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A bstract: A calculation of the renom alization group In proved e ective potential
for the gauged U (N ) vector m odel, coupled to N ¢ ferm jons in the fiindam ental repre—
sentation, com puted to leading order in 1/N, all orders in the scalar selfcoupling ,
and lowest order in gauge coupling g%, with N ¢ of order N , is presented. It is shown
that the theory has two phases, one of which is asym ptotically free, and the other not,
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w here the asym ptotically free phase occurs if 0 < =92 < 5.
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In the asym ptotically free phase, the e ective potential behaves qualitatively like the
treeJlevel potential. In the other phase, the theory exhibits all the di culties of the
ungauged (92 = 0) vector m odel. T herefore the theory appears to be consistent (only)

in the asym ptotically free phase.
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1. Introduction

The search for non-perturbative m ethods in quantum eld theory rem ains a central issue
of the sub ct. A tfhough great progress has been m ade recently using duality E}'], there is still
considerable interest In other approaches to strong-coupling questions, particularly as the new
m ethods are lin ited to supersym m etric theories at present. O ne of the other technigues m ost
frequently considered is the 1/N expansion for a theory with intemal symm etry, continued to
OMN) orUMN) for example. Applications include "t Hooft’'s analysis of gauge theories [_2], the
dem onstration of string behavior In two-din ensional Q CD [_3], and of O (N ) mnvariant 4 theory
H, 3.

The 1/N expansion or * theory (in 3+ 1 din ensions) with O (N) symm etry (the so-called

vector m odel) has been extensively studied as a renomm alized eld theory :Q:, v]. However, the
renom alized vector m odel encounters a num ber of problem s Eﬁ]. Am ong these are:
(1) The e ective potential of the theory is doublevalied, where the lower branch of the potential
exhbis unbroken intemal symm etry at £’sm nimum , ie.,, h si= 0 Bee Fig. 3 of Abbott, et al,,
Ref. 5.] This phase is tachyon—free in all orders of the 1/N expansion. T he upper branch of the
e ective potentialdoes allow a goontaneousbroken sym m etry, but at the expense ofthe appearance
oftachyons, which signals a decay to the low er energy phase. In higher orders ofthe 1/N expansion,
the upper branch of the e ective potential becom es everyw here com plex.
(2) The e ective potentialhas no lowest energy bound asthe external eld ! 1 . The tachyon—
free phase (le., with h ;i= 0) tunnels non-perturbatively to this unstable vacuum .

T he prim ary m otivation of this paper is to provide a plausbl resolution of the problem s
enocountered by Abbott, et al. [B], although there m ay be other solutions as well. Tt is probably

relevant that the ungauged ¢ theory i four din ensions seem s to be trivial f], but this feature



is not the focus of this paper.

T hese di culties m ake the renom alized vector m odel, evaluated In the 1/N expansion, un—
suiable for phenom enology. There was also Interest In studying this m odel in the double-scaling
Iim it E_G], w here one considers the correlated Im i, N ! 1 and ! ,where . isa crticalvalie
ofthe coupling. Unfortunately, just at the critical point, the e ective potentialbecom es everyw here
com plex @], so that particular application of the vector m odel is also not possible.

O ne regponse to these problem s is to consider a cuto  version of the vector m odel in the 1/N
expansion {4, 0]. In that case a viable phenom enology, w ith spontaneously broken symm etry and
no tachyons, does exist to kading order in 1/N . Unfortunately, a doublescaling lin it is still not
possble even in the cuto -version of the vector m odel (L0, d1].] Since a cuto mass represents
an energy scak above which the scalar elds have signi cant interactions w ith other degrees of
freedom , the cuto % theory cannot be regarded as a closed system , in that there are degrees of
freedom w hich have been neglected, and in som e sense Incorporated into the cuto

T he question is then how should one couple the scalar eldsto additional degrees of freedom ,
so that the system is consistent w ith jast these degrees of freedom and no cuto ? In thispaper, we
argue that one way this can be acoom plished In the 1/N expansion is by gauging the scalar elds,
and adding N ¢ m asskess ferm ions In the findam ental representation, if the scalar selfcoupling
satis es0< < 3 (IL—f 1)§ and N ¢=N < 11=2 in the large N lim it. Ifnot, one retums to all the
di culties of the ungauged m odel. N otice that the m odel is not asym ptotically free forN ¢ = 0 In
the large N I it.

The gauged vector m odel In the 1/N expansion was previously considered by K ang EL-Z].
However, his calculation is nadequate for our purposes, as the renom alization schem e chosen

would not allow for a conventional H iggs m echanian . M ore in portantly, the conclisions drawn



by K ang were not reliabl @3], as they depended on features of the e ective potential outside the
dom ain of validity of the calculation, as evidenced by large logarithm s. In our work we ram edy
both ofthese di culties.

In Sec. 2 we form ulate the gauged vector m odel coupled to ferm ions in the fiindam ental
representation, and solve for the e ective potential to lading orders in 1/N, to allordersin , and
to leading order n g°. A renom alization group inproved e ective potential is constructed and
analyzed in Sec. 3. It is argued that the theory has two phases. If =g is sn allenough, the m odel
is asym ptotically free and the theory is consistent, In that the di culties found by A bbott, et al,,

] are absent in this phase. In Sec. 4 there is a brief discussion of the issue of gauge nvariance.

2. The G auged Vector M odel
Let us consider a renom alizabl theory of gauged com plex scalar elds in the fundam ental
representation of U N ), w ith gauged— xed Lagrangian density E.-Z], and N ¢ m assless ferm ions in

the findam ental representation as well.
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In 21) and ; transform in the fundam ental representation of U V), the gauge eld (ghost)

A (C) transform in the adpint, isa U ) sihglt, and D is the covariant derivative. The
eld serves as a Lagrange param eter, which if elin nated, reproduces the usual * scalar self-

Interactions. [ he coupling constants and elds have been rescaled so that N is an overall factor of



the Lagrangian, and hence 1/N is a suitable expansion param eter.] N ote that there is no Yukawa
coupling between and , sihce both are in the fiindam ental representation. In the absence of the
gauge couplings, (2.1) reduces to the usualvectorm odelw ith U NN ) symm etry [, §], together w ith
N ¢ free fermm ions.
In this section we present the results of a calculation of the e ective potential derived from

(21) to krading order in 1/N, to allorders in , and lading order in g2 . It is convenient to work
In Landau gauge ( = 0), so that the gauge param eter w ill not be renom alized. The resuling
e ective potential is renom alized using m odi ed m inin al subtraction, w ith the relevant relations

between bare and renom alized quantities to the order indicated above being

d = 4 2
Mo, - 7172
M b = Zl:z r
b = Zl r
M 9% = Or
I I
2 2
M2 — = 7 _
b r |
w2z L~ g2 1 1 1 ¢ 3,4
b r 16 2 16 2 16 2 2
3
Z = 1+ lng - 22)

T he subscriptsband r refer to bare and renom alized quantities resgpectively, whileM isan arbitrary
renom alization m assscale. N ote that in the 1/N expansion it is naturalto renomn alize 1/ rather

than .] The resulting renom alized e ective potential is
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w here ¢ is a num erical constant not relevant to our order. [ he subscripts r willbe om itted In all
that llow s. N ote that the ferm ions do not contribute to 2 .3) to kading order n N and 92 , due to
the absence of a Yukawa coupling. For convenience we write 2 instead of j ¥.] O ne is interested
In the ultraviolt behavior of the e ective potential to see if the di culies found by Abbott et al,
[:‘3] have been elin nated. However, when =M 2 >> 1, one encounters large logarithm s which m ake
(2 3) unreliable in that region. T herefore we consider the renomm alization group In proved e ective
potential, which w ill provide an e ective potentialwhich is lndependent ofM , to the order we are
working, and suppress the dependence on large logarithm s.

To this order, we want an e ective potentialwhich satis es
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and agrees w ith (2.3) when expanded In g2 and In( M ). Equation 2.4) doesnot depend on ,
as there are no extemal fermm ion insertions. The -—functions and anom alous din ensions obtained

from 22) are, to lreading order In N
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W e therefore consider N ¢ of order N . It isusefulto de ne

so that 2 =) ° is a renom alization group Invariant. N ote that the conventional

related to (25a) by

so that

LetM ( bethem assscal at which the coupling constants and \com posite" eld

finction is

2.6)

arede ned,

0o = ™ o)
- .2
o - (M 0r ) (2 .7)
3. Renom alization G roup Im proved E ective Potential
A .E ective Potential
Let us consider the renom alization group iIn provem ent of the e ective potential (2.3)
From (2.5b)
" 92 # 1
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From (2.5a) and (2.5b) we have
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where

4 N
A = 3 11 2— 34)

W e see that there is a phaseboundary when

N ¢

< 1 & (3.5)

Wl

A graph of versus g is shown in Figure 1, w ith the renom alization group ow s indicated
on the graph. N ote the two-phase structure of the theory, w ith the Iine = 4=3 (h;—f 1)d=C g
in the ( ;%) plane separating the two-phases. For < C ¢, the theory is asym ptotically free,
whilke if > C &, the theory is not, since !' 1 in the ulkraviolkt in this phase even though
g° ! 0. Thus the qualitative ultraviokt behavior of the theory in the phase > C o is sin ilar
to that of the ungauged theory. If the initial conditions for the renom alization group are chosen
such that ¢ = C gg, then =g = C throughout the renom alization group ow, to the orderwe
are working. Note that jfg%=l6 2 1, then also (=16 2 1 in the asym ptotically free phase;
which a posteriori is in the dom ain of perturbation theory.

The solution to @24) and @.5),wih (2.3) asboundary condiions, gives the renom alization

group In proved e ective potenu'al'_’.
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where A isgiven by (34). In solving the renom alization group equation (2.4) one m atches only

the leading logarithm s of (2.3), since one has no control of the sub—Jeading logarithm s, to the order

3T he condition for broken symm etry, 2= < Owih @@Lz = 0 requires = 0 in both the tree levelpotential, and in

(3.5). A Iso, the m assless ferm ions do not contribute to the vacuum energy to leading order n N and g2 . Therefore,
the vacuum energy is zero and does not need separate renom alization group im provem ent. See I_l-g‘] W e thank B.

K astening for raising this point.



we are working. ThusM gM—V is not iddentically zero for (3.6), but is zero to the order of accuracy

required of our approxin ations. The gap equation @V=@ = 0 m eans that
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where we dropped subkading term s in g I ( =M ?), which can be neglected to the order we are
working. The coe cient of the subleading term in (3.7) is not determ ined by our com putation,
because it corresponds to a higher order term in (3.6) . H owever, since what we really have is (3.6)
and @ =@V = 0, (3.7) must be used as shown in num erical com putations. O ne m ust resort to a
num erical evaluation forV ( 2) sihee 3.6) with (3.7) cannot be evaluated analytically.

Note from Figure 1 that the m odelhas two phases, w ith the phase boundary given byl'f:

N ¢

0 = — 1 3.9
< - 5 (3.9)

(SR

which dependson 1 < (NN—f) < % , where the upperbound is required so as to m aintain asym ptotic

freedom , as can be seen from (3.1). Since g2 M ) has a Landau singularity in the infrared region,

a Landau polk appears in the infrared region of the e ective potential. The Infrared pole should

be regarded as a signal of the con nem ent of colored degrees of freedom , and not a fundam ental

aw In them odel. In the asym ptotically free phase, where < % (IL—f 1)¢, the e ective potential
N

has a Iowest energy bound In the ultraviolkt, whilke if > % ST 1)d there is no lowest energy

N ote that there is no asym ptotically free phase or N = 0. A factor of two error n (3.1) led to the opposite

conclusion in an earlier version of this paper.



bound in the ultraviolkt. W ih the presence ofthe Landau pol, one cannot discuss a low est energy
bound in the infrared in a meaningfilway.] W e present in Figs. 2 and 3, the e ective potential
V ( ?) orthe two phases, ©r < 0. The hmfrared singularity occurs ;n a range of 2 m any orders
ofm agnitude an aller than the scale ofthe gures, so it disappears in the intervalbetween two of
the num erically com puted points. The gures en phasize the possbility of spontaneous sym m etry
breaking, and stability or lack of stability of the phases. [In Figs. 2 and 3, g M ()=16 2 is chosen
su ciently an all so that the Landau pok is in the extrem e nfrared region.]

T he phase boundary is given by (3.8), w ith corrections of O (g*) expected. For g° M o)=16 2
su ciently an all, these corrections are not expected to shift the phassboundary in any signi cant
way. W e observe from (3.3) and (3.4) that the ratio =g’ does not run at the phase boundary,
although both g M ?) and () ow to zero i the ultraviokt.

B. Vector M eson Spectrum and Con nem ent

A swe have Just discussed, Figs. 2 and 3 give a description of the e ective potential for our

modelfor 2 < 0, in the two phases of the theory. The resuls for 2> 0 are qualitatively sin ilar,

except the 2

= 0 axis in FFigs. 2 and 3 is shifted to the right, so that no spontaneous sym m etry
breaking takes place. The Landau shgularity, which is not shown In the gures, signals that the
theory lkely will con ne.

It is clain ed that In non-abelian gauge theories w ith m atter in the fundam ental represen—
tation, one evolves from a \H iggs" description of the theory to a con ning description, as the
param eters of the m odel are changed, w ithout encountering a phase transition Ef_f}] A logical
choice or M g isM ¢ '/ , as is the only massscalk in the problem . Then the m agnitude of

9° ( )=16 2 detem ines whether a \H iggs" or con nem ent description ism ore appropriate. In our

case, this corresponds to the evolution from g2 ( )=16 2 1 to larger values ofg2 ( )=16 2. Thus

10



Fig. 2 is appropriate to the H iggs description of the theory, since the Landau singulariy obtained
from running g° appears in the far infrared region.

W hen ¢ ( )=16 2 snalland 2 < 0, the asym ptotically free phase Jeads to a vector m eson
spectrum that is well describbed by perturbative estin ates ofm asses, ie., N N {2) m assless vectors
and 2N {1 m assive vectors w ith M 3 2<fv2 . If on the other hand g2 ( %)=16 ¢ is large, then the
vector m esons are strongly Interacting at the characteristic m assscale , so that the con nem ent
description would be m ore appropriate. In analogy w ith the quark m odel, one then m ight wish to
assign \shortdistance" m asses to the vectors, and run them by m eans of a renom alization group.
However, this is well outside the scope of our calculation. In the asym ptotically free phase, but
wih 2> 0,the gauge bosons should be regarded asm assless, and con ned.

T he m ethods of this paper dem onstrate that the two-phase structure is essential for under-
standing the physics.

C .Phase Transition in N ?

T he question arises as to w hether these results are stable asN is decreased ) W e do not have
the tools to answer this question in general, asour calculation isto allordersin , but only leading
orders n 1=N and g”. T he com plete phase surface is inacoessble as it depends to allorderson
g, and 1=N . W e can provide a very lin ited answer to this question by including the known 1=N
corrections to the -functions to leading order n g. Then instead of (2.5a) and (2.5b), we have

4, 5]

44 8
16 2 , = — - = = +o0d¢° 3:10
= 9 3 3% = «®) (3:10a)
1 4
162 . =12 1 — g 2 1+ — (3:10b)
N 2 N

W e thank the referee for raising this question.
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It is straightforward to show that the phaseboundary determm ined by (3.10) is
h i

0< = (3.11)

S > L. (3.12)

Thus, f N¢ is xed (@nd very large), then as N is decreased (3.12) will eventually be violated,
and asym ptotic freedom w ill be lost. O n the other hand, if one keeps (B;—f) xed, so that (3.12)
is satis ed, then for (NN—f) > 2, 311) can be satis ed for > 0 for any N , so that the twophase
structure of the m odelexhibited in the large N lin it can be preserved.
4. G auge Invariance

It is known for som e tin e that the e ective potential is not gauge hvariant (16, L7]. How

does this In pact our results? W e address this issue in this section.

Consider the e ective action ( ; ;A ), and
Viia)= d'x (;A) dx @)
when evaluated at the stationary points ; ;A de ned by
— == =90 42)
In this paperwe have considered V ( ; ;0), which is cbtained from
_ - =0 43)

w hich need not be the stationary points of (42). However i hasbeen shown that by Fukuda and
Kugo [;fj] that there are a wide class of \good gauges" where V ( ; ;0) correctly describes the

stationary points of 42) by means of 4.3) with A = 0. The \good gauges" include covariant

12



gauges, Landau gauge, R gauge, axialgauge .... By contrast In a bad gauge, A x) & 0 at the
stationary points, and (x) has x dependence to com pensate that of A (x) and restore Lorentz
Invariance.] The Landau gauge em ployed in this paper is a good gauge, for which the stationary
points are gauge nvariant.

In more detail, i can be shown E.-j] that the total variation with respect to the gauge

param eter satis es a renom alization group type equation, where schem atically

D_V ( ) = g ) g () i V(;)
D ’ Q @ @ ’
Qv .
= Fi(; ;A ) (i= 1toN) “44)
@ 3
whereF ( ; ;A ) isa functionalofthe eldsand
() @
=72 — InZ 4.5)
@ o
for the two anom alous din ensions. T hus
D
D—V(;)=O at = : “4.6)

T his m eans that the explicit gauge dependence cancels the in plicit gauge dependence of the pa-
ram eters ( %= ) and at the critical point . Therefore, the value of the e ective potential is
gauge Invariant at the critical points, so that one can select the critical point w ith the lowest value
of the e ective potential V in a gauge invariant way E.-g] [Spontaneous symm etry breaking is a

gauge invariant conoept.]

Further,
" #
D @V (;) Qv
- = Fi( ’ IA )
D @ 5 ;@ 5
N Qv QF; (5 A ) @.7)
Q : Q ; r s .
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_ ev e*v
- lep +4lj (@2)2 Fl(IIA)
Qv @F;( ; ;A )
+ 2 — - (4.8)
€y
At the phasseboundary, both
!
Qv Qv
— =0 and =0 4.9)
Q2 @ 2)?
Hence at the phase boundary, one also has at the stationary point ofV,
" #
D Qv
_ - =0 : (4 -lO)
D @ 3
T his m eans that at the phassboundary, not only isV ( ) gauge invariant, but %—V is as well

T hus, the vanishing of dV=d ? evaluated at at the phaseboundary is a gauge nvariant criterion,
as expected for a zero-m ass bound-state E.-_G].

In general, the e ective potential is not gauge invariant [‘,]_.-6, ',]_.-j] so that the e ective potential
need not have the speci cbehavior ofF igs. 2 and 3 in other gauges. H ow ever, the separation ofthe
theory into asym ptotically free and non-asym ptotically free phases is a gauge Invariant concept.
T hus one expects the resolution of the di culties of the ungauged vector m odel provided by the

asym ptotically free phase to be a physical feature of the m odel.

14



C onclusions

W e have presented a calculation of the renom alization group in proved e ective potential for
the gauged vectorm odelcoupled to N ¢ m asslkess ferm ions In the de ning representation, com puted
to Jeading orderin 1/N , allordersin , and leading order in ¢ . Tt was shown that the theory hastwo
phases. In the asym ptotically free phase, the e ective potential behaves qualitatively lke that of
the treeapproxin ation, but w ith a Landau pol in the Infrared region. If istoo large, asym ptotic
freedom is destroyed, and the e ective potential exhibits all the di culties found previously for the

ungauged theory (@* = 0) [1.
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1: The versus & plane, and renom alization group ow s. N ote the two phase structure. T he

Fig.

N ¢

. . ; _ 4 :
arrow s point toward the ultraviolt. The phase boundary is = 3 (1~ 1)¢ . The graph is

=z

£ 11

ory =

: The realpart of the e ective potentialvs. 2 forg?=16 2= 001, =16 °= 001, = = 1,

andM = 1, Por IL—f = % . In both Figs. 2 and 3, there are sihgularities (Landau poles) in

V,near %= 1,V = 0. These features are not visbl in the guresbecause they occur in a

range of 2 which ism any orders ofm agnitude sn aller than the scalk displayed.

Fig. 3: SameasFi. 2, except =16 2= 020.

18



AA6TE

1.0

N,/N = 11/4

- Figure 1



real part of effective potential

6,
MA6TE = 0.01
g’/161¢ = 0.01
4 WA =-1.0
M=1.0
N,/N = 11/4
2,

- Figure 2




real part of effective potential

50

-50-

-100

-150

—-200—

-250-
M16TE = 0.20
g?/161¢ = 0.01
~300 WA =-1.0
M=1.0
N,/N = 11/4
-350
-400 I T T I
0. 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
2
¢

- Figure 3




