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A bstract:A calculation ofthe renorm alization group im proved e�ective potential

for the gauged U(N)vector m odel,coupled to N f ferm ions in the fundam entalrepre-

sentation,com puted to leading order in 1/N,allorders in the scalar self-coupling �,

and lowest order in gauge coupling g2,with N f oforderN ,is presented. Itis shown

thatthetheory hastwo phases,one ofwhich isasym ptotically free,and the othernot,

where the asym ptotically free phase occurs if0 < �=g2 < 4

3
(
N f

N
� 1),and

N f

N
< 11

2
.

In the asym ptotically free phase,the e�ective potentialbehaves qualitatively like the

tree-levelpotential. In the other phase,the theory exhibits allthe di�culties ofthe

ungauged (g2 = 0)vectorm odel.Therefore the theory appearsto be consistent(only)

in the asym ptotically freephase.
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1. Introduction

The search for non-perturbative m ethods in quantum �eld theory rem ains a centralissue

ofthe subject. Although great progress has been m ade recently using duality [1],there is still

considerable interest in other approaches to strong-coupling questions, particularly as the new

m ethods are lim ited to supersym m etric theories at present. O ne ofthe other techniques m ost

frequently considered is the 1/N expansion for a theory with internalsym m etry, continued to

O (N) or U(N) for exam ple. Applications include ’t Hooft’s analysis of gauge theories [2], the

dem onstration ofstring behavior in two-dim ensionalQ CD [3],and ofO (N)invariant ��4 theory

[4,5].

The 1/N expansion for��4 theory (in 3+ 1 dim ensions)with O (N)sym m etry (the so-called

vector m odel) has been extensively studied as a renorm alized �eld theory [4,5]. However, the

renorm alized vectorm odelencountersa num berofproblem s[5].Am ong these are:

(1) Thee�ective potentialofthetheory isdouble-valued,wherethelowerbranch ofthepotential

exhibitsunbroken internalsym m etry atit’sm inim um ,i.e.,h�ai= 0 [See Fig. 3 ofAbbott,etal.,

Ref. 5.] Thisphase is tachyon-free in allorders ofthe 1/N expansion. The upperbranch ofthe

e�ectivepotentialdoesallow aspontaneousbroken sym m etry,butattheexpenseoftheappearance

oftachyons,which signalsadecay tothelowerenergy phase.In higherordersofthe1/N expansion,

the upperbranch ofthe e�ective potentialbecom eseverywhere com plex.

(2) Thee�ective potentialhasno lowestenergy bound astheexternal�eld � ! 1 .Thetachyon-

freephase (i.e.,with h�ai= 0)tunnelsnon-perturbatively to thisunstablevacuum .

The prim ary m otivation ofthis paper is to provide a plausible resolution ofthe problem s

encountered by Abbott,etal. [5],although there m ay be other solutions as well. It is probably

relevantthatthe ungauged ��4 theory in fourdim ensionsseem sto be trivial[8],butthisfeature
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isnotthe focusofthispaper.

These di�cultiesm ake the renorm alized vectorm odel,evaluated in the 1/N expansion,un-

suitable forphenom enology. There wasalso interestin studying thism odelin the double-scaling

lim it[6],whereoneconsidersthecorrelated lim it,N ! 1 and � ! �c,where�c isa criticalvalue

ofthecoupling.Unfortunately,justatthecriticalpoint,thee�ectivepotentialbecom eseverywhere

com plex [8],so thatparticularapplication ofthe vectorm odelisalso notpossible.

O neresponseto theseproblem sisto considera cuto� version ofthevectorm odelin the1/N

expansion [9,10].In thatcase a viable phenom enology,with spontaneously broken sym m etry and

no tachyons,doesexistto leading orderin 1/N.[Unfortunately,a double-scaling lim itisstillnot

possible even in the cuto�-version ofthe vector m odel[10,11].] Since a cuto� m ass� represents

an energy scale above which the scalar �elds have signi�cant interactions with other degrees of

freedom ,the cuto� ��4 theory cannotberegarded asa closed system ,in thatthereare degreesof

freedom which have been neglected,and in som esense incorporated into the cuto� �.

Thequestion isthen how should onecouplethescalar�eldsto additionaldegreesoffreedom ,

so thatthesystem isconsistentwith justthesedegreesoffreedom and no cuto�? In thispaper,we

argue thatone way thiscan be accom plished in the 1/N expansion isby gauging the scalar�elds,

and adding N f m assless ferm ions in the fundam entalrepresentation, if the scalar self-coupling

satis�es0 < � < 4

3
(
N f

N
� 1)g2 and N f=N < 11=2 in thelarge N lim it.Ifnot,onereturnsto allthe

di�cultiesoftheungauged m odel.Notice thatthem odelisnot asym ptotically freeforN f = 0 in

the large N lim it.

The gauged vector m odelin the 1/N expansion was previously considered by K ang [12].

However, his calculation is inadequate for our purposes,as the renorm alization schem e chosen

would not allow for a conventionalHiggs m echanism . M ore im portantly,the conclusions drawn
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by K ang were notreliable [13],asthey depended on featuresofthe e�ective potentialoutside the

dom ain ofvalidity ofthe calculation,as evidenced by large logarithm s. In our work we rem edy

both ofthese di�culties.

In Sec. 2 we form ulate the gauged vector m odelcoupled to ferm ions in the fundam ental

representation,and solveforthee�ective potentialto leading ordersin 1/N,to allordersin �,and

to leading order in g2. A renorm alization group im proved e�ective potentialis constructed and

analyzed in Sec.3.Itisargued thatthetheory hastwo phases.If�=g2 issm allenough,them odel

isasym ptotically free and the theory isconsistent,in thatthe di�cultiesfound by Abbott,etal.,

[5]are absentin thisphase.In Sec.4 there isa briefdiscussion oftheissue ofgauge invariance.

2. T he G auged Vector M odel

Letusconsidera renorm alizable theory ofgauged com plex scalar�eldsin the fundam ental

representation ofU(N),with gauged-�xed Lagrangian density [12],and N f m assless ferm ions in

the fundam entalrepresentation aswell.

N
�1
L = j@�� + igA� �j

2

+
1

2�
�
2
�
�2

�
� � � j�j

2

�
1

4
Tr(F��F

��)�
1

2�
Tr(@�A

�)2

� Trf@�C
�(@�C + ig[A �

;C ]g

+ i

N fX

i= 1

(� i � D  i) (2.1)

In (2.1) � and  i transform in the fundam entalrepresentation ofU(N),the gauge �eld (ghost)

A � (C ) transform in the adjoint, � is a U(N) singlet, and D is the covariant derivative. The

�eld � servesasa Lagrange param eter,which ifelim inated,reproducesthe usual��4 scalarself-

interactions.[Thecoupling constantsand �eldshavebeen rescaled so thatN isan overallfactorof
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the Lagrangian,and hence 1/N isa suitable expansion param eter.] Note thatthere isno Yukawa

coupling between � and  ,sinceboth arein thefundam entalrepresentation.In theabsenceofthe

gaugecouplings,(2.1)reducesto theusualvectorm odelwith U(N)sym m etry [4,5],togetherwith

N f freeferm ions.

In thissection we presentthe resultsofa calculation ofthe e�ective potentialderived from

(2.1)to leading orderin 1/N,to allordersin �,and leading orderin g2. Itisconvenientto work

in Landau gauge (� = 0),so that the gauge param eter willnot be renorm alized. The resulting

e�ective potentialisrenorm alized using m odi�ed m inim alsubtraction,with the relevantrelations

between bareand renorm alized quantitiesto theorderindicated above being

d = 4� 2�

M
�
�b = Z

1=2

�
�r

M
�
 b = Z

1=2

 
 r

�b = Z
�1

�
�r

M
��
gb = gr

M
2�

 

�2

�

!

b

= Z�

 

�2

�

!

r

M
2�

�
1

�

�

b

= Z
2
�

�
1

�

�

r

�
1

16�2�
�

1

16�2

 

g2

16�2

! �
3

�2
+
4

�

�

Z� = 1 +
g2r

16�2

�
3

�

�

: (2.2)

Thesubscriptsband rrefertobareand renorm alized quantitiesrespectively,whileM isan arbitrary

renorm alization m ass-scale.[Notethatin the1/N expansion itisnaturalto renorm alize1/� rather

than �.]Theresulting renorm alized e�ective potentialis

N
�1
V =

�2

�
� + ��

2
�

1

2�
�
2
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+
1

16�2
�
2

�
1

2
ln

�
�

M 2

�

�
3

4

�

�
1

16�2

 

g2

16�2

!

�
2

�
3

2
ln2

�
�

M 2

�

� 7 ln

�
�

M 2

�

+ c

�

(2.3)

where cisa num ericalconstantnotrelevantto ourorder.[The subscriptsr willbe om itted in all

thatfollows.Notethattheferm ionsdo notcontributeto (2.3)to leading orderin N and g2,dueto

the absence ofa Yukawa coupling.Forconvenience we write �2 instead ofj�j2.]O ne isinterested

in theultravioletbehaviorofthee�ective potentialto seeifthedi�cultiesfound by Abbottetal.,

[5]havebeen elim inated.However,when �=M 2 > > 1,oneencounterslargelogarithm swhich m ake

(2.3)unreliablein thatregion.Thereforeweconsidertherenorm alization group im proved e�ective

potential,which willprovidean e�ective potentialwhich isindependentofM ,to theorderwe are

working,and suppressthe dependenceon large logarithm s.

To thisorder,we wantan e�ective potentialwhich satis�es

0 = M
dV

dM

=

�

M
@

@M
+ �1=�

@

@(1=�)
+ �g

@

@g

+ ��2=�
@

@(�2=�)
� � �

2 @

@�2
+ � �

@

@�

�

V ; (2.4)

and agreeswith (2.3)when expanded in g2 and ln(�=M 2). Equation (2.4)doesnotdepend on  ,

asthere are no externalferm ion insertions. The �-functionsand anom alousdim ensionsobtained

from (2.2)are,to leading orderin N

�1=� = M
d

dM

�
1

�

�

=
1

16�2

"

32�2�

�
+

12g2

�
� 2 �

g2

�2

#

(2:5a)

�g = M
d

dM
g = � �g � g

3
=16�2

�
22

3
�
4

3

N f

N

�

+ O (g5) (2:5b)

�(�2=�) = M
d

dM

 

�2

�

!

= (2� � �)

 

�2

�

!

(2:5c)

� = M
d

dM
lnZ� =

� 6g2

16�2
+ O (g4): (2:5d)
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W e thereforeconsiderN f oforderN .Itisusefulto de�ne


0 =

�

(1� �=2)

so that�2 (
�

M 2)
0 isa renorm alization group invariant. Note thatthe conventional�� function is

related to (2.5a)by

�� = � �
2
�1=�

so that

16�2�� = � 32�2�� + 2�

 

� � 6g2 +
g2�

2�2

!

: (2.6)

LetM 0 bethem ass-scaleatwhich thecouplingconstantsand \com posite"�eld � arede�ned,

and

�0 = �(M 0)

�0 = �(M 0;�
2) (2.7)

3. R enorm alization G roup Im proved E�ective Potential

A .E�ective Potential

Letusconsidertherenorm alization group im provem entofthe e�ective potential(2.3)

From (2.5b)

g
2(M )= g

2
0

"

1+
4

3

�

11� 2
N f

N

�
g20

16�2
ln

�
M

M 0

�#�1

(3.1)

where

g0 = g(M 0): (3.2)

From (2.5a)and (2.5b)we have

M
d

dM

"

16�2

�
�

�
2

12� A

�
16�2

g2

#

=
12g2

16�2

"

16�2

�
�

�
2

12� A

�
16�2

g2

#

+ O (g2) (3.3)
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where

A =
4

3

�

11� 2
N f

N

�

(3.4)

W e see thatthereisa phase-boundary when

� =
4

3

�
N f

N
� 1

�

g
2 (3.5)

A graph of� versusg2 isshown in Figure 1,with the renorm alization group owsindicated

on thegraph.Note thetwo-phase structureofthetheory,with theline� = 4=3(
N f

N
� 1)g2 = C g2

in the (�;g2) plane separating the two-phases. For � < C g2,the theory is asym ptotically free,

while if� > C g2,the theory is not,since � ! 1 in the ultraviolet in this phase even though

g2 ! 0. Thusthe qualitative ultraviolet behavior ofthe theory in the phase � > C g2 is sim ilar

to thatofthe ungauged theory. Ifthe initialconditionsforthe renorm alization group are chosen

such that�0 = C g20,then �=g2 = C throughoutthe renorm alization group ow,to the orderwe

are working. Note thatifg20=16�
2 � 1,then also �0=16�

2 � 1 in the asym ptotically free phase;

which �a posterioriisin the dom ain ofperturbation theory.

Thesolution to (2.4)and (2.5),with (2.3)asboundary conditions,givestherenorm alization

group im proved e�ective potential3

N
�1
V =

�2

�
� + ��

2

�
1

2
�
2

8
><

>:

1

�
�

�
2

12� A

�
1

g2

2

6
41�

 

1+
A

2

g2

16�2
ln

�
�

M 2

�!
A �12
A

3

7
5

9
>=

>;
(3.6)

where A isgiven by (3.4). In solving the renorm alization group equation (2.4) one m atches only

theleading logarithm sof(2.3),sinceonehasno controlofthesub-leading logarithm s,to theorder

3
Thecondition forbroken sym m etry,�

2
=� < 0 with @V

@�2
= 0 requires� = 0 in both thetreelevelpotential,and in

(3.5).Also,the m asslessferm ionsdo notcontribute to the vacuum energy to leading orderin N and g
2
.Therefore,

the vacuum energy is zero and does notneed separate renorm alization group im provem ent. See [18]. W e thank B.

K astening forraising thispoint.
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we are working. ThusM dV
dM

isnotidentically zero for(3.6),butiszero to the orderofaccuracy

required ofourapproxim ations.Thegap equation @V=@� = 0 m eansthat

�
2 =

� �2

�
+ �

8
<

:

1

�
�

�
2

12� A

�
1

g2

2

6
41�

 

1+
A

2

g2

16�2
ln

�
�

M 2

�!
A �12
A

3

7
5

�
1

32�2

2

6
41+

A

2

g2

16�2
ln

�
�

M 2

�#
�12

A

9
>=

>;
(3.7)

Thus,inserting (3.7)into (3.6)

N
�1
V =

1

2
�
2

8
><

>:

1

�
�

�
2

12� A

�
1

g2

2

6
41�

 

1+
A

2

g2

16�2
ln

�
�

M 2

�!
A �12
A

3

7
5

9
>=

>;
; (3.8)

where we dropped subleading term s in g2 ln(�=M 2),which can be neglected to the orderwe are

working. The coe�cient ofthe subleading term in (3.7) is not determ ined by our com putation,

becauseitcorrespondsto a higherorderterm in (3.6).However,sincewhatwereally have is(3.6)

and @�=@V = 0,(3.7) m ustbe used as shown in num ericalcom putations. O ne m ustresort to a

num ericalevaluation forV (�2)since (3.6)with (3.7)cannotbeevaluated analytically.

Note from Figure1 thatthe m odelhastwo phases,with the phaseboundary given by4

0 < � =
4

3

�
N f

N
� 1

�

g
2 (3.9)

which dependson 1 < (
N f

N
)< 11

2
,wheretheupper-bound isrequired so asto m aintain asym ptotic

freedom ,ascan be seen from (3.1). Since g2(M )hasa Landau singularity in the infrared region,

a Landau pole appearsin the infrared region ofthe e�ective potential. The infrared pole should

be regarded as a signalofthe con�nem entofcolored degrees offreedom ,and nota fundam ental

aw in them odel.In theasym ptotically freephase,where� < 4

3
(
N f

N
� 1)g2,thee�ective potential

has a lowest energy bound in the ultraviolet,while if� > 4

3
(
N f

N
� 1)g2 there is no lowest energy

4
Note that there is no asym ptotically free phase for N f = 0. A factor oftwo error in (3.1) led to the opposite

conclusion in an earlierversion ofthispaper.
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bound in theultraviolet.[W ith thepresenceoftheLandau pole,onecannotdiscussalowestenergy

bound in the infrared in a m eaningfulway.] W e presentin Figs. 2 and 3,the e�ective potential

V (�2)forthetwo phases,for�2 < 0.Theinfrared singularity occursin a rangeof�2 m any orders

ofm agnitude sm allerthan the scale ofthe �gures,so itdisappearsin the intervalbetween two of

the num erically com puted points.The�guresem phasize the possibility ofspontaneoussym m etry

breaking,and stability orlack ofstability ofthe phases.[In Figs.2 and 3,g2(M 0)=16�
2 ischosen

su�ciently sm allso thattheLandau poleisin theextrem e infrared region.]

Thephaseboundary isgiven by (3.8),with correctionsofO (g4)expected.Forg2(M 0)=16�
2

su�ciently sm all,thesecorrectionsarenotexpected to shiftthephase-boundary in any signi�cant

way. W e observe from (3.3) and (3.4) that the ratio �=g2 does not run at the phase boundary,

although both g2(M 2)and �(g2)ow to zero in theultraviolet.

B . Vector M eson Spectrum and C on�nem ent

Aswe have justdiscussed,Figs. 2 and 3 give a description ofthe e�ective potentialforour

m odelfor�2 < 0,in the two phasesofthetheory.Theresultsfor�2 > 0 are qualitatively sim ilar,

exceptthe �2 = 0 axisin Figs. 2 and 3 isshifted to the right,so thatno spontaneoussym m etry

breaking takes place. The Landau singularity,which isnotshown in the �gures,signalsthatthe

theory likely willcon�ne.

It is claim ed that in non-abelian gauge theories with m atter in the fundam entalrepresen-

tation, one evolves from a \Higgs" description ofthe theory to a con�ning description,as the

param eters ofthe m odelare changed,w ithout encountering a phase transition [19]. A logical

choice for M 0 is M 0 ’ �,as � is the only m ass-scale in the problem . Then the m agnitude of

g2(�)=16�2 determ ineswhethera \Higgs" orcon�nem entdescription ism ore appropriate. In our

case,thiscorrespondsto the evolution from g2(�)=16�2 � 1 to largervaluesofg2(�)=16�2.Thus
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Fig.2 isappropriate to theHiggsdescription ofthetheory,since theLandau singularity obtained

from running g2 appearsin thefarinfrared region.

W hen g2(�)=16�2 sm alland �2 < 0,the asym ptotically free phase leadsto a vector m eson

spectrum thatiswelldescribed by perturbative estim atesofm asses,i.e.,N(N{2)m asslessvectors

and 2N{1 m assive vectors with M 2
v � 2g2v2. Ifon the otherhand g2(�2)=16�2 islarge,then the

vectorm esonsare strongly interacting atthe characteristic m ass-scale �,so thatthe con�nem ent

description would bem ore appropriate.In analogy with the quark m odel,one then m ightwish to

assign \short-distance" m assesto thevectors,and run them by m eansofa renorm alization group.

However,this is welloutside the scope ofour calculation. In the asym ptotically free phase,but

with �2 > 0,thegauge bosonsshould beregarded asm assless,and con�ned.

The m ethodsofthispaperdem onstrate thatthe two-phase structure isessentialforunder-

standing the physics.

C .P hase Transition in N ?

Thequestion arisesasto whethertheseresultsarestableasN isdecreased.5 W edo nothave

thetoolsto answerthisquestion in general,asourcalculation isto allordersin �,butonly leading

ordersin 1=N and g2.Thecom plete phase surface isinaccessible asitdependsto allorderson �,

g2,and 1=N . W e can provide a very lim ited answerto thisquestion by including the known 1=N

corrections to the �-functions to leading order in g. Then instead of(2.5a) and (2.5b),we have

[14,15]

16�2�g2 = � g
4

�
44

3
�
8

3

N f

N
�

2

3N

�

+ O (g6) (3:10a)

16�2�1=� = 12

�

1�
1

N 2

�
g2

�
� 2

�

1+
4

N

�

: (3:10b)

5
W e thank the referee forraising thisquestion.
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Itisstraightforward to show thatthe phase-boundary determ ined by (3.10)is

0 < � =

h
4

3

�
N f

N
� 1

�

+ 1

3N
� 6

N 2

i

g2

�

1+ 4

N

� (3.11)

whileasym ptotic freedom forg2 requires

�
11

2
�

1

4N

�

>
N f

N
: (3.12)

Thus,ifN f is �xed (and very large),then as N is decreased (3.12) willeventually be violated,

and asym ptotic freedom willbe lost. O n the other hand,ifone keeps (
N f

N
) �xed,so that (3.12)

issatis�ed,then for(
N f

N
)> 2,(3.11) can be satis�ed for� > 0 forany N ,so thatthe two-phase

structureofthe m odelexhibited in thelarge N lim itcan bepreserved.

4. G auge Invariance

It is known for som e tim e that the e�ective potentialis not gauge invariant [16,17]. How

doesthisim pactourresults? W e addressthisissuein thissection.

Considerthee�ective action �(�;�;A �),and

V (��;��;�A �)= �

Z

d
4
x�(��;��;�A �)

. Z

d
4
x (4.1)

when evaluated atthe stationary points ��;��;�A � de�ned by

��

��
=
��

��
=

��

�A�
= 0: (4.2)

In thispaperwe have considered V (��;��;0),which isobtained from

�
��

��

�

A �= 0

=

�
��

��

�

A �= 0

= 0 (4.3)

which need notbethe stationary pointsof(4.2).Howeverithasbeen shown thatby Fukuda and

K ugo [17]that there are a wide class of\good gauges" where V (��;��;0) correctly describes the

stationary points of(4.2) by m eans of(4.3) with �A � = 0. The \good gauges" include covariant

12



gauges,Landau gauge,R � gauge,axialgauge .... [By contrastin a bad gauge, �A �(x)6= 0 atthe

stationary points,and ��(x) has x dependence to com pensate that of �A �(x) and restore Lorentz

invariance.] The Landau gauge em ployed in thispaperisa good gauge,forwhich the stationary

pointsare gauge invariant.

In m ore detail, it can be shown [17] that the total variation with respect to the gauge

param etersatis�esa renorm alization group type equation,whereschem atically

D

D �
V (�;�) =

�
@

@�
� 

(�)

�

�

�
@

@�

�

� 
(�)
�

�

�
@

@�

��

V (�;�)

=

�
@V

@�i

�

Fi(�;�;A�) (i= 1to N) (4.4)

whereF (�;�;A�)isa functionalofthe�eldsand


(�) = Z

@

@�0
lnZ (4.5)

forthe two anom alousdim ensions.Thus

D

D �
V (�;�)= 0 at � = �� : (4.6)

Thism eans that the explicit gauge dependence cancels the im plicit gauge dependence ofthe pa-

ram eters (�2=�) and � at the criticalpoint ��. Therefore,the value ofthe e�ective potentialis

gaugeinvariantatthecriticalpoints,so thatonecan selectthecriticalpointwith thelowestvalue

ofthe e�ective potentialV in a gauge invariant way [16]. [Spontaneous sym m etry breaking is a

gauge invariantconcept.]

Further,

D

D �

"

@V (�;�)

@�j

#

=
@2V

@�i@�j
Fi(�;�;A�)

+
@V

@�i

@Fi

@�j
(�;�;A�) (4.7)
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=

"

2�ij

�
@V

@�2

�

+ 4�i�j

 

@2V

(@�2)2

! #

Fi(�;�;A�)

+

�

2�i

�
@V

@�2

��
@Fi(�;�;A�)

@�j
: (4.8)

Atthe phase-boundary,both

�
@V

@�2

�

��

= 0 and

 

@2V

(@�2)2

!

��

= 0 (4.9)

Hence atthe phaseboundary,one also hasatthe stationary pointofV ,

D

D �

"

@V

@�j

#

��

= 0 : (4.10)

This m eans that at the phase-boundary,notonly is V (��)gauge invariant,but
�
@V
@�

�

��
is as well.

Thus,thevanishing ofdV=d�2 evaluated at �� atthephase-boundary isa gaugeinvariantcriterion,

asexpected fora zero-m assbound-state[16].

In general,thee�ectivepotentialisnotgaugeinvariant[16,17]so thatthee�ectivepotential

need nothavethespeci�cbehaviorofFigs.2 and 3 in othergauges.However,theseparation ofthe

theory into asym ptotically free and non-asym ptotically free phases is a gauge invariant concept.

Thusone expects the resolution ofthe di�culties ofthe ungauged vector m odelprovided by the

asym ptotically freephaseto bea physicalfeature ofthe m odel.
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C onclusions

W ehavepresented a calculation oftherenorm alization group im proved e�ectivepotentialfor

thegauged vectorm odelcoupled to N f m asslessferm ionsin thede�ning representation,com puted

toleadingorderin 1/N,allordersin �,and leadingorderin g2.Itwasshown thatthetheoryhastwo

phases. In the asym ptotically free phase,the e�ective potentialbehavesqualitatively like thatof

thetree-approxim ation,butwith a Landau polein theinfrared region.If� istoo large,asym ptotic

freedom isdestroyed,and thee�ectivepotentialexhibitsallthedi�cultiesfound previously forthe

ungauged theory (g2 = 0)[5].
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Figure C aptions

Fig. 1: The � versusg2 plane,and renorm alization group ows.Note the two phase structure.The

arrowspointtoward the ultraviolet. The phase boundary is� = 4

3
(
N f

N
� 1)g2. The graph is

for
N f

N
= 11

4
.

Fig. 2: Therealpartofthee�ective potentialvs.�2 forg2=16�2 = 0:01,�=16�2 = 0:01,�2=� = � 1,

and M = 1,for
N f

N
= 11

4
. In both Figs. 2 and 3,there are singularities (Landau poles)in

V ,near�2 = 1,V = 0.These featuresare notvisible in the �guresbecause they occurin a

range of�2 which ism any ordersofm agnitudesm allerthan the scale displayed.

Fig. 3: Sam e asFig.2,except�=16�2 = 0:20.
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