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A bstract

I propose that the properties of QCD perturbation theory should
be investigated when the boundary state (berturbative vacuum ’) at
t= 1 inclidesglions. Any boundary state that hasan overlap w ith
the true Q CD ground state generates a perturbative series that (when
sum m ed to allorders) is form ally exact. T hrough an analogy w ith the
boundary condition corresponding to a ferm ion condensate, I propose
an explicit form for a berturbative glion condensate’ that suppresses
low m om entum glion production, thus generating an e ective m ass
gap. Standard perturbative calculations are m odi ed only through a
change in the i" prescription of Iow momentum (PJ° ocp ) gluon
propagators. G auge Invariance is expected to be preserved since this
m odi cation isequivalent to adding on-shellextemalparticles. R enor—
m alizability is una ected since only low-m om entum propagators are
m odi ed. D ue to the asym ptotic low m om entum gluons boost invari-
ance is not explicit. Lorentz invariance should be restored in the sum

to all orders in analogy to standard bound state calculations.
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1. Introduction

Hadron wave flinctions appear phenom enologically to be fram e dependent.
In the In nitem om entum (or light-cone) fram e the proton is cbserved to
have, n addition to its uud valence quarks, I portant ghion and sea quark
com ponents fli]. In particular, gluons carry about half of the proton m om en—
tum . This m easuram ent of the proton is rather rigorously justi ed by the
QCD factorization theorem P]. The success of perturbative Q CD predictions
for a Jarge num ber of hard scattering processes has established QCD as the
correct theory for the strong interactions.

T he non—elativistic quark model NRQM ) fIi, 3, 4] provides a Jess rigor—
ous but phencom enologically very successfiil and sin ple rest fram e picture of
hadrons as non-relativistic bound states of btonstituent’ quarks. Them asses
of the u;d constituent quarks are O (300 M €V ), which is considerably larger
than the bturrent’ quark m asses which are relevant for short-distance pro—
cesses. The h issing” gluon and sea quark degrees of freedom appear to be
frozen iIn the structure of the constituent quarks.

T he sin ple regularities of the hadron spectrum , coupled w ith the sucoess
ofQCD asapplied to hard processes, obviously invitese ortsto ndaQCD
justi cation ofthe NRQM (see, g, B, 8, 6,7, 8]). The challenge isto nd a
form ulation which In a  rst approxin ation retainsthe sin plicity ofthe quark
m odel, yet allow s corrections speci ed by QCD to be evaluated to arbitrary
order.

T he sim ilarities ofthe hadron spectrum with Q ED bound states, together
w ith the success of perturbative calculations in that theory, suggests the use
ofa perturbation expansion also in Q CD .Such an expansion isdetem ned by
the lagrangian and by the boundary conditions at asym ptotic tin es. Central



properties of Q CD like the nite range ofthe color force and con nem ent are
com m only associated w ith a non-trivialground state ofthe theory, the Yluon
condensate’ {9,7.0]. In thispaper I shallpropose a speci cboundary condition
on Q CD perturbation theory which ism otivated by the gluon condensate and
by a suppression of soft ghion production. T he puroose is not to m odel the
condensate In detail. Justasn QED itmay su cetoachieve som uch overlap
w ith the true ground state that low orders of the perturbative series already
Incorporates the m ain physical features of the theory. C orrections are then
given system atically by the higher orders of the expansion.

Thiswork points to a perturbative expansion ofQ CD which appears not
substantially m ore di cult to evaluate than the standard one, but which has
a num ber of novel features. The ussfilness of this approach can only be
Judged after a further study of the properties of that expansion.

2. A ferm jon condensate

T he asym ptotic states that we in pose on perturbative expansions at Initial
and naltimes (t = 1 ) should have an overbp wih the true ground
state of the theory. This guarantees that the full perturbative expansion
form ally gives exact results. Th euclidean form ulationsthis fact isparticularly
clear since the tin e developm ent of energy eigenstates isgiven by exp( E ),
In plying a dom Inance of the true ground state (of lowest energy E ) in the
Iim it ' 1 . In m inkow ski space the sam e resul is obtained using an i"
prescription?,.

T his freedom In the choice ofboundary states allow s fora whole set of for-
m ally equivalent perturbative expansions. Since all expansions are expected
to diverge, their equivalence is of m ore fomm al than practical signi cance.

2For a discussion of boundary states in  eld theory see, eg, Ref. t_L-]_;]



From apracticalpoint ofview whatm atters is that the lowest orders already
Incorporate the m ain physical characteristics of the theory.

W e have little understanding of the structure ofthe Q CD gluon conden-
sate In temm s of Fock state wave functions. Tt nevertheless seem s plausble
that the vacuum wave function com ponents involving glions and quarks of
3-momenta sn aller than the characteristic QCD scale o¢p are strongly
modi ed. In this respect, the gluon condensate m ay ressmbl a form i con—
densate with efrmimomentum ofO ( g¢cp ). In a ferm i condensate the ex—
clusion principle prevents pair production below the ferm im om entum . It
seem s desirable to have a sin ilar property for gluons, to suppress soft gluon
production which can give rise to Jong-range color correlations.

In this section I recallhow perturbation theory ism odi ed in the presence
ofa farm ion condensate. O nly the i" prescription isa ected { which isenough
to have signi cant consequences. I shall then in the next section use this
as a guide for constructing a berturbative glion condensate’, nam ely one
that results In an analogousm odi cation ofthe i" prescription for the glion
propagator. Having shown that there exists a boundary condition which
In plies such an i" m odi cation for gluons it can form any practical purposes
be forgotten, and the usual feynm an diagram s be evaluated w ith m odi ed

(low m om entum ) propagators.
T he standard free ferm ion propagator

Sr & y)=0T[ k) )IP1 @

is in m om entum space

S (o) = pt+tm _ g+t m . 2)
F p2 m2 + i" <p0 Ep+ ill)(p0+ Ep i") :




Ifwe add an antiferm ion to the initialand nalstates,

WHEER)T[ ®) @F ®PL = iSr & vI2EE )P R K)o

+ v( GRYv( R)ER x E v, 3)

the feynm an propagator ism uliplied by the annihilation am plitude for the
Inserted antiferm ions, and there is a new tem corresponding to a m ixing of
the antiferm ion propagating from x to y with the antiferm jon in the in—and
out-states.

For a condensate we would 1lboth helicity states at a given m om entum
K. T he free propagator

Sk y) WE,Ed . ®T[ &) ¢, &K, ®KPi @)

isthen In m om entum space
(
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where
S () = Pr 6)
s @)= © E + i")©°+ Ey + 1"
di ers from the feynm an propagator only in the i" prescription atp® =  Eg.

Since the antiferm ions inserted in the de nition (&) are on-shell, it is clear
that a m ixing between them and the propagating fem ion only can occur at
the antiferm ion pole of S (o) . A dding antiferm ions for allm om enta K7 ’
the corresponding propagator w ill equal Sg () for all pj

T he addition of (anti)fem ions at t= 1 in uences the fem ion propa-
gators In feynm an diagram s at any order of perturbation theory exactly as
it does the lowest order propagator above. T his can be easily seen using the



generating functional of green functions (in a theory ke QED orQCD),
" L4

Z[; ;J]=exp iSine —i— Zg 0l [ ;] ()

g
w here S+ isthe Interaction part oftheaction and Zy ; Zr are free functionals
oftheboson (J) and ferm ion ( ; ) sources, respectively. T he firee form ion
functional is " #

Z d4p
( PI$ P P ®)

@ )

Ze [ ; ]=exp 1

w ith the feynm an propagator given by Eq. @).

It is instructive rst to rederive the result () for the free propagatorw ith
the boundary states (4) using the generating finctional. The propagator
Sy (o) is diagonalized by the sources z; z of de nite helicity ( ) and energy
signature (),

0 x h i
) = a=— u(;plz. E+v(; Pz P
2E,
1 X h i
( p) = = z, ( PpU(;@+z ( PV(; P )
2E,

In the new basis we have

#)
d'p ¥z ( Pz @ z ( Pz )

10
(2 )4 p0 Ep + i po + Ep i ( )

Zr ziz]= ep 1
T he generating functionalZy ofthem odi ed propagator (&) (for som e given
K) di ersby the sign of i" in the second tem ofEq. (L0). Hence (I suppress
the 3-m om entum p and factors 2 )*2E ° (©) in the ollow ing),
nw #
2o
Zg iz] = exp i > ( PIE P P

Yy h i
1+z E)z ( E) Zr 2;2] ; 11)



where Tused @ + E + i") ! $+ E imt= 21i ¢+ E), and
exp (zz) = 1+ zz for grassn ann sources z;z.

A s a function oftim e,

Z
Az )P’
Z
z( P) =  dPz®e * 12)

z ©")

the free generating finctionals are
(

X h ,
Zr exp dtat® oz ) €@ e T Yz ¢
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z (@ € e BC DNz ¢ 13)
z
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Zp = 1+ datat®%z @e E€ Pz ) z; (14)
This expression for Z; can now be com pared w ith the one cbtained by ex—
plicitly di erentiating Zy wrt. s sourcesatt= 1 , coresponding to the

boundary states ofEq. (-'_4) .One readily nds

"
Y 2 i

e o SN T 0
T his result extends in m ediately to the full interactive functional (1), since
the derivatives in Eq. (%) commute through the derivatives in exp (iSint) -
Thism eans that using them odi ed fem ion propagator Sg ofEq. () every—
where In a perturbative calculation of an arbitrary green function (for some
given 3-m om entum K of the propagators) is exactly equivalent to calculat—
Ing the sam e green function using ordinary feynm an propagators but w ih
additional incom ing and outgoing antiferm ions as n Eq. ().
T he change of 1" prescription suppresses ferm ion pair production at the
corresoonding value(s) of K, as required by the exclusion principle. This



can be seen directly for, ey, a ferm ion loop correction to a gauge boson
propagator. The loop gives no contrlbution at those values of the femm ion
m om enta K at which extemal fem jons have been Introduced, since the poles
in the Joop m om entum p° then are allbelow the realaxis and the p° integral
m ay be closed in the upper halfplane.

Sihce I have shown that the propagator m odi cation is equivalent to
adding particlkesat t= 1 gauge Invariance is likely to be pressrved. For-
m ally, the ward identities Involve inverse propagators, for which the sign of
i" is irelevant.

3. A boson tondensate’

Boundary conditions like that of Eq. () wih (anti)fem ions added to the
In—and out-states are relevant In situations involving fermm ion condensates,
but not for typical applications of QCD . The QCD vacuum has zero baryon
num ber, and thus no overlap wih states having extra (anti)quarks. The
propagator m odi cation nevertheless seem s phenom enologically interesting
for gluons, since it suggests a ‘freezing’ of the low m om entum gluon d.of's.
E ective gluon and constituent quark m asses can be generated through loop
corrections due to the propagator m odi cation, presum ably w ithout loss of
gauge Invariance (pout w ith loss of lorentz nvariance order by order, see sec—
tion 4).

I shall show that there is a boundary condition which in plies an analo—
gousm odi cation ofthe i" prescription for boson propagators as the one for
ferm ions discusses above. N ot surprisingly, this berturbative boson conden—
sate’ involves an inde nite number of extemalbosons. For sim plicity, I shall
consider scalar bosons only. The generalization to real (transverse) glions
should be straightforward.



T he free boson functional appearing n Eq. }) is (for scalars)
2 7 3
iX dp®
Zp D)= exp? ——J( B; PBDr ©)J ©°;p)° (16)

2 2
P

Since we shallbe dealing w ith the free finctional (the generalization to the
Interacting one w ill again be straightforward), it is su cient to consider a
single 3-m om entum P, and kesp only the bose symm etrization over p as
indicated n Eq. (§). The feynm an propagator is

b. )= 1 1 1 1 a7
= @ P m?+1i" 22 p° E+1i" p+E i"
whereE=pp2+m2.A m odi cation of the i" prescription at thep®= E
pol gives
D (o) : C D+ o 4 E) (18)
- © E+iM@+E+i") 2F

N ote that the sam e generating fiinctional is obtained ifthe i" prescription is
changed instead at thep’ = +E pole. Thus

1
De ©) @ E "G+ E i")_ Dz ( P 19)
so that
x % g x g
2—J( pPPDE ©)J ) = 2—J( P)De )JI ©) (20)
P P
In (tp)-space, 7
Je'p) = dtd Gp)e™ 1)
we have
8
< X l Z
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(ﬁp ’E)e iE P 9 + (‘8 E))eiE * 9 J (to;p) ©2)



T he generating functional for the m odi ed scalar propagator (18) is then

2 3
ix % g 0
Zg ] exph = —J( B; PD: ) ;P> @3)
2 2
2 F 3
X 1
= exp* —JE; pPJI( E;p2Zs Tl
1$4E ,
2

X 1 .
= expi e © DT %p)5 25 U] 24)
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Eq. @4) may be compared wih Eq. {14) in the form ion case. Due to
the grasam ann algebra, the exponential factorm ultiplying Zr contains only
a singke power of the ferm ion sources z;z. In the boson case the factor
multplying Zz in Eq. £4) contains arbitrary powers of the sources J . T can
be reproduced only by di erentiating Zy [J] an arbitrary num ber of tin es,
corresponding to an inde nite num ber of incom ing and outgoing bosons.

A singlke boson ofm om entum p In the in-state is cbtained as

Z
J 1 .
6l 1 %[]p)= R dte ¢ 27 (p) 25 U] 25)

where weused Iimy,, ;1 (& t) = 0. Sinilarly an outgoing boson corre—

soonds to
Z
Zg T 1 -

&bl 1 dte ®® Yg@; p) Zg U] 26)
!+l J@E;p) 2E

Having a boson both incom Ing and outgoing is then given by

2
Tm  eF & t)om Zg V] =
Ll 1 JEip) J& p)
S
12
. (00] 0
1+ —  dtas e pE " DI 25 1) 27)

Further di erentiation wrt. J (t;; p) and J (&;p) now operates also on the
rst factor in Eq. @7). However, this gives back the factors in Egs. ©5)



and 6), respectively. Hence applying the doubl derivative ofEq. 1) any
num ber of tin es on Zy generates a polynom ial factor n xy, where

Z

1 .
x — A ¢ P&t
1 Z
i 10
y P d’e ®*J p) : (8)

0 1

1X
Zg J]= eXP@ 5 xyR Zg U] : 29)
P

W e need to consider only how to generate the +p term In Eqg. {_29) through
repeated di erentiation of Zy as in Eq. £7). The p tem will then be
obtained sin ilarly through repeated %= J@; p) J @Gp) di erentiation.

T he function !
@2
@xQ@y
provides an adequate m odel for the present problem . A s seen from Eq. £2),
o

2% {

fky) exp exp (xy) (30)

Zgp Isnot of the form exp (xy) due to the -—functions, but as in Egs.
27) Zp acts precisely lke exp (xy) when di erentiated in the linits t; !
1 ;%! +1 .Hencethepolnom ialin xy generated by the derivatives In
Eqg. () willbe the sam e as that generated from Zjp .
It is straightforward to evaluate £ (xy) in Eq. (30) by using the identity

Z

1, 1 1 1,
exp —xX° = p= du exp —u® + ux (31)
2 2 1 2
to express
1 5 1, 1,
exp (Ry) = exp > x+y) exp EX exp EY (32)
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as a three-1d ntegral. The integral resulting from applying the derivatives

in Eq. B0) is gaussian and gives
!
¢ y) = — =
ex@y P 1 P 7
1

-1 TP

exp

xy exp (xy) 33)

Requiring that the rst exponent in Eq. @3) be xy=2 according toEg. £29)

givesthe result = 1.

W e have thus shown that the generating functional Zg U] @3) of the
scalar propagator D () (1§), which di ers from the feynm an propagator
Dy () f177) by thesign ofi"atthep’ = E polk, isequivalent to the standard

generating fiinctionalZy [J] (16) of feynm an propagators di erentiated wrt.

sources at t= 1,
2 3
¢ X . z 7
Zg U]= dexp Iim &% & ®i2g 575 U1 (34)
B put 1 Jhip) TG B
o

Asnoted n Eq. £0), the sam e result obtains ifthe i" prescription ism odi ed
atthep’ = +E pole instead.

T he source derivatives in (34) comm ute through the interaction term in
the de nition (%) of the fiill generating finctional of green fiinctions in the
Interacting theory. Hence the above result establishes that a perturbative
caloulation (to arbitrary order) which uses the propagatorD g () (8), wih
its non-standard i" prescription, is equivalent to a standard perturbative
calculation using feynm an propagators in the presence of a berturbative
condensate’ of ncom ing and outgoing particles as speci ed by the source

derivatives n Eq. (34).
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4. D iscussion

I have argued that it may be usefil to consider perturbative expansions
0of QCD using non-trivial boundary conditions at t = 1 , given that the
ground state ofthe theory isa glion condensate. A llexpansions in which the
boundary states overlap the true ground state are form ally equivalent and a
priori equally good.

I nvestigated a particular case which isthebosonicequivalent ofa ferm ion
condensate, and In which the i" prescription of low m om entum boson prop—
agators ism odi ed. Such a propagatorm odi cation corresponds to a super—
position of standard perturbative calculations where 0, 1, 2, etc. bosons are
added both to the nitialand nalstate, as expressed by Eq. (34) . Thave not
shown that these boundary states have an overlap w ith the true QCD vac—
uum (out then, neither do we know that the standard perturbative vacuum
has such an overlp).

T he relevance ofthisexpansion dependson itstheoreticaland phenom eno—
logical viability, which rem ains to be dem onstrated. G auge invariance is
am ong the in portant properties that should be explicitly verd ed.

Since only low-momentum (PJ< gcp) propagators are m odi ed, the
successfiil results of hard’ QCD processes ram ain unaltered. In particular,
the renom alization procedure w ill not be a ected In any way by the m odi-

cations suggested here.

Them ost striking di erence com pared to standard perturbation theory is
the lJack ofboost nvariance order by order. C ontrary to whatm ight rst ap—
pear, thisneed not signala breakdown of Jorentz sym m etry forthe full serdes.
T he true asym ptotic degrees of freedom are the hadron bound states, which
do not occur at any nite order of perturbation theory. Physical sym m etry

12



requirem ents should be in posad only on resumm ations of the series.
T he subtleties of Iorentz invariance n bound state calculations is known

from QED .Asan exampl [12], consider the lippm an-schw inger equation
GrE)=KE)+K E)SE)Gr E) 35)

for the (truncated) green function G ofa 2 ! 2 process with cm . energy
E . Tterating this equation generates an expansion of G; in powers of the
propagator S and the kemel K . W hike the standard perturbative expansion
In isunigue (Up to renom alization conventions) for the green function
Gr, thisisnot so for S and K ssparately. Rather, we can choose the form
of the propagator S freely, be it of wlhtivistic (dirac) or non-relativistic
(schrodinger) form . Eq. B35) then determ ines the corresponding perturbative
expansion ofthe kemelK . At a pok ofthe (fi1ll) green fiinction of the form

GCE)=ﬁ+ reqular tem s (36)

the lippm an-schw Inger equation i plies a bound state equation of the fom
S "En)=K En) o : (37)

For a non-relativistic propagator S this w ill have the form of a schrodinger
equation, but it w ill give exact resuls provided the full perturbative series
for the Interaction kemelK isused.

Tt should furthem ore be realized that the transfomm ation properties of
equaltin e bound state wave functions under lorentz boosts is quite non-
trivial. T he requirem ent that the constituents should be evaluated at equal
tin e n all fram es is lnconsistent w ith explicit space-tim e covariance, even
for non—relativistic QED bound states.

13



A sinplk exam ple serves to illustrate the novel aspects of the fram e de—
pendence of equaltin e wave functions. There is a bound state equation in
QED, for which it is possbl to relate explicitly the solutions In di erent
Jorentz fram es, and thus verify that they have the correct transform ation
properties [[3]. The wave function ofa two ferm ion bound state is w ritten

X1+ Xo
2

(Gx1/%) = exp( EY exp ik =1 %) ; (38)

where x1;x, are the positions of the constituents and t their comm on tin e.
Both the bound state energy E and the 2 2 dirac wave function depend
on thebound state cm . m om entum param eter k. T he bound state equation

for is
1
Q[ @I+ kE 7 gt m, ‘®) om & ‘= E VE) )
39)
where m ;;m , are the constituent m asses and V (x) = %ezj(jjsthe Instan—

taneous Coulomb potential. In 1+ 1 din ensions we m ay represent the dirac
m atrices using paulimatrices, °= j;and = % != ,|.Despite the fact
that Eq. 39) has no explicit Jorentz covariance (space and tin e coordinates
are treated di erently in Egs. (38,39)) the bound state energies for di erent
cm . momenta k are correctly related: E = pW, wih M Indepen—
dent of k. In the Ilim it of non—relativistic intemalm otjonf_’- Eem g, 1) the
wave function (x) lorentz contracts in the standard way as a function ofk.
Related exam ples m ay be ound in Ref. [14].

T he ground state wave fiinction ofQ CD 4 is invariant under boosts. This

is ocbviously not the case for our asym ptotic states which according to Eq.

3This is in fact the only case where the solutions are nom alizable and thusm eaningfii],
due to the K lein paradox. T hebound statem om entum k can be arbitrarily large, how ever.
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(34) contain bosonsofde nite 3:momenta (* gcp ). In the present form ula-

tion, the sam e boundary statesm ust be used in all fram es, since they m odel
the sam e (nvarant) ground state. Hence the perturbative expansion of a
given QCD process w ill depend on the lorentz fram e. If the m ethod works,
m easurable quantities such as hadronic cross sections w illbe lorentz nvari-
ant. This does not mean that the hadron wave functions them selves will
be invarant { the starting point of this paper was In fact that they appear
phenom enologically to be strongly fram e dependent.
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