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Abstract

W econstructatransform ation thattransform sperturbativestatesintostates
that im plem ent G auss’s law for ‘pure gluonic’Yang-M ills theory and Q CD.
The fact that this transform ation is not and cannot be unitary has special
signi�cance. Previous work has shown that only states that are unitarily
equivalentto perturbativestatesnecessarily givethesam eS-m atrix elem ents
asare obtained with Feynm an rules.
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In earlierwork,one ofus(KH)quantized Yang-M illstheory in the tem poral(A a
0 = 0)

gaugeandform ulatedtheconstraintthatim plem entsGauss’slaw byselectinganappropriate
subspaceforthedynam icaltim eevolution ofstatevectors[1].OneobjectiveofRef.[1]was
to com pare the im plicationsofGauss’slaw when itisim posed on the non-Abelian Yang-
M ills (YM ) theory and Quantum Chrom odynam ics (QCD)with its role in QED.Despite
greatsim ilaritiesbetween theAbelian and thenon-Abelian theories,theinclusion ofgauge
� elds in the non-Abelian charge density is responsible for im portant di� erences between
QED and QCD [1,2]. Notonly isitfarm ore di� cult to construct states thatim plem ent
Gauss’slaw in non-Abelian gaugetheoriesthan in QED;itisalso m uch m oreim portantto
use statesthatim plem ent Gauss’slaw in evaluating S-m atrix elem entsin YM theory and
QCD than itisin QED.

In gauge theories,itisstandard practice to use Feynm an rulesin perturbative calcula-
tions;theserulesim plicitly usecharged particlestatesthatdo notobey Gauss’slaw.In the
evaluation ofS-m atrix elem entsin QED,perturbativestatesthatdonotim plem entGauss’s
law m ay be safely substituted forstatesthatdo im plem entit. Thishasbeen shown to be
due to the factthatunitary transform ationssu� ce to constructthe latterstatesfrom the
form er[2,3]. Butthisunitary equivalence doesnotextend to the non-Abelian gauge theo-
ries.Thevalidity ofperturbativecalculationsbased on Diracspinorquarksand freegluons
m ay therefore require quali� cationsin YM theory and QCD thatare notneeded in QED.
Furtherm ore,the question hasbeen raised whether the properim plem entation ofGauss’s
law in non-Abelian gauge theoriesm ighthave signi� cant im plicationsforthe con� nem ent
ofcolored statesand theconjectured requirem entthatonly colorsingletscan beasym ptotic
scattering states[1].

In thispaper,weconstructstatesthatobeythenon-Abelian Gauss’slaw in ‘puregluonic’
YM theory and QCD.Our program is based on the construction ofa transform ation T

(which m ustbenon-unitary)thattransform sperturbativestatesjai| in the� rstinstance
theperturbativevacuum statej0i| into statesthatsatisfy Gauss’slaw,and thatcontinue
tosatisfyGauss’slaw even afterdynam icaltim eevolution.UnlikeJam esandLandsho� ,who
had to require m atrix elem entsofa non-term inating progression ofpowersofthe \Gauss’s
law operator",Ja0 � @iE

a
i;tovanish in ordertoobtain statesthatim plem entGauss’slaw [4],

we� nd thatwedo notneed toapply progressively escalating powersofprojection operators
to achieve ourobjective.

Asin Refs.[1,2],werepresentthetransverse gauge� eldsand theiradjointm om enta as

A
a
Ti(r)=

X

k;s= 1;2

�si(k)p
2k

[aas(k)e
+ ik�r+ a

ay
s (k)e

�ik�r]; (1)

and

� a
Ti(r)=

X

k;s= 1;2

�i�
s
i(k)

q

k=2[aas(k)e
+ ik�r

� a
ay
s (k)e

�ik�r]; (2)

where aays (k) and aas(k) represent ‘standard’creation and annihilation operators,respec-
tively,forgluons(or| with the Lie group indicesrem oved | photons)ofhelicity s:The
longitudinal� eldsarerepresented in term sofghostexcitation operators,in theform
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A
a
Li(r)=

X

k

ki

2k
3

2

[aaR (k)e
+ ik�r+ a

a?
R (k)e

�ik�r]; (3)

and

� a
Li(r)=

X

k

�iki
p
k
[aaQ (k)e

+ ik�r
� a

a?
Q (k)e

�ik�r]: (4)

The ghostexcitation operatorsobey the com m utation rules[aaQ (k);a
b?
R (k

0)]= �ab�k;k0;and
[aaR (k);a

b?
Q (k

0)]= �ab�k;k0;with allothercom m utatorsvanishing.W ede� nethe\Gauss’slaw
operator" Ga(r)

G
a(r)= @i�

a
i(r)+ J

a
0(r)= �@iE

a
i(r)+ J

a
0(r); (5)

whereJa0(r)= gfabcA b
i(r)�

c
i(r):G

a(r)can also conveniently berepresented in theform

G
a(r)=

1

2

X

k

[
a(k)+ 
a?(�k)]e+ ik�r; (6)

where1


a(k)= 2k
3

2a
a
Q (k)+ J

a
0(k): (7)

In earlierwork [1,2],itwasdem onstrated thatGauss’slaw and the gauge choice,A a
0 = 0;

could beim plem ented by im posing


a(k)j�i= 0 (8)

on asetofstates,fj�ig:
a(k)| and itsadjoint
a?(k)| com m utewith theHam iltonians
forYM theory and QCD,aswellas(with theLiegroup index a rem oved)forQED.Gauss’s
law,once im posed by this m ethod,therefore is una� ected by tim e evolution and rem ains
perm anently intact.

In QED,theNoethercurrentcom m uteswith thegauge� eld,becausethephotonscouple
to,but do not carry the electric charge. 
 (k) therefore com m utes with 
?(k);m irroring
the com m utation rule between aQ (k) and a?Q (k):That m akes it possible to establish a
unitary equivalence between the setofstatesfj�ig | the solutionsofEq.(8)| and the
set ofstates that solve aQ (k)jni = 0:W e are able to exploit this unitary equivalence to
explicitly construct the states in fj�ig;and to reform ulate QED as a theory ofcharged
particles thatobey Gauss’s law | thattherefore carry theirCoulom b � eld with them |
and thatinteractwith each otherand with transversely polarized propagatingphotons[2,3].
In YM theory and QCD,however,thecom m utation rulesam ong thecom ponentsof
a(k)
arequite di� erentfrom the com m utation rulesam ong thecorresponding aaQ (k):The latter
‘ghost’annihilation operatorscom m utewith each otherand with alltheirconjugateaa?Q (k):
However,the com m utation rules for 
a(k) and 
a?(k) follow the SU(N ) Lie algebra [1].

1
a(k)| and 
a?(k)| in thiswork and in Ref.[1]di�erby a norm alization factorof2k3=2.
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Itisthereforeim possible to constructa unitary transform ation thattransform s
a(k)into
aaQ (k):This di� erence between QED on the one hand and YM theory and QCD on the
other,precludes the use ofunitary transform ationsto construct the set ofphysicalstates
fj�ig from the perturbative statesfjnig in the non-Abelian gauge theories;and thatfact
accountsform ajordi� erencesbetween QED and thenon-Abelian YM theory and QCD.

In form ulating a procedureforconstructing thestatej�0iin non-Abelian gaugetheories,
wenotethatwhereas
a(k)j�i= 0and 
a?(k)j�i= 0aretwowhollyindependentconditions
forQED | and the form eralone su� cesto de� ne the Fock space forthisAbelian theory
| these two conditionsare notindependentforYM theory and QCD.In YM theory and
QCD,Eq.(8)requiresthat
a?(k)j�i= 0too[1,5,6].Theappropriatecondition forim posing
Gauss’slaw in YM theory thereforeisnotEq.(8),but

[
a(k)+ 
b?(�k)]j�i= 0: (9)

W ewillexpressthiscondition as

[baQ (k)+ J
a
0(k)]j�i= 0; (10)

wherewede� ne

b
a
Q (k)= k

3

2[aaQ (k)+ a
a?
Q (�k)]: (11)

W ewilltransform theperturbative vacuum statej0i| thestatethatisannihilated by
aas(k);a

a
Q (k)and a

a
R (k)| into a statej�0ithatim plem entsGauss’slaw.W erepresentj�0i

asa productoftwo operatorsacting on theperturbativevacuum j0i;in theform

j�0i= 	 � j0i; (12)

wheretheoperatorproduct	 � representsa non-unitary transform ation operator.W ealso
de� nea statej�0i= � j0i;so that

b
a
Q (k)j�0i= 0: (13)

Eq.(13)issatis� ed by � = expf�
P

� a
c?
R (�)a

c?
Q (��)g,asiscon� rm ed by the observation

that[aaQ (k);� ]= � aa?Q (�k)� and [aa?Q (k);� ]= 0:Theresulting statej�0iisnotnorm aliz-
able| itisessentially the\Ferm i" vacuum state[7],which isnotcom m only used in QED,
butreappearsherein thenon-Abelian theory.

Theconstruction of	 involvessolvingtheequation fbaQ (k)+ J
a
0(k)g	 j�0i= 	 baQ (k)j�0i,

orequivalently,

[baQ (k);	 ]= �J
a
0(k)	 + B

a
Q ; (14)

where B a
Q representsany operatorproductwith baQ on itsextrem e right-hand side,so that

B a
Q j�0i= 0:Eq.(14)isan operatordi� erentialequation,in which the com m utatorplays
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theroleofa generalized derivative.W eintroducethefollowing notation fortheconstituent
partsfrom which 	 willbeassem bled:

a
�
i(r)= A

�
Ti(r); (15)

x
�
i(r)= A

�
Li(r); (16)

and

X
�(r)= [@i

@2
A
�
i(r)]; (17)

where,[a�i(r)+ x�i(r)]= A �
i(r);and since A

�
Li(r)= @i[

@j

@2
A �
j(r)];x

�
i(r)= @iX

�(r).W ealso
need to de� nethecom bination

Q
�

(�)i
(r)= [a�i(r)+

�

�+ 1
x
�

i(r)]; (18)

with � integer-valued.

W ewillalso usethepreceding operatorsto form thefollowing com positeoperators:

 


(1)i
(r)= f

��
X

�(r)Q �

(1)i
(r)= f

��
X

�(r)[a�i(r)+
1

2
x
�

i(r)]; (19)

 


(2)i
(r)= �f

��b
f
b�

X
�(r)Q �

(2)i
(r)X �(r)= �f

��b
f
b�

X
�(r)[a�i(r)+

2

3
x
�

i(r)]X
�(r); (20)

and thegeneral�-th orderterm

 


(�)i
(r)= (�1)��1 f~��

(�)
R

~�
(�)(r)Q

�

(�)i
(r); (21)

in which

R
~�
(�)(r)=

�Y

m = 1

X
�[m ](r); (22)

and

f
~��

(�)
= f

�[1]�b[1]
f
b[1]�[2]b[2]

f
b[2]�[3]b[3]

� � � f
b[��2]�[��1]b[��1]

f
b[��1]�[�]

; (23)

wheref~��
(1)

� f��.

W ealso de� nethecom positeoperator

A 1 = ig

Z

dr 


(1)i
(r)� 

i(r); (24)

which isusefulbecauseithastheim portantproperty thatitscom m utatorwith baQ (k);

[baQ (k);A 1]= �gf
a�

Z

dre
�ik�r [a�i(r)+ x

�

i(r)]�


i(r)

�
g

2
f
a�

Z

dre
�ik�r

X
� [@i�



i(r)]; (25)
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generates�Ja0(k)when itactson the\Ferm i" vacuum statej�0i:W eobserve that

@i�


i(r)=
X

k

b


Q (k)e
+ ik�r

; (26)

so that@i�


i(r)j�0i= 0;and

[baQ (k);A 1]j�0i= �J
a
0(k)j�0i: (27)

W e m ightexpectthatthe sim ple choice 	 = 	0 = exp(A 1)would solve Eq.(14),butthat
expectation isnotful� lled. This isdue to the factthatthe com m utator[baQ (k);A 1]does
notcom m ute with A 1.The expression @i�



i(r);when itarisesin the m idstofan extended
sequence ofoperator-valued factors,doesnotacton theFerm ivacuum state,and doesnot
vanish. On its way to the extrem e right ofthe expression, where it ultim ately acts on
j�0i and vanishes,@i�



i(r)produces extra term s asit com m utes with A 1’s;and that fact
disquali� es	0 asa solution ofEq.(14).

To address the problem s that arise because A 1 and [baQ (k);A 1]do not com m ute,we
m ake the following m odi� cations. First,we replace exp(A1) with k exp(A 1)k,where the
kO k designates a variety of‘norm alorder’in which allfunctionals ofm om enta, F [� i],
appearto therightofallfunctionalsofgauge� elds,F [Ai].Forexam ple,in thenth term of
k exp(A 1)k theproductk(A 1

)n k represents

k(A
1
)n k= (ig)n

Z

D(1;� � � ;n) �1
(1)i1

(1) �2
(1)i2

(2) � � �  
�n
(1)in

(n)� �1
i1
(1)� �2

i2
(2) � � � ��n

in
(n);

(28)

where D(1;� � � ;n)denotesdr1� � � drn;and the integerargum entn in the  ’sand � ’srep-
resents rn:This ‘norm alorder’has the e� ect that, in [baQ (k);k exp(A 1)k];the @i�



i(r)
produced by an integration by parts,appears am ong the � ’s and can annihilate the j�0i
directly,m oving only through other � ’s (or functionals of� ’s) with which it com m utes.
The (�g)fabc

R
dre�ik�r [abi(r)+ xbi(r)]needed as part of�Ja0(k) is created to the left of

k exp(A 1)k;asrequired;butthe rem aining � c
i(r)appearsto the rightofallthe  ’s,with

which itdoesnotcom m ute.As� c
i(r)m ovestotheleft,toconstitutethecom plete�J

a
0(k),it

generatesunwanted contributionsthatdisqualify even k exp(A 1)k asa solution ofEq.(14).
To com pensate forthefailureofk exp(A 1)k to satisfy Eq.(14),we extend A 1 so thatitis
only the � rstterm in the in� nite operator-valued seriesA ;given by A =

P
1
n= 1A n,where

theA n with n > 1 willbegiven laterin thissection.	 isthen given as

	 = k exp(A )k: (29)

Allthe A n willconsistoffunctionalsofthe gauge � eld,A�i(r),m ultiplied by a single m o-
m entum ,� 

i(r);so thatitbecom esusefulto expressalltheA n as

A n = ig
n

Z

drA


(n)i
(r)� 

i(r): (30)

Eq.(30)isusefulasa de� nition ofA
(n)i

(r);and asan identi� cation ofthisquantity asa
functionalofgauge� eldsonly | canonicalm om enta areneverincluded in A

(n)i
(r).
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In Eq.(14)wecan now replace	 with Eq.(29)to give

[baQ (k);k exp(A )k]+ J
a
0(k)k exp(A )k� 0; (31)

wherethesym bol� isused to indicatethatwehavesuppressed thestatej�0i;thatshould
appearon therightofalloperatorproducts.W ecan expand Eq.(31)into theform

k[baQ (k);exp(
1X

n= 2

A n)]exp(A 1)k + k[baQ (k);exp(A 1)]exp(
1X

n= 2

A n)k

+ J
a
0(k)k exp(A )k� 0; (32)

wherethek k-orderingelim inatesfurthercontributionsfrom theBaker-Hausdor� -Cam pbell
form ula.Since[baQ (k);k exp(A )k]= k[baQ (k);A ]exp(A )k,wecanuseEq.(25)toelim inate
Ja0(k)k exp(A )k and to rewriteEq.(32)as

k[baQ (k);
1X

n= 2

A n ]exp(A )k � kgf
a�

Z

dre
�ik�r[a�i(r)+ x

�

i(r)][exp(A );�


i(r)]k� 0:(33)

W ecan also use[k exp(A )k;� 

i(r)]= k[A ;� 

i(r)]exp(A )k,to give
2

kf[baQ (k);
1X

n= 2

A n ]� gf
a�

Z

dre
�ik�r[a�i(r)+ x

�

i(r)][A ;�


i(r1)]g exp(A )k� 0: (34)

Aftersim plifying Eq.(34)and expanding,weestablish

[baQ (k);
1X

n= 2

A n ]� gf
a�

Z

dre
�ik�r [a�i(r)+ x

�

i(r)][
1X

n= 1

A n;�


i(r)]� 0; (35)

asa su� cientcondition forthevalidity ofEq.(34).W enow rewritethelim itofthesum in
thesecond term ,

P 1
n= 1A n )

P 1
n= 2A n�1 ,to give

[baQ (k);
1X

n= 2

A n ]� gf
a�

Z

dre
�ik�r [a�i(r1)+ x

�

i(r)][
1X

n= 2

A n�1 ;�


i(r)]� 0: (36)

Requiring Eq.(36)to hold forallvaluesofg;weobtain thetherecursion relation

[baQ (k);A n]� gf
a�

Z

dre
�ik�r [a�i(r)+ x

�

i(r)][A n�1 ;�


i(r)]; (37)

which holdsforn > 1,becauseA 0 = 0.

W e have been able to constructthe � rstsix term softhe A seriesand to con� rm their
consistency with Eq.(37).Becauseofthestructuralregularity ofA 1 -A 6,wecan also infer
theform ofthegeneralA n:TheexpressionsfortheseA n arem osteasily given in a partially

2in an expression k[!;�]�k;the com m utator is always to be evaluated before the double-bar
ordering isim posed.
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recursiveway,in term softheA 

(n)i
(r)previously de� ned in Eq.(30).Thede� nition ofeach

A n (with n > 1)contains references to A 

(n0)i
(r)with n0 < n;and,in turn,togetherwith

Eq.(30),de� nesthenew A


(n)i
(r):Theterm sin theA seriesaregiven by Eq.(24)and by

A 2 =
ig2

2

Z

dr 


(2)i
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
2
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r); (38)

A 3 =
ig3

3!

Z

dr 


(3)i
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
3
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(2)j(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r)

+ ig
3
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(1)k
(r)� 

i(r); (39)

A 4 =
ig4

4!

Z

dr 


(4)i
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
4
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(3)j(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r)

+ ig
4
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(2)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(1)k
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
4
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(2)k
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig4

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(1)k(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r); (40)

A 5 =
ig5

5!

Z

dr 


(5)i
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
5
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(4)j(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r)

+ ig
5
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(3)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(1)k
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
5
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(2)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(2)k
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
5
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(3)k
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig5

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(2)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(1)k(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r)

+ ig5

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(2)k(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r)

+ ig5

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(1)k(r)][�il�
2

3

@i@l
@2
]A �

(1)l
(r)� 

i(r); (41)

and

A 6 =
ig6

6!

Z

dr 


(6)i
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
6
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(5)j(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r)
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+ ig
6
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(4)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(1)k
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
6
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(3)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(2)k
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
6
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(2)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(3)k
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig
6
f
��

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)][�ik �
1

2

@i@k
@2
]A �

(4)k
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig6

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(3)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(1)k(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r)

+ ig6

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(2)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(2)k(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r)

+ ig6

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(3)k(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r)

+ ig6

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(2)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(1)k(r)][�il�
2

3

@i@l
@2
]A �

(1)l
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig6

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(2)k(r)][�il�
2

3

@i@l
@2
]A �

(1)l
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig6

2
f
��b

f
b�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(1)k(r)][�il�
2

3

@i@l
@2
]A �

(2)l
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig6

3!
f
��b

f
b�c

f
c�

Z

dr
@j

@2
[A �

(1)j(r)]
@k
@2
[A �

(1)k
(r)] @l

@2
[A �

(1)l(r)]a
�

i(r)�


i(r): (42)

To arrive ata form forA n forarbitrary n;itisconvenientto de� ne A


i(r)by Eq.(30)
and by

A


i(r)=
1X

n= 1

g
n
A



(n)i
(r); (43)

so that

A = i

Z

drA


i(r)�


i(r): (44)

W ealso de� ne

B
�

(�)i
(r)= fa

�

i(r)+ [�ij �
�

�+ 1

@i@j

@2
]A �

j(r)g; (45)

and

M
~�
(�)(r)�

�Y

m = 1

@j

@2
[A �[m ]

j (r)]= @j

@2
[A �[1]

j (r)]@l
@2
[A �[2]

l (r)]� � �@w
@2
[A �[��1]

w (r)]@k
@2
[A �[�]

k (r)]; (46)

where � represents the sam e integer-valued param eter originally introduced in Eq.(18),

thatwe willnow observe to benecessary form atching each B�

(�)i
(r)with itscorresponding

M ~�
(�)
(r)in the integralequation forA 

i(r)given below. W e now form ulate thisnon-linear

integralequation forA �
i(r)as

A =
1X

�= 1

ig�

�!

Z

dr 


(�)i
(r)� 

i(r)
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+ig f~��
(1)

Z

drM
~�
(1)(r)B

�

(1)i
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig2

2
f
~��

(2)

Z

drM
~�
(2)(r)B

�

(2)i
(r)� 

i(r)

+ ig3

3!
f
~��

(3)

Z

drM
~�
(3)(r)B

�

(3)i
(r)� 

i(r)

+ � � �

+ ig�

�!
f
~��

(�)

Z

drM
~�
(�)(r)B

�

(�)i
(r)� 

i(r)

+ � � � ; (47)

or,m oresuccinctly,

A =
1X

�= 1

ig�

�!

Z

drf 


(�)i
(r)+ f

~��

(�)

Z

drM
~�
(�)(r)B

�

(�)i
(r)g� 

i(r): (48)

W eobservethattheleadingterm softheperturbativesolution ofEq.(47)| orequivalently
Eq.(48)| agreewith A 1 -A 6;theexplicitform sgiven in Eqs.(24)and (38)-(42).W ehave
con� rm ed thatthe entire perturbative series| An forarbitrary n | correctly satisfy the
recursion relation given in Eq.(37);butwehavenotyetestablished thatfactwith com plete
rigorin so farasconcerns itsextension beyond n = 6. Previously in thispaper,we have
shown Eq.(37)to bea su� cientcondition fortheim plem entation ofGauss’slaw.

j�0iisnottheonly statethatim plem entsGauss’slaw.Any statej�ki= 	 � aays (k)j0ior
j�k1���kii= 	 � aa1ys1

(k1)� � � aaiy
si
(ki)j0i,where aays (k)creates a transversely polarized gluon,

is annihilated by the Gauss’s law operator G:The im portant question then arises: W hat
changesoccurin theS-m atrix when thestatesj�k1���kiiaresubstituted fortheperturbative
statesjnk1���kiiasincidentand scattered states? W e willnotdiscussthisquestion in detail
in this paper. But we observe that,while it has been shown that there is no change in
S-m atrix elem ents when the j�i and the corresponding jni states that they replace are
unitarily equivalent[2,3],in thiscase,in which the transform ation 	 isnotunitary,there
willbechangesin theS-m atrixelem entswhen thej�istatesaresubstituted forthejnistates.
Thesechanges,however,do notappearin thelowestorderofperturbation theory,sincethe
non-unitarity does notarise in the leading term of	 :The m ostinteresting possibility,of
courseisthatthecontribution of	 asa wholecan beevaluated,and thenon-perturbative
e� ectofGauss’slaw on theS-m atrix assessed.

Anotherquestion to beaddressed dealswith thenon-perturbative solutionsofthenon-
linear Eq.(47) or equivalently Eq.(48). Further work is required to clarify how these
non-perturbative solutions are related to the gauge sectors connected by the large gauge
transform ations[8].

Thisresearch wassupported by theDepartm entofEnergy underGrantNo.DE-FG02-
92ER40716.00.
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