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A bstract

I propose that the properties of Q CD perturbation theory should

be investigated when the boundary state (‘perturbative vacuum ’)at

t= � 1 includesgluons.Any boundarystatethathasan overlap with

thetrueQ CD ground stategeneratesa perturbativeseriesthat(when

sum m ed to allorders)isform ally exact.Through an analogy with the

boundary condition corresponding to a ferm ion condensate,Ipropose

an explicitform fora ‘perturbativegluon condensate’thatsuppresses

low m om entum gluon production,thus generating an e�ective m ass

gap. Standard perturbative calculationsare m odi�ed only through a

change in the i" prescription oflow m om entum (j~pj<� �Q C D ) gluon

propagators. G auge invariance isexpected to be preserved since this

m odi�cation isequivalenttoaddingon-shellexternalparticles.Renor-

m alizability is una�ected since only low-m om entum propagators are

m odi�ed.Dueto theasym ptoticlow m om entum gluonsboostinvari-

anceisnotexplicit.Lorentzinvarianceshould berestored in thesum

to allordersin analogy to standard bound state calculations.
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1. Introduction

Hadron wave functionsappearphenom enologically to be fram e dependent.

In the in�nite-m om entum (or light-cone) fram e the proton is observed to

have,in addition to itsuud valence quarks,im portantgluon and sea quark

com ponents[1].In particular,gluonscarry abouthalfoftheproton m om en-

tum . This m easurem ent ofthe proton is rather rigorously justi�ed by the

QCD factorization theorem [2].ThesuccessofperturbativeQCD predictions

fora largenum berofhard scattering processeshasestablished QCD asthe

correcttheory forthestrong interactions.

Thenon-relativistic quark m odel(NRQM )[1,3,4]providesa lessrigor-

ousbutphenom enologically very successfuland sim plerestfram epictureof

hadronsasnon-relativisticbound statesof‘constituent’quarks.Them asses

oftheu;d constituentquarksareO (300 M eV),which isconsiderably larger

than the ‘current’quark m asses which are relevant for short-distance pro-

cesses. The ‘m issing’gluon and sea quark degreesoffreedom appearto be

frozen in thestructureoftheconstituentquarks.

Thesim pleregularitiesofthehadron spectrum ,coupled with thesuccess

ofQCD asapplied to hard processes,obviously invitese�ortsto �nd a QCD

justi�cation oftheNRQM (see,eg,[3,5,6,7,8]).Thechallengeisto �nd a

form ulation which in a�rstapproxim ation retainsthesim plicity ofthequark

m odel,yetallowscorrectionsspeci�ed by QCD to beevaluated to arbitrary

order.

Thesim ilaritiesofthehadron spectrum with QED bound states,together

with thesuccessofperturbativecalculationsin thattheory,suggeststheuse

ofaperturbation expansion alsoin QCD.Such an expansion isdeterm ined by

thelagrangian and by theboundary conditionsatasym ptotictim es.Central
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propertiesofQCD likethe�niterangeofthecolorforceand con�nem entare

com m onlyassociated with anon-trivialground stateofthetheory,the‘gluon

condensate’[9,10].InthispaperIshallproposeaspeci�cboundarycondition

on QCD perturbation theorywhich ism otivated bythegluon condensateand

by a suppression ofsoftgluon production.The purpose isnotto m odelthe

condensateindetail.JustasinQED itm aysu�cetoachievesom uch overlap

with thetrueground statethatlow ordersoftheperturbativeseriesalready

incorporatesthe m ain physicalfeaturesofthe theory. Correctionsare then

given system atically by thehigherordersoftheexpansion.

Thiswork pointsto a perturbativeexpansion ofQCD which appearsnot

substantially m oredi�culttoevaluatethan thestandard one,butwhich has

a num ber ofnovelfeatures. The usefulness ofthis approach can only be

judged aftera furtherstudy ofthepropertiesofthatexpansion.

2. A ferm ion condensate

The asym ptotic statesthatwe im pose on perturbative expansionsatinitial

and �naltim es (t = � 1 ) should have an overlap with the true ground

state ofthe theory. This guarantees that the fullperturbative expansion

form allygivesexactresults.In euclidean form ulationsthisfactisparticularly

clearsincethetim edevelopm entofenergy eigenstatesisgiven by exp(� E �),

im plying a dom inance ofthe true ground state (oflowestenergy E )in the

lim it� ! 1 . In m inkowskispace the sam e result is obtained using an i"

prescription2.

Thisfreedom in thechoiceofboundarystatesallowsforawholesetoffor-

m ally equivalentperturbativeexpansions.Sinceallexpansionsareexpected

to diverge,their equivalence is ofm ore form althan practicalsigni�cance.

2Fora discussion ofboundary statesin �eld theory see,eg,Ref.[11]
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From apracticalpointofview whatm attersisthatthelowestordersalready

incorporatethem ain physicalcharacteristicsofthetheory.

W ehavelittleunderstanding ofthestructureoftheQCD gluon conden-

sate in term sofFock state wave functions. Itnevertheless seem s plausible

thatthe vacuum wave function com ponentsinvolving gluonsand quarksof

3-m om enta sm aller than the characteristic QCD scale �Q C D are strongly

m odi�ed. In thisrespect,the gluon condensate m ay resem ble a ferm icon-

densate with ferm im om entum ofO (�Q C D ). In a ferm icondensate the ex-

clusion principle prevents pair production below the ferm im om entum . It

seem sdesirableto havea sim ilarproperty forgluons,to suppresssoftgluon

production which can giveriseto long-rangecolorcorrelations.

In thissection Irecallhow perturbation theoryism odi�ed in thepresence

ofaferm ioncondensate.Onlythei"prescription isa�ected{which isenough

to have signi�cant consequences. Ishallthen in the next section use this

as a guide for constructing a ‘perturbative gluon condensate’,nam ely one

thatresultsin an analogousm odi�cation ofthei"prescription forthegluon

propagator. Having shown that there exists a boundary condition which

im pliessuch an i"m odi�cation forgluonsitcan form any practicalpurposes

be forgotten,and the usualfeynm an diagram s be evaluated with m odi�ed

(low m om entum )propagators.

Thestandard freeferm ion propagator

iSF (x � y)= h0jT[ (x)� (y)]j0i (1)

isin m om entum space

SF (p)=
p=+ m

p2 � m2 + i"
=

p=+ m

(p0 � Ep + i")(p0 + E p � i")
: (2)
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Ifweadd an antiferm ion to theinitialand �nalstates,

h0jd�0(~k
0)T[ (x)� (y)]d

y

�(
~k)j0i = iSF (x � y)2Ek(2�)

3
�
3(~k� ~k

0)���0

+ v(�0;~k0)�v(�;~k)eik
0� x� ik� y

; (3)

the feynm an propagatorism ultiplied by the annihilation am plitude forthe

inserted antiferm ions,and thereisa new term corresponding to a m ixing of

theantiferm ion propagating from x to y with theantiferm ion in thein-and

out-states.

Fora condensatewewould �llboth helicity statesata given m om entum

~k.Thefreepropagator

iS(x� y)� h0jd1=2(~k)d� 1=2(~k)T[ (x)� (y)]d
y

� 1=2
(~k)d

y

1=2
(~k)j0i (4)

isthen in m om entum space

S(p)=
h

(2�)32E k�
3(~0)

i2
(

SF (p) (~p6= �~k)

SE (p) (~p= �~k)
(5)

where

SE (p)=
p=+ m

(p0 � Ek + i")(p0 + E k + i")
(6)

di�ersfrom thefeynm an propagatoronly in thei"prescription atp0 = � Ek.

Since the antiferm ions inserted in the de�nition (4)are on-shell,itisclear

thata m ixing between them and thepropagating ferm ion only can occurat

theantiferm ion poleofS(p).Adding antiferm ionsforallm om enta j~kj� �,

thecorresponding propagatorwillequalSE (p)forallj~pj� �.

The addition of(anti)ferm ionsatt= � 1 in
uencesthe ferm ion propa-

gatorsin feynm an diagram satany orderofperturbation theory exactly as

itdoesthelowestorderpropagatorabove.Thiscan beeasily seen using the
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generating functionalofgreen functions(in a theory likeQED orQCD),

Z[�;��;J]= exp

"

iSint

 
�

��
;
�

���
;
�

�J

! #

ZB [J]ZF [�;��] (7)

whereSintistheinteractionpartoftheactionandZB ;ZF arefreefunctionals

ofthe boson (J)and ferm ion (�;��)sources,respectively. The free ferm ion

functionalis

ZF [�;��]= exp

"

i

Z
d4p

(2�)4
��(� p)SF (p)�(p)

#

(8)

with thefeynm an propagatorgiven by Eq.(2).

Itisinstructive�rsttorederivetheresult(5)forthefreepropagatorwith

the boundary states (4) using the generating functional. The propagator

SF (p)isdiagonalized by the sourcesz; �z ofde�nite helicity (�)and energy

signature(� ),

�(p) =

0

q

2E p

X

�

h

u(�;~p)z�
+
(p)+ v(�;� ~p)z�� (p)

i

��(� p) =
1

q

2E p

X

�

h

�z�+ (� p)uy(�;~p)+ �z�� (� p)vy(�;� ~p)
i

(9)

In thenew basiswehave

ZF [z;�z]= exp

(

i

Z
d4p

(2�)4

X

�

"
�z�
+
(� p)z�

+
(p)

p0 � Ep + i"
+
�z�� (� p)z�� (p)

p0 + E p � i"

#)

(10)

Thegenerating functionalZE ofthem odi�ed propagator(6)(forsom egiven

~k)di�ersby thesign ofi"in thesecond term ofEq.(10).Hence(Isuppress

the3-m om entum ~p and factors(2�)32E �3(~0)in thefollowing),

ZE [z;�z] = exp

"

i

Z
dp0

2�
��(� p)SE (p)�(p)

#

=
Y

�

h

1+ �z�� (E )z
�
� (� E )

i

ZF [z;�z] ; (11)
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where I used (p0 + E + i")� 1 � (p0 + E � i")� 1 = � 2�i�(p0 + E ), and

exp(�zz)= 1+ �zz forgrassm ann sources �z;z.

Asa function oftim e,

z(p0) =

Z

dt
0
z(t0)eit

0p0

�z(� p
0) =

Z

dt
00�z(t00)e� it

00p0 (12)

thefreegenerating functionalsare

ZF = exp

(

dt
0
dt

00
X

�

h

�z�
+
(t00)�(t00� t

0)e� iE (t
00� t0)

z
�
+
(t0)

� �z�� (t
00)�(t0� t

00)e� iE (t
0� t00)

z
�
� (t

0)
io

(13)

ZE =
Y

�

�

1+

Z

dt
0
dt

00�z�� (t
00)e� iE (t

0� t00)
z
�
� (t

0)

�

ZF (14)

Thisexpression forZE can now be com pared with the one obtained by ex-

plicitly di�erentiating Z F wrt.itssourcesatt= � 1 ,corresponding to the

boundary statesofEq.(4).Onereadily �nds

ZE = lim
ti! � 1
tf! + 1

Y

�

"

e
iE (tf� ti)

�2

��z�� (ti)�z
�
� (tf)

#

ZF (15)

Thisresultextendsim m ediatelytothefullinteractivefunctional(7),since

the derivatives in Eq.(15) com m ute through the derivatives in exp(iSint).

Thism eansthatusing them odi�ed ferm ion propagatorSE ofEq.(6)every-

wherein a perturbativecalculation ofan arbitrary green function (forsom e

given 3-m om entum ~k ofthe propagators)is exactly equivalent to calculat-

ing the sam e green function using ordinary feynm an propagatorsbut with

additionalincom ing and outgoing antiferm ionsasin Eq.(4).

The change ofi" prescription suppressesferm ion pairproduction atthe

corresponding value(s) of~k,as required by the exclusion principle. This
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can be seen directly for, eg, a ferm ion loop correction to a gauge boson

propagator. The loop gives no contribution atthose values ofthe ferm ion

m om enta~k atwhich externalferm ionshavebeen introduced,sincethepoles

in theloop m om entum p0 then areallbelow therealaxisand thep0 integral

m ay beclosed in theupperhalfplane.

Since I have shown that the propagator m odi�cation is equivalent to

adding particlesatt= � 1 gauge invariance islikely to be preserved. For-

m ally,the ward identitiesinvolve inverse propagators,forwhich the sign of

i" isirrelevant.

3. A boson ‘condensate’

Boundary conditions like that ofEq.(4) with (anti)ferm ions added to the

in-and out-states are relevant in situations involving ferm ion condensates,

butnotfortypicalapplicationsofQCD.TheQCD vacuum haszero baryon

num ber,and thus no overlap with states having extra (anti)quarks. The

propagator m odi�cation nevertheless seem s phenom enologically interesting

forgluons,sinceitsuggestsa ‘freezing’ofthelow m om entum gluon d.o.f.’s.

E�ectivegluon and constituentquark m assescan begenerated through loop

correctionsdue to the propagatorm odi�cation,presum ably withoutlossof

gaugeinvariance(butwith lossoflorentzinvarianceorderby order,seesec-

tion 4).

Ishallshow thatthere isa boundary condition which im pliesan analo-

gousm odi�cation ofthei"prescription forboson propagatorsastheonefor

ferm ionsdiscussesabove.Notsurprisingly,this‘perturbativeboson conden-

sate’involvesan inde�nitenum berofexternalbosons.Forsim plicity,Ishall

consider scalar bosons only. The generalization to real(transverse) gluons

should bestraightforward.
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Thefreeboson functionalappearing in Eq.(7)is(forscalars)

ZB [J]= exp

2

4
i

2

X

� ~p

Z
dp0

2�
J(� p

0
;� ~p)DF (p)J(p

0
;~p)

3

5 (16)

Since we shallbe dealing with the free functional(the generalization to the

interacting one willagain be straightforward),it is su�cient to consider a

single 3-m om entum ~p,and keep only the bose sym m etrization over � ~p as

indicated in Eq.(16).Thefeynm an propagatoris

D F (p)=
1

p2 � m2 + i"
=

1

2E

 
1

p0 � E + i"
�

1

p0 + E � i"

!

(17)

whereE =
p
~p2 + m 2.A m odi�cation ofthei" prescription atthep0 = � E

polegives

D E (p)�
1

(p0 � E + i")(p0 + E + i")
= D F (p)+

2�i

2E
�(p0 + E ) (18)

Notethatthesam egenerating functionalisobtained ifthei"prescription is

changed instead atthep0 = +E pole.Thus

~D E (p)�
1

(p0 � E � i")(p0 + E � i")
= D E (� p) (19)

so that

X

� ~p

Z
dp0

2�
J(� p)~D E (p)J(p)=

X

� ~p

Z
dp0

2�
J(� p)DE (p)J(p) (20)

In (t;~p)-space,

J(p0;~p)=

Z

dtJ(t;~p)eitp
0

(21)

wehave

ZB [J] = exp

8
<

:

X

� ~p

1

4E

Z

dt
0
dt

00
J(t00;� ~p)

�
h

�(t00� t
0)e� iE (t

00� t0)+ �(t0� t
00)eiE (t

00� t0)
i

J(t0;~p)
o

(22)
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Thegenerating functionalforthem odi�ed scalarpropagator(18)isthen

ZE [J] � exp

2

4
i

2

X

� ~p

Z
dp0

2�
J(� p

0
;� ~p)DE (p)J(p

0
;~p)

3

5 (23)

= exp

2

4�
X

� ~p

1

4E
J(E ;� ~p)J(� E ;~p)

3

5 ZB [J]

= exp

2

4�
X

� ~p

1

4E

Z

dt
0
dt

00
J(t00;� ~p)eiE (t

00� t0)
J(t0;~p)

3

5 ZB [J] (24)

Eq.(24) m ay be com pared with Eq.(14) in the ferm ion case. Due to

thegrassm ann algebra,theexponentialfactorm ultiplying ZF containsonly

a single power ofthe ferm ion sources �z;z. In the boson case the factor

m ultiplying ZB in Eq.(24)containsarbitrary powersofthesourcesJ.Itcan

be reproduced only by di�erentiating Z B [J]an arbitrary num ber oftim es,

corresponding to an inde�nitenum berofincom ing and outgoing bosons.

A singleboson ofm om entum ~p in thein-stateisobtained as

lim
ti! � 1

�ZB [J]

�J(ti;� ~p)
=

�
1

2E

Z

dte
� iE (t� ti)J(t;~p)

�

ZB [J] (25)

where we used lim ti! � 1 �(ti� t) = 0. Sim ilarly an outgoing boson corre-

spondsto

lim
tf! + 1

�ZB [J]

�J(tf;~p)
=

�
1

2E

Z

dte
� iE (tf� t)J(t;� ~p)

�

ZB [J] (26)

Having a boson both incom ing and outgoing isthen given by

lim
ti! � 1
tf! + 1

e
iE (tf� ti)2E

�2ZB [J]

�J(tf;~p)�J(ti;� ~p)
=

�

1+
1

2E

Z

dt
0
dt

00
J(t00;� ~p)eiE (t

00� t0)
J(t0;~p)

�

ZB [J] (27)

Furtherdi�erentiation wrt. J(ti;� ~p)and J(tf;~p)now operatesalso on the

�rst factor in Eq.(27). However,this gives back the factors in Eqs. (25)

9



and (26),respectively.Henceapplying thedoublederivativeofEq.(27)any

num beroftim eson ZB generatesa polynom ialfactorin xy,where

x �
1

p
2E

Z

dt
00
J(t00;� ~p)eiE t

00

y �
1

p
2E

Z

dt
0
e
� iE t0

J(t0;~p) : (28)

According to Eq.(24),

ZE [J]= exp

0

@ �
1

2

X

� ~p

xy

1

A ZB [J] : (29)

W e need to consideronly how to generate the+~p term in Eq.(29)through

repeated di�erentiation ofZ B as in Eq.(27). The � ~p term willthen be

obtained sim ilarly through repeated �2=�J(tf;� ~p)�J(ti;~p)di�erentiation.

Thefunction

f(xy)� exp

 

�
@2

@x@y

!

exp(xy) (30)

providesan adequatem odelforthepresentproblem .Asseen from Eq.(22),

ZB isnotofthe form exp(xy)due to the �-functions,butasin Eqs. (25 {

27) ZB acts precisely like exp(xy) when di�erentiated in the lim its ti !

� 1 ;tf ! +1 .Hencethepolynom ialin xy generated by thederivativesin

Eq.(30)willbethesam easthatgenerated from ZB .

Itisstraightforward to evaluatef(xy)in Eq.(30)by using theidentity

exp

�
1

2
x
2

�

=
1

p
2�

Z
1

� 1

duexp

�

�
1

2
u
2 + ux

�

(31)

to express

exp(xy)= exp

�
1

2
(x+ y)2

�

exp

�

�
1

2
x
2

�

exp

�

�
1

2
y
2

�

(32)
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asa three-fold integral.Theintegralresulting from applying thederivatives

in Eq.(30)isgaussian and gives

exp

 

�
@2

@x@y

!

exp(xy) =
1

1� �
exp

�
xy

1� �

�

=
1

1� �
exp

 
�

1� �
xy

!

exp(xy) (33)

Requiringthatthe�rstexponentin Eq.(33)be� xy=2accordingtoEq.(29)

givestheresult� = � 1.

W e have thus shown that the generating functionalZE [J](23) ofthe

scalar propagator D E (p) (18),which di�ers from the feynm an propagator

D F (p)(17)bythesignofi"atthep
0 = � E pole,isequivalenttothestandard

generating functionalZB [J](16)offeynm an propagatorsdi�erentiated wrt.

sourcesatt= � 1 ,

ZE [J]= 4exp

2

6
4�

X

� ~p

lim
ti! � 1
tf! + 1

e
iE (tf� ti)2E

�2

�J(tf;~p)�J(ti;� ~p)

3

7
5 ZB [J] (34)

Asnoted in Eq.(20),thesam eresultobtainsifthei"prescription ism odi�ed

atthep0 = +E poleinstead.

The source derivativesin (34)com m ute through the interaction term in

the de�nition (7)ofthe fullgenerating functionalofgreen functionsin the

interacting theory. Hence the above result establishes that a perturbative

calculation (to arbitrary order)which usesthepropagatorD E (p)(18),with

its non-standard i" prescription, is equivalent to a standard perturbative

calculation using feynm an propagators in the presence ofa ‘perturbative

condensate’ofincom ing and outgoing particles as speci�ed by the source

derivativesin Eq.(34).
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4. D iscussion

I have argued that it m ay be usefulto consider perturbative expansions

ofQCD using non-trivialboundary conditions at t= � 1 ,given that the

ground stateofthetheory isagluon condensate.Allexpansionsin which the

boundary statesoverlap thetrueground stateareform ally equivalentand a

prioriequally good.

Iinvestigated aparticularcasewhich isthebosonicequivalentofaferm ion

condensate,and in which thei" prescription oflow m om entum boson prop-

agatorsism odi�ed.Such a propagatorm odi�cation correspondsto a super-

position ofstandard perturbativecalculationswhere0,1,2,etc.bosonsare

added both totheinitialand �nalstate,asexpressed by Eq.(34).Ihavenot

shown thatthese boundary stateshave an overlap with the true QCD vac-

uum (butthen,neitherdo weknow thatthestandard perturbative vacuum

hassuch an overlap).

Therelevanceofthisexpansiondependsonitstheoreticalandphenom eno-

logicalviability, which rem ains to be dem onstrated. Gauge invariance is

am ong theim portantpropertiesthatshould beexplicitly veri�ed.

Since only low-m om entum (j~pj <
� �Q C D ) propagators are m odi�ed,the

successfulresultsof‘hard’QCD processesrem ain unaltered. In particular,

the renorm alization procedure willnotbe a�ected in any way by the m odi-

�cationssuggested here.

Them oststrikingdi�erencecom pared tostandard perturbation theory is

thelack ofboostinvarianceorderby order.Contrary to whatm ight�rstap-

pear,thisneed notsignalabreakdown oflorentzsym m etry forthefullseries.

Thetrueasym ptoticdegreesoffreedom arethehadron bound states,which

do notoccuratany �nite orderofperturbation theory. Physicalsym m etry

12



requirem entsshould beim posed only on resum m ationsoftheseries.

Thesubtletiesoflorentzinvariancein bound statecalculationsisknown

from QED.Asan exam ple[12],considerthelippm an-schwingerequation

G T(E )= K (E )+ K (E )S(E )G T(E ) (35)

forthe (truncated)green function G T ofa 2 ! 2 processwith c.m . energy

E . Iterating this equation generates an expansion ofG T in powers ofthe

propagatorS and thekernelK .W hilethestandard perturbativeexpansion

in � is unique (up to renorm alization conventions) for the green function

G T,thisisnotso forS and K separately. Rather,we can choose the form

of the propagator S freely, be it of relativistic (dirac) or non-relativistic

(schr�odinger)form .Eq.(35)then determ inesthecorrespondingperturbative

expansion ofthekernelK .Ata poleofthe(full)green function oftheform

G(E )=
 n

� n

E � En
+ regularterm s (36)

thelippm an-schwingerequation im pliesa bound stateequation oftheform

S
� 1(E n)= K (E n) n : (37)

Fora non-relativistic propagatorS thiswillhave the form ofa schr�odinger

equation,butitwillgive exactresultsprovided the fullperturbative series

fortheinteraction kernelK isused.

It should furtherm ore be realized thatthe transform ation properties of

equal-tim e bound state wave functions under lorentz boosts is quite non-

trivial.The requirem entthattheconstituentsshould beevaluated atequal

tim e in allfram es is inconsistent with explicit space-tim e covariance,even

fornon-relativisticQED bound states.
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A sim ple exam ple servesto illustrate the novelaspectsofthe fram e de-

pendence ofequal-tim e wave functions. There isa bound state equation in

QED 2 for which it is possible to relate explicitly the solutions in di�erent

lorentz fram es,and thus verify that they have the correct transform ation

properties[13].Thewave function ofa two ferm ion bound stateiswritten

 (t;x1;x2)= exp(� iE t)exp

�

ik
x1 + x2

2

�

�(x1 � x2) ; (38)

where x1;x2 are the positionsofthe constituentsand ttheircom m on tim e.

Both thebound stateenergy E and the2� 2 diracwavefunction � depend

on thebound statec.m .m om entum param eterk.Thebound stateequation

for� is

� i@x [�;�(x)]+
1

2
kf�;�(x)g+ m 1


0
�(x)� m2�(x)


0 = (E � V (x))�(x)

(39)

where m 1;m 2 are the constituent m asses and V (x) = 1

2
e2jxjis the instan-

taneousCoulom b potential. In 1+1 dim ensionswe m ay representthe dirac

m atricesusing paulim atrices,
0 = �3 and � = 
0
1 = �1.Despite thefact

thatEq.(39)hasno explicitlorentzcovariance(spaceand tim ecoordinates

aretreated di�erently in Eqs.(38,39))thebound stateenergiesfordi�erent

c.m . m om enta k are correctly related: E =
p
k2 + M 2,with M indepen-

dentofk.In the lim itofnon-relativistic internalm otion3 (e=m 1;2 � 1)the

wavefunction �(x)lorentzcontractsin thestandard way asa function ofk.

Related exam plesm ay befound in Ref.[14].

Theground statewavefunction ofQCD 4 isinvariantunderboosts.This

isobviously notthe case forourasym ptotic stateswhich according to Eq.

3Thisisin facttheonly casewherethesolutionsarenorm alizableand thusm eaningful,

duetotheK lein paradox.Thebound statem om entum k can bearbitrarilylarge,however.
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(34)contain bosonsofde�nite3-m om enta(<� �Q C D ).In thepresentform ula-

tion,thesam eboundary statesm ustbeused in allfram es,sincethey m odel

the sam e (invariant) ground state. Hence the perturbative expansion ofa

given QCD processwilldepend on the lorentz fram e. Ifthe m ethod works,

m easurable quantitiessuch ashadronic crosssectionswillbe lorentz invari-

ant. This does not m ean that the hadron wave functions them selves will

be invariant{ the starting pointofthispaperwasin factthatthey appear

phenom enologically to bestrongly fram edependent.
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