing form ImLees ) e ™. Aswe shall see this is exactly the case
orour QED exampl () and in a fll agreem ent w ith what the dispersion
relations 1) tellus.
Now, we would lke to present the explicit form ula for the probabiliy of
pair creation in the constant ekctric ed E . Tt isgiven by (sse eg.B)):
1 %1 ds 1 e
w= — — EcthEs) —-IIm ): @)
4 2 o & s
The \only" di erence w ith the ormula @) is the replacement Re (e isM 7y
Im e 7). H ow ever, this replacem ent com pletely m odi es the analytical
structure. Indeed, the explicit calculation ofthe coe cients in the power ex—
pansion for in a%jnary part in the ormula @) lkads to the ollow ing Integrals
which are zero dzsh (z)z®® ® sh[m 1) ]= 0. Thus, the in aghary
part is not expandable at E = 0 In agreem ent w ith our argum ents about a
singular behavior at thispoint e .
Fortunately, a direct ca]cu]atjonfj, w ithout using an expansion in power of
E can easily be perform ed w ith the follow ing nal resul, explicitly dem on—
strating the e ™% structure (see eg.B)):

E2xXl 1 (nMZ
W=— R
4 3 n2exp E

) ©)

n=1

A few comm ents are in oxder. F irst, the behaviorw (z) e 7% is exactly
what we expected. Ik can be interpreted as penetration through a potential
barrer in the quasiclassical approxin ation. Indeed, the standard formula
for the jonization ofa state w ith bound energy V 2M and extemal eld
E isproportionalto

z qd— CXDnStMZ
exp( 2 dx 2M V E x) eXP(T

which qualiratively explains the exact result ).
W e are not pretending here to have derived new result in QED .A llthese
classical form ulae have been wellknown foram any years. R ather, we wanted

3This ntegral can be reduced, in according to Cauchy theorem , to the calculation of
the contributions from the poles of the cthz function.



to explain, by analyzing thisQ ED exam ple, them ain source ofthe n! depen-—
dence In the E ective lagrangian. The E ective lagrangian, by de nition,
is a series of operators of arbitrary din ensions constructed from the light

eldsE . This is presum ably obtained from som e underlying eld theory by
Integrating out the heavy elds ofmassM . It is perfectly clkar that the
probability of the physical creation of the heavy particlkes with massM nn
extemal eld E is strongly suppressed exp ( Ei ). The dispersion re-—
lations thus unam biguously in ply that the coe cients in the real
part ofthe e ective lagrangian are factorialy large.

W e believe that this sim ple explanation is so universal n form that it can
be applied to alm ost arbitrary nontriviale ective eld theories leading to the
sam e conclusion about factorial behavior. W e shall consider another expla—
nation of the sam e phenom enon later in the text, but now we would lke to
note that the relation between in aghhary and realparts of the am plitudes of
course iswellknown, and heavily used in particle physics. In particular, the
recent analysis of the n ! behavior in the perturbative 2 expansion shows @],
that the physical m ultiparticle cross section ( the in agihary part) is expo-
nentially an all. This in portant resul is a sin ple consequence of digpersion
relations sim ilar to eq.(}).

W ewoul lke to com eback to ormula @) to explain this factorialbehav—
lor In the OPE onem ore tin e from an absolutely ndependent point of view .
Agalh, weuse QED as an exam pl to dem onstrate an idea, however, aswe
shall see, the argum ents which follow are m uch m ore general and universal
n nature.

A sisknown, aln ost allnontrivial eld theories exhibit factorialgrow th of
coe cients In the perturbative expansion w ith resoect to coupling constant
'Q].‘_’. . This factorial dependence can be understood as the rapid grow th ofthe
num ber of Feynm an graphsi.

Now, how one can understand the nature of the W ilson OPE in temn s
of the Feynm an graphs? A s is known the com putational recipe of the co—
e cients In the OPE is simple: it is necessary to ssparate large and sn all
distance physics. Large distance physics is presented by operators of light

elds; the am all distance contrlbution is explicitly calculated from the un-
derlying eld theory. Technically, in order to carry out this program , we cut
the perturbative graphs in all possble ways over the photon lnes (in gen—
eral case, a photon eld willbe replaced by som e light degrees of freedom ).
T hese lines present the extemal light elds. They are com bined together in
the speci c way to organize all possible operators. The coe cients in front
of these operators can be explicitly caloulated and they are detem ined by

D o not confiise this perturbative expansion w ith OPE and E  ective lagrangian we are
dealing w ith. These series are very di erent in nature, but they both exhbit an factorial
grow th.

5 Here we do not discuss the so-called renom alons which give the sam e factorial de—
pendence, but have a very di erent origin.



the an all distance physics.

From this technical explanation of the calculation of the coe cients in
the W ilson OPE i should be clar, that if the underlying theory pos—
sesses factorial grow th in the perturbative expansion, the E ective
lagrangian constructed from this theory exhibits the sam e facto-
rial behavior for the high dim ensional operators. The m oral of this
argum ent is very sin ple: the factorial grow th of the perturbative expansion
In the underlying theory can not disappear w ithout trace. It w ill show up in
the coe cients of the high din ensional operators in the E ective Jagrangian
obtained from the underlying theory.

Having dem onstrated the m ain result on factorial growth of the coe -
cients (n an E ective lJagrangian ) as universal phenom enon, we would lke
to discuss a few m ore exam ples.

2.2 Nonlocal Lagrangian.

Them ain goalofthis section is the dem onstration of the fact that In general
the so-called nonlcal lagrangians [10],[I] exhioit the sam e feature we have
been discussing in the previous section . N am ely, irregpective of the \an earing
" prescription of the nonlocal part of interaction, the corresponding E ec—
tive action, ocbtained In the standard way, w ill exhbit the factorial grow ing
coe cients for the high din ensional operators.

Before going Into details, ket us recall a few general results conceming
nonlocal lagrangians. F irst of all, we refer to the old review paper [l(] on
this sub fct regarding the m otivations. T he recent interest on this sub fct
was renewed in ref.fll] where it was advocated that such a lagrangians is the
usefil toolto dealw ith a physical situation in which the scales are not well
separated. Anyhow, ourm ain Interest at the m om ent is not a physical ap—
plication, but rather, the dem onstration of som e universal property for such
kind of system . T he next relevant ram ark conceming a nonlocal lJagrangian
is as follow s: the nonlocal, lowest din ensional coupling constant (let us say,
quartic) in general case can induce som e changes In the coupling term s w ith
larger number of elds (et say, six eight,..). Thus, we are foroed to con-
sider an e ective Lagrangian w ith operatorsw ith an aritrary num ber of low
energy elds. To be more soeci ¢, we shall consider the follow ng e ective
lagrangian for the scalar eld discussed in ref.fl)]:

Line= Gor °F (10)

r=1
Here, G,, are som e nonlocal fiinctions which are analytical In the region of
de nition, depend as a consequence of m om entum conservation on 2r 1
linearly independent m om enta, and m ay have din ensions proportional to
som e power of an in plicit scale ofnonlocality . W e assum e in what follow s
that the nonlocal couplings in the bare action (10) are of order of one (we



m ean by this that there is no strong dependence on r, like r! or s0); we shall
dem onstrate in this case that the Interactions w ill give the factorial grow Ing
coe cients for the high dim ensional operators In the corresponding E ective
lagrangian cbtained from (LQ).

W e start our analysis from the wellunderstood * interaction. T he issue
ofw hether the interaction is local or nonlocal is not relevant for the analysis
of the Jarge order behavior In E ective theory. A s we have discussed In the
previous section, in order to caloulate the coe cients for the high dim en-
sional operators, we have to: a) caloulate the num ber of graphs for the given
order n, b). cut the intemal lines to organize the operators of the m axin al
din ensions. For * theory, i iswellknown [11],{], that the large order be-
havior of perturbative series isn!. W hen we cut lines in order to produce
the extemal operators, each cut gives two extemal 2 elds. Thus, we get
operator " in the corresponding E ective Jagrangian w ith coe cient n!in
front of i (or, what is the sam e, we expect the follow Ing behavior for the
n thtem L, inthee ective Lagrangan L,  £)! 7).

W e would lke to generalize this result for the bare action w ith aritrary
din ensions {10). T the course of these calculations we shall reproduce the
(% ) 'behavior m entioned above. W e shall dem onstrate also that the essential
result w ill not be changed w ith the Increasing of din ensions of the vertices r
() provided that n  r. The last condition is required for the m ethod to
be applicable.

Let us rem ind that the Lipatov’s idea [11],H] of the calulation of large
orderbehavior n a eld theory isto present the coe cients Z , in the pertur-

bative expansion Z () = Z,g* through a contour integral in the com plex
g plne:
z I
dg
Zy D qk+1e s, 11)

where S ( ) isthe action ofthe scalar eld theory % “andD isthe standard
m easure for the functional Integral which de nes the theory W e discuss
here the perturbative expansion for the G rand P artition Function Z (). An
arbitrary correlation function can be considered in an analogous way. ). If
the theory possesses the classical instanton solution, then the calculation
of the integral over g can be done through stespest descent m ethod. This
m ethod is justi ed only for smallg. But for the large order k, the integral
over g is dom nated by the an all g contrloution. Indeed, In our speci c case
of * eld theory the classical instanton solution has the fllow ing property

a £ g, 1]. This can be seen from the saddke pont equations for
go k) and 4 k) (the actual equations are di erential equations, of course,
but we are keeping the track only on extemalparam eter k , disregarding all
com plications related to the coordinate x dependence) :

k a
R at % 4= 0; =) (12)
0



1 p- 1 5 1
al pa k; 9 ?; Sc1 a g k:

From these equations it is clearly seen that the classical action S
1=qgy k is param etrically lJarge for the large extemal param eter k. Thus,
the sam iclassical approxin ation is com pletely justi ed.

The generalization of these ormulae for the m ore com plicated action

T is straightforward: Thstead of (12) we have the Hllow ing behavior:

p— 1

a kr; 9 Sa 4 ko 13)

et
T hus, the m ethod is applicable for the large k and for any nite number r,
w here the classical action is Jarge and the coupling constant is sm all. From

these form ulae one can calculate the the lJarge order behavior In perturbative
series with bare action g %. The result isg @k  k)!. This growth is
much faster than we und previously for * theory with r= 2. However, the
coe cients In the E ective lJagrangian for the operator " grow iIn the same
way as before £)!. The technical explanation for that is sin ple: when we
cut the lnes In order to produce an extemal operator, the din ension of the
cbtained operator  ** Y would be higher than for * theory. Thus, r
the operator " the coe cientsin E ective Jagrangian have the sam e grow th

£)!aswe already m entioned.

Tt would be interesting to understand this result n som ewhat di erent
way. Essentially, what we need to caloulate is the num ber of graphs which
contribute to the n point correlation fiinction Z © h ) &) &,)i.
Such a calculation can be done w ithin the sam e Lipatov’s technique. The
only technicaldi erence in com pardison w ith the calculation ofthe Jarge order
behavior for the G rand Partition Function Z (g) iself is follow Ing: W e have
to substitute In the st approxin ation the classical solution o in place of
the extermal  elds. M ore precisely,

Z I d
g ©) D Eq ®1) (x2)m: (xp)e °O) e
7, I
4 _
b _ge S (e1) A1) a®x)i a&y) ?n)n g)!
g

In this formula we took Into account that the classical eld depends on n
as a n, {3) and the total num ber of extemal elds in the correlation
function is equaln. The sam iclassical approxin ation we have used in the
derivation 14) is justi ed as far as number (3) 1. Only In this case
the Integral over g is dom inated by the sn all g contribution and instanton
calculus can be applied.

T he factorial dependence (14) can be interpreted as the rapid growth of
the num ber of Feynm an graphs. A swe see the dependence on n ram ains the



sam e irrespectively to the form ofthebare vortices provided that n r.This
is In agreem ent w ith what we discussed before and related to the fact that the
essential part of classical solution o n rem ains the sam e orarbitrary r.
Such a behavior suggests that alltemm s from the bare action give m ore or kess
the sam e contrioutions to the coe cients in the E ective theory. To obtain
the totalnum ber of graphsw ich contrioute to the operator * we should sum
up all tem s com ing from aﬂp%ssbb vertizesr n. It gives essentially the
sam e (n=2)!behavior because ) . r" @=2)! n=2)! n 1. Wedo
not expect any special cancellations between di erent termm s which m ay kill
this grow th. T he contridbution from the higher order operatorsr’ n can not
be estin ated In the sam e way, but one could expect that the growth of the
coe cients could be even m ore severe In this case.

Themoralis: W e certainly have a divergent serdes forE  ective Jagrangian
Induced by som e unknown fi1ll theory no m atter w hat the starting pomnt is.
W e shall discuss som e applications of this result in the conclusion.

23 A few m ore exam ples

In this subsection we are going to discuss a few m ore exam ples from very
di erent elds ofphysics:

a). Collective eldsin QCD;

b). Berry phase asa dynam ical eld in com pacti cation problem ;

c). Lattice eld theories.

d)G ravity at P lank scale.

W e shall dem onstrate that the phenom enon of the asym ptotic nature
of an E ective lJagrangian is a very universal one. This universality is the
comm on feature which characterizes these so di erent elds of physics we
m entioned above. a). W e start from the QCD, as underlying theory. The
problm in this case can be form ulated in the ollow ng way (see recent pa-—
per (2] on this subfct and refences therein). How one can integrate over
an all distance physics In order to extract the long-distance dynam ics? An
approprate way to in plam ent this programm is: a). Introduce the collec-
tive degrees of freedom , colorless m esons, as the extemal sources nto the
underlying lJagrangian; b)integrate over the quarks and glionsw ith high fre—
quencies by introducing the nom alization point . The obtained E ective
lagrangian is the 1= expansion where operators are expressed In tem s of
the external elds as well as low -energetic quarks and glions. O ur rem ark
is: the coe cients In this expansion grow factorially with the din ension of
the operators. W e postpone the discussion of the physical m eaning of this
result to the Conclusion. Let us note, that the procedure of obtaining the
E ective lagrangian in this case isnot much di erent from the case we dis-
aussed previously. The only new elem ent is the introduction of the collective

elds which were not present In our origihal lJagrangian. H owever, this does
not e ect the general argum ents on the n ! behavior.



Indeed, one can consider the quark-antiquark extemal lines (instead of
the collective m eson  elds) for the calculation of the coe cients In the OPE,
as discussed in the previous section. In this case, all argum ents on n ! behav—
Jor can be applied in a straightforward way. Thus, we expect a factorial
behavior of the coe cients for the E ective QCD lagrangian, as
well as for the chiral Jagrangian, as its particular case. An exact for-
mula forthe coe cients depends on the operatorunder consideration. Thisis
because the di erent elds (gluons, quarks, m esons), which are constituents
of the operator are not equally weighted. H owever the precise expression for
the coe cients in tem s of constituents of these operators is not a relevant
issue at the moment. W e shall discuss consequences of this result in the
Conclusion.

b). W e continue our short review of di erent m odels by analyzing the
so-called Berry phase as a dynam ical gauge eld[l3]. There are a fow ap-—
plications of this idea. W e consider only one of them . A s is known, the
standard philosophy of com pacti cation at the P Jank scale is the assum ption
of a very high gauge nvariance at this scale which willbe broken at lower
scales. Tt is quite possible that som e of gauge symm etries are dynam ically
induced rather than a required principle. W e refer to the recent paper [14]
on this sub ct for details and references. Here we would like to dem onstrate
that the E ective lagrangian for the induced dynam icalBerry eld isnot a
convergent, but an asym ptotic series. A s usual, the E ective lJagrangian is
obtained by integrating over the fast degrees of freedom ; the Berry eld itself
is considered as a slow varable. The E ective lagrangian is understood as a
theory describbing the dynam ics of these slow elds.

To be m ore speci ¢, if one Integrates over the com pacti ed space coor—
dinates, than one obtains an E ective lagrangian which depends on Berry’s
potentialA = iY@ u. Hereu is an orighal ferm ion eld considered as a
fast variablk. Now the situation clearly ressmbles QCD where the underk—
Ing lagrangian does not contain meson elds. They w ill appear and becom e
dynam ical variables after ntegrating over the fast quark elds. The sam e sit—
uation takes place In the case under consideration where the Berry potential
can be thought of as a com posite ofu and u¥ orighal elds.

Now allprevious Q CD —argum ents regarding the n ! grow th of coe cients
In the E ective lagrangian can be applied to the present case. W e end up
w ith the sam e conclusion that the E ective lagrangian ILses A ) as a
function of the Berry potential is an asym ptotic seriesi. O f course,
there is a huge di erence In scalesbetween Q CD and the theory under con-
sideration: in form er case the param eter ofexpansion isl= wih ' 1Ge&V;
in Jater one the scak isthe Plank scak M, / 10'°GeV . However, there is
no fiindam entaldi erence between these two m odels In the way of obtaining
the corresponding E ective lagrangians: In both cases the slow elds can

The very di erent approachL5] leads assentially to the sin ilar conclusion about the
asym ptotic nature of the adiabatic expansion
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be considered as the com posite of the original elds. A symm etry prevents
them from getting am ass: orthe meson it isthe chiral symm etry; for the
Berry ed A it is a gauge symm etry. Thus, both elds can be considered
as soft variables and the philbsophy of E ective lagrangian can be applied.
T he integration over the fast variables, as we argued earlier, leads to the n!
grow th of the coe cients In the E ective lJagrangians in both cases.

c) . Our next exam ple is the lattice QCD .A s isknown, them ain idea In
lattice Q CD isto replace continuous spacetin e variables by a discrete lattice.
T hen the path ntegralde ning the QCD can be evaluated num erically. Ifwe
denote a as the lattice spacing, then the standard discretization ofthe Q CD
action has errors of O (@%) that are Jarge when the Jattice spacing is not am all
enough. This was the reason to suggest the socalled in proved action for
Jattice QCD EL:ES] (for recent developm ent see El:7:]) . The I proved discretiza—
tion has been designed in such a way that nie a-errors are system atically
rem oved by Introducing new (honrenom alizable) nteractions into the lattice
action. A llooe cients ofthe new interactions are determ Ined by dem anding
that the discretized action reproduces continuum physics to a given accuracy.
In particular, the W ilson action contains all tem s proportional to a?;a®; ::
beyond the desired gluon kinetic term [14]:

1 X X .
1 §ReTrUpl= rn, Tr® F )+a®> R (15)

X
4 2 i;2
0@")+ =+ a Q"

n;i

where U, is the product of Iink m atrices on a plaquette P ; R? is the set of
operators ofdin ension six; the ry are coe cients in the OPE ofthe plaquette.
For higher din ensional operators we introduced the corresponding notations
Q¥ and 1y, wih the index n labeling the dim ension of the operator, and
the index i classifying di erent operators w ith given dim ension.

Our remark is: The coe cients in the expansion (15) are factori-
ally grow ing w ith the dim ension of the operators. W e shall discuss
the physical consequences of this statem ent In the Conclusion. Now, we
would like to explain thisn!growth In the follow ng way: T he lattice action
isde ned in tem s of the link cperator

Zx+a

Uy =Pexpl ig A dy (16)
w ith the sin plest choice of path for the Integral as a straight line pining x
and x + a . A sihglk plaquette contribution can be thought of asa W ilson
Joop surrounding this point x wih radius a. As isknown, the W ilson loop
can be Interpreted as the creation of a heavy quark-antiquark pair which
propagates for a tine a and nally annihilates. Tt can be interpreted as a
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forw ard and backw ard propagating of one heavy quark aswell. Anyhow , one
can interpret the action (15) as the e ective action which is obtained after
integrating out the heavy quarks with mass a . As usual, to give some
sense to the E ective Jagrangian which presum ably describes the dynam ics
of light degrees of freedom , the m ass of the auxiliary heavy quark should be
much larger than the characteristic scale in QCD:a ! 1GeV . Once this
Interpretation In tem s of the heavy quark hasbeen m ade, we have reduced
our problm to the previously discussed case {1).
d) . Our last, but not least exam pk isthe e ective eld theory ofgraviy.
W e refer to the recent review [[§] on this sub Fct for a general introduction
and references. T he only rem ark we would like to m ake here is the follow ing.
N owdays it is generally accepted that the E instein lagrangian
z

Sgrav = a xp

_2
g—R 7)
is only the rst Iocaltem of the expansion of a m ore com plicated theory
(string?) . Thus, general relativity should be considered as an e ective eld
theory wih in niely m any tem s allowed by general coordinate invariance.
A s usual, in the e ective theory description, only the 1rst tem in the ex-—
pansion plays a rok at low energy E M p 1ank - Ifwe were not Interested in
quantum e ectsatthePlank scalewih E ' M p janks €J- {1?) would be the
end of the story. However we Intend to discuss physics at the P lank scale,
thuswe would like to wrte down the E ective Jagrangian in them ost general
form :
z
_ 1 P = 2 2
Sere = d'x gl + —R+ R+ R R + 18)
X
Q"+ Linatter + Laaton + Linfiaton 335 1
n
w here the operators Q" are high din ensional operators constructed from the
relkevant elds R , dilaton, n aton , gauge eddsF , etc). Our ram ark
here is that the coe cients in the E ective lagrangian describing
even the pure gravity theory, exhibit factorial grow thii The argu-
m entsw hich support this statem ent are the sam e asbefore: ifthe underlying
theory (In our case i is given by lagrangian f17) possesses factorial grow th
In the perturbative expansion, the E ective lJagrangian constructed from this
theory exhibits the sam e factorial behavior for the high din ensional opera—
tors.

A swe already m entioned, the factorialbehavior of coe cients in the per—
turbative expansion can be understood as the fast ncrease n the num ber
of Feynm an diagram s. In pure Yang M ills theory we know well that such a
grow th does take placefi]. W e can interpret this growth as a m anifestation
of the three- and four-gluon vertices which lad to the factorially divergent

"Any extra eldsm ay only increase this growth.
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num ber of the diagram s. In the case of gravity (17) we expect the sam e fac-
torialbehavior because of the nonlinear nature of the interaction (') sin ilar
to a gauge theory. O f course, there is a big di erence between those two,

related to the fact that gravity isnot a renom alizable eld theory. H owever
the only relevant point for our purposes is that the coe cients are factori-

ally grow ing the din ension of the operator increases. T he possible physical
consequences of this phenom enon w illbe discussed in the last section.

3 Instead of conclusion

3.1 Generalsumm ary

In this ltter we have presented two independent sets of argum ents which
support the idea that aln ost any nontrivial E ective lagrangian cbtained
by Integrating out som e heavy elds and/or fast degrees of freedom , is non—
convergent, but an asym ptotic serdes.

The rst st of argum ents isbased on the idea that the im aghary part of
the am plitude related to the probability of the physical creation of a heavy
particle, is exponentially small exp ( Ei). T he dispersion relations in this
case unam biguously in ply that the coe cients of the expansion In the real
part of the corresponding am plitude exhibit an factorial dependence. O nce
these coe cients are found to be factorially large, we can forget about the
way the result was derived, we can forget about the extemal auxiliary eld
E which we heavily used in our argum ents. Coe cients in the OPE do not
depend on the applied eld E , nom atter how an all it is.

The s=econd line of reasoning is based on the analysis of the lJarge order
behavior of the perturbative series. A s we have argued, if the underlying
theory possesses factorialgrow th ofthe coe cients ofthe perturbative series,
than the corresponding E ective Jagrangian constructed from thistheory will
exhli the sam e factorialbehavior for the high din ensional operators.

W e believe that both of these lnes of argum ents are so general n fom
that alm ost allnontrivial E ective lagrangian w ill dem onstrate n ! behavior.
W e believe that this phenom enon is universal in nature.

Now we would like to discuss som e physical consequences which m ight
result from this phenom enon. A s we mentioned In Introduction, we have
nothing new to say in the case of analysis of Iow energy phenom ena for
which the an all expansion param eter is E=M 1. In such a case, the
exact form ula is approxin ated perfectly wellby the rst termm ofthe asym p—
totic expansion and we can safely forget about all the rest. H owever, very
often the situation is not so fortunate and the expansion param eter 1,
(let say 1=3 or 1=2). In this event peopl try to in prove the situation by
considering the next to -keading tem s or even next to next to -keading order.
If the series were convergent, these e ortswould be worthwhile. H owever, as
we argued In this ktter, an E ective lJagrangian , in general, is represented
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by an asym ptotic, not a convergent serdes. T hus, one m ay ask the follow ing
general questions:

a) How m any tem s one should kesp in the E ective lagrangian for the best
approxin ation of an exact form ula for the given param eter ?

b) W hat isthe fuindam ental uncertainty (related to our lJack ofknow ledge
of the higher din ensional operators) one should expect for an E ective la-
grangian represented as an asym ptotic series?

Let us recall that the standard perturbative expansion ln QCD is also
asym ptotic series. For this case the answers on the questions a). and b). are
well known [§]. In particular, as is known, the pole mass of a heavy quark
su ers from an intrinsic uncertainty of order ocp . [§] Another example is
the findam ental uncertainty of perturbative calculations of the correlation
function for the light quarksf].

W e believe that the asym ptotic nature of the OPE and E ective la—
grangian, in particular, will lead to a sin ilar fuindam ental uncertainty for
som e physically interesting characteristics. In particular, aswe argued in [1],
any hopes to In prove the standard QCD sum rules (lke the idea advocated
i [l9]) by summ ing up a certain subset ofthe pow er corrections and ignoring
all the rest, is fundam entally an erroneous idea because of the asym ptotic
nature ofthe OPE . A sin ilar exam ple which has been discussed recently is
the OPE for decayb]. It was argued that the tail of the condensate series
m ay be quite noticeabl in the nonperturbative analysis of the hadronic
decay.

T herefore, the m oral is: if the param eter of the asym ptotic expansion is
not an allenough, the two questions form ulated above m ight have som e phe-
nom enological relevance. The e ective description of QCD which has been
discussed In the previous section is one exam ple. W e believe that the lattice
calculations (also discussed In the previous section ) is another exam pl of
the sam e kind. Indeed, as we argued in the previous section the expansion
(%) is an asym ptotic serdes. Thus, we can fom ulate the ©llow ing question:
How m any termm s in the asym ptotic expansion should be kept for
the given lattice size a in order to get the best possible accuracy?
T he sam e question can be reform ulated In som ewhat di erent way: W hat is
the findam ental uncertainty of the lattice calculations which are associated
w ith the tail of the high dim ensional operators In the E ective lagrangian
€s5)?

32 Cosm ological constant problem

W e wish to discuss som e consequences of the factorial behavior in the E £
fective lagrangian (18) for gravity separately. Let us recall that the natural
scale of the coam ologicaltemm  is the P Jank scale. Indeed, the m ost popu-—
lar coan ology today, the In ationary scenario (fora review see @Dﬁ] and @l‘])
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assum es that our universe passed through an era in which the coan ological
tem dom nated, and it isa totalm ystery why we should be left n a universe
w ith an aln ost vanishing vacuum energy. O foourse we do not know the an-—
swer to this question, but we would lke to suggest the follow ing scenario
which isbased on the asym ptotic nature of the e ective lagrangian (18).
Let us assum e that at the very early epoch the gravity eld aswell as

other relevant for in ation elds (scalar,..) exhiit som e nonzero vacuum
expectation values VEV ), which we shall call the condensates. W e believe
that this is very lkely to happen in graviy at the P lJank scale in analogy w ith
the phenom enon of glion condensation N QCD at 1G &€V scal. W e introduce
the notation h i forthe condensate ofany relevant eld: a scalar eld which
people usually Introduce to descrlbbe In ation (in aton), dilaton or a graviy

eld itself. The natural scale for such a condensate is, of course, the P lank
scale. For the higher din ensional operators Q" from eq.{l8) we assum e that
there is a factorization rule which allow s us to estin ate the higher order
condensates in the follow ng way hQ"i h™i h i". W e note that this
assum ption is not crucial for our purposes, but, rather, is a sim pli cation
which allow s us to dem onstrate the main idea In a very simplk way. The
sim ilar assum ption in QCD is jasti ed in the lm it n which the number of
cwbrsN,. ! 1 G iven that these assum ptions have been m ade, we can use
the B orel representation form ula for the asym ptotic series {(8)7:

o1 21 gt

1
; I( 1Fh i® = - Z 1
hLeeed n!( 1fhi o Tt b exp ( t) 19)

n=0

Now we would lke to bre y discuss the vacuum structure of de Si—
ter Space. In di erent words, we would lke to discuss the parameter h i
from eq. ([9). W e refer to the recent papers R31H24] on this subfct (see
references to previous papers therein). The m ain result of these investiga—
tions is the observation that the higher order quantum gravity corrections
to the di erent physical values in general are infrared divergent. In particu—
lar, the divergence is cbserved in the vacuum correlatorh 2i.p robably, this
divergence has power-like behavior In tin e rather than exponential one, as
previously thought. It m ay foroe us to take som e nonperturbative dynam —

8 W e assum ed i this form ula that the series is Borel summ able. This ism ay orm ay
not be the case; how ever w e believe that the B orelnon-sum m ability of an expansion does
not signal an inconsistency or am bigiuty of the theory. The Borel prescription is just
one ofm any sum m ation m ethods and need not be applicable everyw here. For B oreknon—
sum able cases, one could expect the sign ( ) in the denom nator ofeq.(_ig‘) . Thus, some
prescription, based on the physics consideration, should be given In order to evaluate an
Integral ke that. Som e new physics usualy accom panies such a phenom enon, but we do
not go into details here. R ather, we would like to m ention the non-B orelsum abl exam ple
of the principal chiral eld theory at large NiR2]. In this case, the explict solution is
known. Thecoe cientsgrow factorially w ith the orderand the serdes isnon-B orelsum able.
N evertheless, the physical observables are perfectly exist, the exact result can be recovered
by special prescription which uses a non-trivial procedure of analytical continuation.
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ics Into account, which we do not know . Instead we Introduce som e an all
phenom enclogical param eter () Into the VEV

hil! ; 10

hi
()

In order to account for this new physics responsible for the nfrared diver—

gences m entioned above.

One can see in this case that the integral which describes the vacuum

energyy

dt

( })7
ttie+ h(i))

HH e i 10 20)

goes to zero at amall . Aswe mentioned above, the e ect 20) does not
crucially depend on our assum ptions about the factorization properties for
the condensatesh "i  h i asneither on our assum ption of exact factorial
dependence of the coe cients ¢, = n!. Both of these e ects presum ably
lead (@part to n!) to somemid n  dependence which can be easily in —
plam ented Into the ormula ©0) by introducing som e sn ooth finction f (t)
whosemoments f @)t * Zexp( %)dtexact]y reproducean  dependence of
the coe cients aswell as of the condensates. Ifthis function ism ild enough,
it will not destroy the relation Q), but m ight change som e num erical co—-
e cients. Besides that, a condensate m ight have, along w ith singular part
proportional to h(i), a regular part as we]lh—(i)+ const: A s can be seen from
the representation Q) this does not destroy the eq.20).

Few rem arks are in order. The vanishing of the vacuum energy is the
consequence of the asym ptotic nature of the e ective lagrangian and the in—
frared properties of the VEV s. A Il others sin pli ed assum ptions w hich have
been m ade for technical reasons do not a ect the phenom enon. Vanishing of
the vacuum energy ((Q) can be interpreted (after in ation, when all relevant
condensates presum ambly go to zero) as the vanishing of the coan ological
constant, the only relevant operator In theE ective Jagrangian (@llother
tem s are m arginal or unrekevant operators).

A sour last ram ark, we would like to note that the strong infrared depen—
dence of the vacuum oondensate h i is not a unigque property of de Sitter
graviy. Two-dim ensionalQ CD w ih a lJarge num ber of colors also exhbits a
strong infrared dependence. In particular, the socalled m ixed vacuum con-—
densates can be exactly calculated In thistheory in the chirallm it fn4 ! 0)
and exhibit the Hllow ing dependence on the infrared param eterm ; R5]:

1 n ., Ol g
th(ﬂg G  s5)al= ( —qu )" hord; @1)

°W e could consider lagrangian instead of ham iltonian w ith the sam e resulk.
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where g is a quark eld and G isaglion ed ofQCD,MN = 1 ). The
chiral condensate hggi in this theory can be calculated exactly P§]. T does
not vanish w ithout contradicting the C olem an theorem . T he very im portant
feature of this formula: it diverges in the chirallimit m4 ! 0O, where the
param eter m 4 plays the rok of the Infrared regulator of the theory. Now , if
we oconsidered the asym ptotic series constructed from these condensates

HX=l( Jnla,hgd G )" i o exp ( l) ar O 0; @2)
nha, 1 - )7 Mg - 7
. 9 SE teer 2
1721 1
an — fiOr " %exp( —)dt 1;
n! o t

we would get result of zero for this serdes, in soite of the fact that each tem

on the keft hand side diverges in the chiral lim it and irrespective ofthe precise
behavior of the coe cientsa , ! O f course this is only a toy exam ple which
however can give us a hint of what m ight happen in r=alN ature.

W e close this section by noting that the vanishing of the vacuum en-
ergy in this scenario does not require any ne tuning of param eters.
R ather, it is a very natural consequence of the asym ptotic origin of the E £
fective lJagrangian and ofthe Infrared behavior ofthe VEV s. The problem of
naturality within an E ective Jagrangian approach has been discussed m ore
than once. In the given context the coan ological constant problem hasbeen
discussed recently in Bw ith the follow ing m ain conclusion: Ifa relevant op—
erator appears in the E ective eld theory with a coe cient m uch less than
a typical scale w ithout a sym m etry reason, it should be taken as a waming
fore ective eld theory dogm a.

W e hope to have suggested here a natural scenario for the vanishing of
the coe cient fora relevant operator which isnot based on sym m etry con—
siderations. W e close this section w ith the follow ing rem ark. If this scenario
works (@swe hope), fmeans rst ofall, that all related problem s should be
explained at the sam e tim e w ithin the sam e approach. In particular, we ex—
pect R7]that an in ationary scenario, which is the m ost popular cosn ology
today, can be understood in tem s of the sam e physical variables w ithin the
sam e philosophy.
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