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Abstract

We consider a non-Abelian Lee-Wick gauge theory and discuss Becchi-Rouet-Stora-Tyutin
(BRST) invariance. It contains fourth-order derivative as extensions of the kinetic term, lead-
ing to massive ghosts in the theory upon quantization. We particularly provide essential clues
towards confinement conditions in strongly-coupled regimes, using the Kugo-Ojima approach, and
obtain the S—functions in the non-perturbative regimes. This is achieved using a set of exact
solutions of the corresponding local theory in terms of Jacobi elliptical functions. We obtain a
similar S—function just as for the ordinary Yang-Mills theory but the main differences are that
now, the cut-off arises naturally from the Lee-Wick heavy mass scales (M). We show that the fate
of the ghosts are fixed in these regimes: they are no more the propagating degrees of freedom
in the infrared (IR)-limit. As it also happens for the ordinary case, confinement is due to the

non-Abelian nature of the theory. In the limit M — oo, one recovers the standard results for the
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local non-Abelian Yang-Mills theory.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The search for a consistent theory of quantum gravity has proven to be one of the main
challenges of theoretical physics. Some extended formulations have been provided through
string theory and loop quantum gravity without yielding a general accepted scenario. Most
questions are open yet. Different avenues have been explored trying to make the Einstein
theory of gravity renormalizable in the UV. A notable attempt has been the Stelle’s theory
where higher order derivative of the metric are added to the well-known Einstein-Hilbert
action |IH3]. This theory proved to be renormalizable but has severe problems due to the
presence of ghosts that break unitarity. Since then, several attempts have been made to
overcome such a problem (e.g. see |4, |3] and refs. therein). Anyway, one can recognize
here an important problem of quantum field theory and the main model having similar
characteristic as Stelle’s theory is the so called Lee-Wick model [6] that displays identical
good and bad behavior.

Stydies of the Standard Model have permitted to get formulations that can provide a deep
understanding of this kind of problems as in Refs. [7? , 8] where higher-order derivatives
augment the SM via TeV-scale Lee-Wick partner particles with negative-sign kinetic and
mass terms. This evidently leads to a cancellation of quadratic divergences in scalar self-
energies, with the predictions of the precise particle spectrum of Lee—Wick resonances at

! The theory proves to be unitary, [9] (see also

the laboratory experiments to determine.
[10, [11] ), is causal at the macroscopic level [12], and has subsequently been generalized
to include additional partner particles [13, [14]. It has received much attention in the BSM
particle physics phenomenology literature as well [15]. So far, no Lee-Wick partner particles
have been found hitherto, thereby putting a lower bound from /s ~ O(10) TeV [16], on the
Lee-Wick partner masses and pushing them to higher energies.

Looking for other possible avenues to a formulation of quantum gravity, the last decades
have also seen the development of general non-local field theories, in particular ghost-free

ones [17-25], and in the context to p-adic string theory and non-commutative geometry [26—

29].> Recently, in this context, higher-derivative approaches to a UV-completion of QFT

L Tt is worthwhile to point out that also the Abelian Lee-Wick theory has a consistent behavior in UV,

granting some quantities and Feynman diagrams to be finite[? 7 7 7 ].
2 For cosmology of these theories, see Ref. [36], nonlocality in string theory see [38, 46], regularization of



have become popular|17, 30-34], and particularly, the infinite higher-derivative approach
that was motivated starting from string field theory [21, 28, 29, 135, 3745, 56, 57] where
attempts were made to address the divergence problem by generalizing the kinetic energy
operators of the Standard Model (SM) to an infinite series of higher order derivatives,
suppressed by the scale of non-locality (M) at which the higher order derivatives come
into the picture [58, 59], also to readily cure the vacuum instability problem in the SM
[60]. Such a theory is ghost-free [61], predicts conformal invariance in the ultra-violet (UV),
trans-planckian scale transmutation and dark matter phenomenology [62, 163] and is free
of Landau poles making it a candidate theory for UV-completion of 4D QFT, valid and
perturbative up to infinite energy scales [60, 62, 64]. Strong coupling regimes of the theory
were studied in Refs. [65-67], where it was shown that the mass gap obtained gets diluted
in the UV due to non-local effects restoring conformal invariance in the UV along with
studies of false vacuum [70] and Higgs dark energy [69]. Interestingly, it was shown that
Lee-Wick theory (Higgs, abelian and non-Abelian gauge theories) with N propagator poles
and having (N — 1) Lee-Wick partners can be understood as flowing to infinite-derivatives
in the N — oo asymptotic limit [71-73].

Renormalization group equations (RGEs) helps us to understand the relevance of UV
fixed points for quantum field theories |74, [75], for example, in quantum chromodynamics.
Here, the property of the asymptotic freedom manifests the reliability of the theory by the
use of the standard perturbation theory [76-78]. Now, when the fixed point corresponds
to an interacting theory, we dub this as asymptotic safety [79]. It may be desirable for
UV-completion theories, that are neither asymptotically free nor renormalizable, to have
such a UV fixed point behaviour [80]. This idea was recently developed for quantum gravity
[80-86]. Applications to the Standard Model have also shown the possibility of such a UV
fixed point [87-92]. The authors studied the RGEs of non-local infinite-derivative theories in
Ref. [60, 164, 166], but however the story remains unclear for Lee-Wick theories, particularly
in the non-perturbative regimes which we investigate in this paper.

Besides the RGE approach in QFT, deeper understanding of the confinement of quarks in
the Standard Model (QCD sector) (see |93] and references there-in) was proposed by Kugo

the gravitational field via nonlocality see [47-49] on one hand, and on the other hand, the role of the Wick

rotation vis-a-vis unitarity and causality [50-55].



and Ojima that firstly proposed a confinement condition based on the BRST invariance
and charge annihilation and then, later on, extended to color confinement by other authors
[94-1103].> Confinement, in its simplest form, can be understood as the combined effect of
a potential obtained from the Wilson loop of a Yang—Mills theory without fermions and
the running coupling yielding a linearly increasing potential, in agreement with lattice data
[118].

The main motivation for this work is to present a completely new approach that can
help the formulation of a consistent theory of quantum gravity in the UV limit. Indeed, in
this work, we will apply the conditions of confinement derived in [96-100] ( via reducing
it to the case of the Kugo-Ojima criterion [95] ) to non-local non-Abelian Lee-Wick gauge
theories without including fermions, following similar approach as studied in the case of
ghost-free infinite-derivative non-local Yang-Mills [66]. This uses the form of exact solutions
of the background using elliptical functions and the technique has been successfully applied
to calculate non-perturbative local theory phenomenology: Hadronic contribution of muon
(g-2), [119] and tunneling of the false vacuum [120, 121] We will get several clues pointing
out to a confined non-Abelian Lee-Wick gauge theory in 4-D and a mass gap is obtained.
We show that the Lee-Wick higher-derivative operators defined in the UV yields finite
contributions also in the IR-limit and provide clues towards a proof of confinement, granted
by the absence of the Landau pole. We emphasize that, also in the Lee-Wick case, it is
the non-Abelian nature of the theory that supports confinement and not the higher-order
derivatives due to the Lee-Wick model. Lee-wick quantum field theory, which serves as toy
model scenario for Stelle’s theory of quantum gravity, also carries the pathological ghosts
and in this paper we show that in the strongly-coupled limit the theory acquires a mass gap
and possibly the Lee-Wick ghosts gets confined and do not appear as propagating degrees

of freedom in the theory.*

3 Studies by Gribov [104] and Zwanziger [105] suggested confinement in QCD with the gluon propagator
running to zero as momenta go to zero and an enhanced ghost propagator running to infinity more
rapidly than the free case in the same limit of momenta. This scenario was not confirmed by studies of
the gluon and ghost propagators on the lattice [106-108]. Indeed, the existence of a mass gap was proven
unequivocally in lattice computations for the spectrum of Yang-Mills theory without fermions |109, [110].
These results have found theoretical basis in Refs. [111H116] in terms of a closed form formula for the

gluon propagator (see Ref. [117] for a review).
4 Generic complex ghosts were also shown to be confined recently in Ref. [127]



These results can be framed in the recent reformulation of the Lee-Wick theory in per-
turbative regime, due to Anselmi and Piva, where unphysical degrees of freedom are seen
to not propagate [10, [11]. We show that the same conclusions can be reached in the non-
perturbative case when the IR limit is considered.

The paper is organized as follows: in section II, we review Lee-Wick gauge theory In
section III, we introduce BRST transformation in Lee-Wick gauge theory, and prove that
the theory is BRST-invariant. Following this, in section IV, we discuss confinement of
Lee-Wick gauge field in the strongly-coupled regimes and derive the exact RGE in this
context. Next in section V, we derive the beta function and we end by discussing the salient

conclusions drawn from our study in the last section.

II. LEE-WICK GAUGE THEORIES

We know the action for the SU(N) pure Yang-Mills theory, in the ordinary case, takes
the form

1 apv
Lloc = _ZF H Faulw (1)

where the repeated indexes imply summation both for space-time and group indexes and

the field strength tensor F'**" is given by

o, = 0,47 — gfeeAb AC (2)

ety s

with the group structure constants is denoted by f*° and the dimensionless gauge coupling
is g. We extend the theory to the higher-derivative case by following the approach given in
Refs. [60, 164]. When involving higher-derivative extensions of a field theory, the free part of
the theory can be written as [58-60, (62, 164]:

1
Lutoe = —=F% U(D*) F. (3)

—F
where U(D?) is some function of D? and
D = 0,6" —ig A(T)™ (4)

is the covariant derivative in the adjoint representation. We have introduced a mass scale
M for the scale of new physics. Here in this case, it is where the higher-order derivatives

come into play.



Particularly, in the Lee-Wick model, the proper choice of U(D?) is granted by
D2
U(Dz):I—l—W. (5)

The total Lagrangian is then given by

L = Lnloc + Lgf + Lghost- (6)
where
§ anu pa
Ly = §B2 + B 8“14“, (7)
with B® an auxiliary field, and
Lghost = Ea(_auUl(D)DZC)CC‘ (8)

For Lee-Wick gauge theory extensions, let us choose the function, involving higher-order

derivatives,

O
Ui(@) =1~ 5775 (9)

Please note that both the functions U and U, are chosen in such a way that, in the limit

M — oo the standard theory is properly recovered °.

In this theory, the unperturbed sector of the Lagrangian displays a ghost field that could
freely propagate. This could give rise to anomalies when the theory is properly quantized.
In the Appendix A, we show that, already at a classical level, the ghost field could be proven
to be ineffective in view of a non-perturbative approach. This is somewhat preparatory to

our confinement proof.

III. CONFINEMENT & BRST INVARIANCE IN YANG-MILLS

In the following sections, we present the confinement condition as devised in [96-100],
reducing it to the Kugo-Ojima criterion [95], projecting all the discussion on the exact
solutions obtained in [65, 167, 116]. This will permit us to draw some conclusions on a viable

proof of confinement for gauge theory, both in the ordinary and Lee-Wick cases.

® Throughout the paper we will work in the Euclidean metric as done in other work in the literature (see

references for the Lee-Wick theory in the introduction).



A. Yang-Mills Theory

The formalism we present here for the local case is the same as used in [123]. The

Yang-Mills Lagrangian can be subdivided in three parts as follows
L= L+ Lgf + Lghost- (10)

We have L, for the classical gauge-invariant part, L, for the gauge-fixing terms and L gpst

for the Faddeev—Popov (FP) ghost term and

1
Loy = 0uB"A" + ¢B°B",
Lghost = 10,8* D" (11)

where £ denotes the gauge parameter and D, is the covariant derivative already defined in

eq. ().

BRST transformations for a generic field x can be expressed by BRST charges g and
Qg given by [94]

6X:7;[QB7X]$7 SX:i[Q37X]$7 (12)
Qs =Q% =QpQs+QQp =0, (13)
We will take the —(+4) sign in (I3) when yx is even (odd) in the ghost fields ¢ and ¢. We

recognize them as anti-commuting scalar fields.

The BRST transformations can be generally defined in the following way

a ab b
0A;, = Dyc,
S AaQ ab=b
0A;, = Dye’, (14)

By imposing for the auxiliary fields B, ¢ and ¢

L =0L=0, (15)
one gets
1
0B*=0, 0c*=iB*, 6c" = —igf“bc(cbcc),
- = - _ - 1
§B*=0, 6c*=iB*, §&* = —ng“bc (¢"e°), (16)



with B® defined by the following equation
B+ B* —igf®™(c’e?) = 0. (17)

By a direct application of the Noether’s theorem, one has a conserved current given by

- a L a a a a - 1 aoc =a (&
Ju = % W&D = B*(D,c)* — 0,Bc"* + Z§gf b9, et et (18)
with {®} being the set of all fields present in the Lagrangian. Therefore, the corresponding

charge () is given by

Qp = /dgx <B“(Doc)“ — B + i%gf“bcc'“cbcc> . (19)
Therefore, we have
0(Lgs + Lpp) = 6(—i0,c" Af, — %fﬁ’ - BY), (20)
confirming that
§L;=0. (21)

Given this Lagrangian, the equations of motion are given by
ab b qa _ S SAQ
DFUF,, + g, =100 A5, (22)

The contributions of the auxiliary fields are on the right-hand side. These represent massless
particles at tree level. It is also easy to see that the B field is not propagating. The
consequences of this is that such fields will not give any contribution to the physical spectrum

of the theory. In order to evaluate such a contribution, we have to compute
(100 A5, (x), A (y))- (23)
By the Kugo-Ojima technique, one has
00A" = —{Qp,{QB. AL}}. (24)
Then, because of (0]Qp = Q5|0) = Q|0) = (0|Qp = 0, one has

(10047, (x), A (y)) = (164} (2), 64, (y)) = i(D,e" (), Dy’ (y))- (25)



Then, our strategy is to evaluate the above expression in momentum space assuming it in

the following most general form

dd ipT D, & Du b :5ab ) L — puplf 2 _5ab pupu 2
[ ataer D, @), D) = 0% (3 = B Y ) - 9 TP o)

This means that the the no-pole condition takes the form given here [95]
L+u(p® =0)=0, (27)

which is the Kugo—Ojima condition for confinement granting that no massless pole appears in
the spectrum of the theory. Indeed, this condition removes the massless term from Eqn.(20).
We just notice that the value of our function u(p?) in 0 coincides with the parameter u in
Ref. [95)].

The form of the u(p?) function has been given explicitly in [123] and, from Appendix B
in eq.(70), it is seen to be

u(p?) = %925‘“’ (% — p;‘f”) / é:); Ky(p —p')Ga(p). (28)

The S-function was also obtained and given by eq.([75]) in Appendix B. Below, we will extend
this method to the Lee-Wick theory.

B. Lee—Wick Gauge Theory

We present a brief discussion of BRST symmetry in Lee-Wick gauge theory in order to
make the paper self-contained and better understandable. Anyway, some discussion about
can be found in [64]. We would like to point out that, for Lee-Wick gauge theories, a
set of Ward identities holds[8]. The use of this technique in our case entails the need for
Faddeev-Slavnov identities that should be proven to hold also in the Lee-Wick non-Abelian
case.

In order to make clear the extent to which Kugo-Ojima formalism applies to Lee-Wick
theory, we just point out that in Ref. [64] BRST symmetry has been extended to non-local
infinite derivative theories. The real modification in the BRST transformation has been
shown minimal, as we will see below, and so, there is no problem to extend the Kugo-Ojima
formalism through a proper definition of charges. In this work, we derive the Lee-Wick

theory as a series expansion of the form factor of the infinite derivative theory and, as

9



such, the same argument should apply in this case for the Kugo-Ojima formalism. If such a
formalism appears to be applicable in such a case, the immediate consequence is that all the
confinement arguments implied by it apply as well. This should not be seen as a full formal
proof but it is our understanding of why all this approach appears to work in the Lee-Wick
case and the infinite derivative theories as well. Indeed, for the latter case, confinement was
discussed in [66].

The complete BRST-invariant infinite-derivative gauge theory in the quantized action
has the form [64]:

L = Lo + g(BaF + BUO" AL 4 ¢ (0" U (D) Do) e, (29)

where £ is the gauge fixing parameter, B is the auxiliary field, and ¢ and ¢ are the ghost and
anti-ghost fields, respectively. The BRST transformations for non-Abelian gauge theories
express a residual symmetry of the effective action which remains after the original gauge
invariance has been broken by the addition of the gauge-fixing and ghost action terms. Our

BRST transformations are modified in the following way:

SAS = D’
0AS = D (30)
and
5B =0, 6 =UY(O)B, 5@ = _%gfabc (e,
FB =0, S —iUTNO)BY, &t = —%gf“bc (). (31)

We show the BRST-invariance of S;,, by noting that the BRST transformation of the gauge
field is just a gauge transformation of A}, generated by c, or ¢, . Therefore, any gauge-
invariant functionals of F),,, like the first term in Eqn. (29) gives 6Ly = 0. The second term
in Eqn. (29) gives 5(%(3“)2) = 0 from Eqn. (3I). For the third term in Eqn. ([29), the
transformation of A, cancels the transformation of ¢* in the last term due to Egs. B0),
leaving us with

d(Dyec?) = Dot + gf“bcéAch, (32)
which is is equal to 0, using the properties of the covariant derivative and the Jacobi identity

(see Ref. [126]). The transformation of ¢” is nilpotent,
§(9,c*) =0, (33)

10



while the transformation of A* is also nilpotent,
S((DY)*e) = 0. (34)

Hence, the action in Eqn. (29) is BRST-invariant. Noting the fact that the only part of the
ghost action which varies under the BRST transformations is that of the anti-ghost (¢, ), the
central idea behind our proof of BRST-invariance is that we have chosen the BRST variation
of the anti-ghost (¢,) (see Eqgs. (B1])) to cancel the variation of the gauge-fixing term.

It is not difficult to see that, in the limit of the mass scale M — oo, the BRST transfor-
mations given in Eqn.(30)-(31]) become identical to those of the Yang-Mills case. Formally,
the confinement condition of Eqn.(27]) remains untouched as the effects of the non-locality,

if present, are kept into the u function.

IV. CONDITION OF CONFINEMENT IN LEE-WICK THEORY

In this section, we derive the confinement for the Lee-Wick theory, following Ref. [123].
See the appendix B for a brief and more formal review of this technique. We start with
the main assumption given in the previous section about the Kugo-Ojima formalism when
applied to the Lee-Wick theory. With such a proviso, we repeat the same argument presened
in Ref. [123] for the ordinary Yang-Mills theory with the proper modifications due to the
presence of higher-derivatives as already discussed previously.

To summarize our strategy, we evaluate the function u(p?) and apply the Kugo-Ojima
condition u(p? = 0) = —1 as, in our scheme, u(p? = 0) is exactly their u parameter
whose value determines confinement that we extend below to the Lee-Wick case. Finally,
we are able in this way to obtain the [S-function of the theory from which we can draw
some conclusions about the behavior of the running coupling and confinement. It should be
pointed out that we are assuming that Kugo-Ojima formalism for BRST is mathematically
well-acquired and we perform some renormalization at some stage to get our result.

From the action (29]), we derive the equations of motion,
U(D2)D“F§V + 7% =06 A (35)
The RHS can be evaluated as already done for the Yang-Mills case, and we write down

/ d*ze™ (D, (x), Dy (0)) = dup (% - %) u(p?) — 5ab%U1(—p2). (36)

11



Indeed, this is the most general form for the given correlation function but, for the massless
contribution, we have also to take into account the contribution of the higher-order deriva-
tives . The interesting part here is that all such contributions enters into the definition of
the function u. They arise from the two-point functions of the Lee-Wick theory and we
note that the fluctuations from UV can yield a significant contribution to confinement as
they are summed up in the integral where they cannot be neglected. Then, the confinement
condition is again

1 +u(p® =0) =0. (37)

A. Confinement in Lee—Wick gauge theory

In our preceding works, we obtained the 2P-functions for infinite-derivative Yang-Mills

theory [67]. We have for the 2P-function for the gluon field in the Landau gauge

DiL(0) = (o~ 25 Gt (39)

being L
e§f(_p ) 1
PP+ Am2ex/CP) 1= TI(p)’

where e2/(7") is the Fourier transform of the non-locality form factor of the theory for the

Ga(p)

(39)

infinite-derivative case as given in Ref. [67]. In the local limit, M — oo, Eqn.(39) reduces
to a Yukawa form that yields a fair approximation to the exact local propagator obtained

in [116]. In the non-local case, one has the mass gap

1 Ag? e " f(— n? \/N—gzuz)
A 2 _ 2 18N 2\ 32 4K2 (i) 2 ) 2 4
m- = [ ( 8 9) Kz(i)(lee—n)ze +om?, (40)

where K(i) = 1.31102877714 ... is the complete elliptical integral of the first kind®. This
must be completed by the gap equation

d*p
(2m)!

dm? = 2Ng*’G5(0) = 2N g? / Go(p). (41)

6 We use the notation K (i) because we work with the modulus (this choice can be found in [68]). Another
notation is also possible using the square of the modulus and, in such a case, one should write K(—1)
having identical numerical value as given in the main text. This latter choice is adopted by some computer

algebra systems like Mathematica by Wolfram Research, Inc.

12



The function I1(p) can be neglected as also the shift dm? as a first approximation. Similarly,

for the ghost one has

1
Ky(p) = —Fe%ﬂ-ﬁ). (42)

Therefore, given the following integral from eq.(26]) and eq.(28))

/ d'2e™ (D, (x), D,(0)) = —6" 5 (43)
(N2 — 1)2 2 cab _ Pubv / d4p/ ) /
90 O p (2W)4Kz(p P)Ga(p).

one gets the confinement condition

N2 —1)? d'p 1 1(=9%)
u(0) = 1 g2/ p 1l er (44)
2N (271‘)4])2 p2 + Am2€§f(—17 )

So far, we have just considered a generic non-locality form factor ef =P, To formally
recover the Lee-Wick model we made the following substitution everywhere in our equations

for confinement.

p2

.2
ef<P>—>1—W, (45)
that also implies
2
G N 4
e? — S (46)

We emphasize that this is a formal passage that physically entails a link between an infinite-
derivative non-local model and the Lee-Wick model. This will yield the integral
N [ 1
2N 2m)t P2 pReafP) 4 Am2
2
_(N2_1)2 2/ d'p 1— 35 1 (47)
(

2N 2m)t P P21+ ) + Am2

u(0) = —

We note that, even if the theory is UV-finite, not all the integrals one gets are finite them-
selves and the introduction of a cut-off is needed. Indeed, in order to keep the integral
UV-finite, we choose the only available energy scale in the theory i.e. M. Then, after

performing the integral, we will have

1 2
o) = o, | g Ei+ 38 o) (7as) |

2 + 4
1-22 1-222

+

|

(48)

13



being o, = ¢g? /4. Here it is z = Am?/M?. The mass gap is given by
1 1
Am? = pazn, (1 — mplaz /M2> : (49)

where we neglected the correction arising from the gap equation (AIl), being the numerical

constants given by

m = (20 (50)
and ,
= T 20 (51)

V. RENORMALIZATION GROUP EQUATION

We can consider p as a running mass and obtain the beta function in the limit z — 0.
Then, our results can be trusted only in the IR limit. We just note that

Am?
2

= pfagng/M? + O(u'/M*) (52)

z =

so that, the leading order suffices. Therefore, observing that the function u(0) has an

asymptotic leading order going like — In 2, the confinement condition becomes

N? —1)2 N? —1)2 1
%as Inz = %as In (,u2oz§no/M2) ~ —1. (53)
This equation can be solved exactly as
8TN
a=- 2 2 16T Nn? pl (54)
(N2 = 1)2W (— (i 1)

where W (z) is the Lambert function that solves the equation z = ze®. We can expand
around g = 0 obtaining

1 M* 8N 9
Tog v oap O o

a(p)
The theory is seen to be IR-confining as the coupling runs to infinity for 4 — 0. In the
UV-limit the theory tends to become unstable or not existing as the coupling assumes
imaginary values. So, the theory appears to be well-defined just in the low-energy limit.

Our computations are not able to recover the proper behavior of the theory in the UV-limit

granting a possible comparison with Yang-Mills theory. However, we envisage that this is

14



possible only after a proper evaluation of the mass shift (see Appendix B and Ref. [123]) as
also shown with similar conclusions in the infinite-derivative case [66]. But such an analysis
is beyond the scope of the present paper. Here instead we emphasize that the theory has a
spectrum of possible confined states in the IR to dispose of the ghost following the Kugo-
Ojima criterion. In Figll we plot the running coupling obtained from eq.(53).

In(u2M?)

Figure 1: Running coupling obtained from eq.(53) given as a function of In(u?/M?). Confinement

arises from the coupling going to infinity in the IR limit without manifesting a Landau ghost.

This yields the beta function
da Boar?

aa —.
o 1-2a

(56)

being By = (N? — 1)?/87N. This yields an important clue that the theory is IR confining.
Such a conclusion, using non-perturbative arguments, confirms the analog recent results
obtained in the perturbative regime [10, [11] and the theory is seen to be well-behaved also

in the IR-limit.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We investigated strongly coupled higher-derivative Lee—~Wick gauge theory in the 4-D

in context of the confinement aspects of the theory. We compared the results with that

15



of the standard Yang-Mills theory and discussed the infrared behaviour. We presented the

[-function in the strongly-coupled regime. Below, we summarize the main findings of our

paper:

e We showed BRST invariance of Lee-Wick Yang-Mills theory in the context of the
Kugo-Ojima formalism (see eq. BUBTB233and B4]).

e We provided some essential clues towards confinement in the Lee—Wick gauge theories

and showed that confinement is determined by the scale M where the ghosts of the
theory come into play (see eqn.(B3) and (B4)).

e We derived the Renormalization Group Equations in the strongly-coupled regimes
of the theory and showed that the coupling runs to infinity in the low energy limit,

without encountering the problem of Landau ghosts. (see eq. (53]))

e The result we obtained is trustworthy both for the IR limit: The ghost does not
propagate in the IR-limit while the UV-behavior tends to become unphysical and

cannot be trusted.

e We found that the fate of Lee-Wick ghosts are sealed: they stop propagating and
instead get confined and consequently do not appear as physical degrees of freedom in

the strong coupling regimes.

We envisage that our results should shed light on more detailed understanding of confine-
ment and [-function analysis in the framework of renormalizable quadratic gravity theories,
for which Lee-Wick theory acts as a prototype. Ghosts in quadratic gravity theories have
already been speculated to be confined and do not appear as physical degrees of freedom in
the mass spectrum, in analogy to quarks and gluons in QCD-like theories, in Refs. [128;1129].
In the future, we aim to extend these studies to Stelle’s gravity theory and quadratic gravity
in general to see if, in the UV-limit, phenomena like confinement and mass gap can appear

also in this context, making possible a trustworthy theory of quantum gravity.”

7 See Ref. [130] for a recent conference on this topic.
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Appendix A: Classical behavior of the ghost field

In a paper by Grinstein, O’Connell and Wise [7], it was pointed out how the presence of a
ghost field in the theory seems inescapable already at a classical level when an auxiliary field
is introduced. This is true even if the real meaning of such a field can be really understood
only at a quantum level when small perturbation theory applies. We will see that this can
be proved harmless also at a classical level. These authors consider the following Lagrangian
for the Lee—~Wick gauge theory

1 a rapy 1 ab b ac frepy
Lotoe = —§FWF H +WD “FWDP Ferr, (57)

This Lagrangian has identical properties as ours and also BRST ivariance so that, confine-
ment analysis could be in principle applied here as well.

In the Lagrangian (57)), the higher-order derivative can be removed by adding an auxiliary

field. We can write

1 a rapy 1 2 fa Aa, auv Tyab Ab
Luntoe = =5 B P = SMPAg A 4 2P D &), (58)

Then, we make the change of variable A7, — A7 + flz and we obtain

1 a apy 1 ab A ab A acp fev acv fc
Lntoe = _iFNVF 4 i(DubA,li — D,}AZ)(D HAY — D* A M)
-~ ~ 3 -~ o~
_|_4gfabcAZAnuchduAdu + §g2fab0fcdeAZAnubAduAeu
~ o~ 1 ~ o~
abc fa Ab prcuv 2 Aa Aa
+gfCALA N — §M AL A (59)

This Lagrangian yields the following classical equations of motion

ab buv abc Ab cdp Adv cdv Ad 2 rabc pcde Ab Adp pev abc Mbd Acp Adv
Dbty g pabe Jb (Dedn jiv _ pedv iy _ g2 pobe pede b Jdu fev _ g pabe pbd fen v _ ()
_Dzb(DbcpAcu . DbcuAc,u) . ngabcAZ(DcduAdu . DcduAd,u) . 3g2fab0fcdeAZAd,uAeu
—gfe AL AL — MPA™ = 0. (60)

These equations can be solved by introducing two scalar fields ¢ and qg, by directly applying
the mapping theorem, proved in Refs. [115, [116]%, as

Al =0, Al = (61)

8 This mapping theorem has been widely utilised in Refs. [65-67, [119].
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provided the constants 7; have the properties presented in [67] and are obtained by taking
for SU(2)
n. = ((0,1,0,0),(0,0,1,0),(0,0,0, 1)), (62)

that yields
n, = (0,1,0,0), n2 =(0,0,1,0), 5 = (0,0,0,1), (63)

that implies nin™ = 3. This easily generalizes to SU(N) as
nin™ = N? — 1. (64)

Similarly, by generalizing the SU(2) case,

773771)” = Oab, (65>
and
a,.a 1
n,u,nu = 5 (ng - 5#1/) ) (66>

being g,,, the Minkowski metric and J,, the identity tensor. This mapping will yield the

field equations in terms of scalar fields as:

¢+ Ng*¢® = 2Ng*¢°,
o+ Ng?p*p + M?>¢ = 3Ng>¢°. (67)

In order to understand the fate of the ghost field at a classical level, we make use of a
set of aforementioned exact solutions that provide an understanding for Yang-Mills theory
[116] and were used in Ref. [123] to get the beta function and the spectrum of the theory
in 3 and 4 dimensions in very close agreement with lattice data [124, [125]. This is also the
form of the 1P-correlation function of the Yang-Mills theory that permits to solve the set of
Dyson-Schwinger equations of the theory [116]. We take for the ¢ field [116]

6(x) = 1o (2/Ng?)* sn(p -z + 0,7), (68)

where 1o and 6 are arbitrary integration constants , with py having the dimension of a mass,
and sn is a Jacobi elliptical function. This solution holds provided the following dispersion

relation also holds

P = i3/ N 2. (69)
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For the ¢ field, we will assume the trivial solution ¢ = 0. So, even though the Green function
of the qg field could be not trivial, it cannot propagate being 0. This conclusion should be
supported by a computation of the Dyson-Schwinger set of equations as done in [116] for a
local non-Abelian gauge theory. From this argument we can conclude that one of the two
degrees of freedom is not relevant to the dynamics of the classical theory while the other
is a legit non-linear wave excitation. We should expect a similar fate of the ghost in the

quantum theory.

Appendix B: Confinement in Yang-Mills theory

The argument followed in the main text is just straightforwardly obtained by the approach
devised in Ref. [123]. One observes that

/ d'ze™ (D, (), Dyc(0)) = 5@61’212’” (70)
(N2 =1 5 car Dby / d'p
90" O = o) Ks(p —p")Ga(p).

We know the form of the propagators and these are

1
Ks(p) = Tt (71)
for the ghost field and
[e's) n+ ) 1

@2(p) = 4K3 ;1+e (2n+1)m (2n+1) p? —m2 +ie (72)

for the gauge field, provided the mass spectrum

s Ng? i
n=(2 1 — | — ,

o = 4 Vs () (73)

where K (i) is the complete elliptical integral of the first kind and p is one of the integration
constants in the theory. This is a fine approximation to the full propagator as we have
omitted the mass shift induced by quantum corrections. Then, the Kugo-Ojima confinement
condition takes the form

(N? — 1)?2 2/ d'p 1 3 e L ) 1
0) = —~— "~ n+l) ——= -1
u(0) oN 7 ] @n)ip? +iedK3(—1) ; T e ) e
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This integral can be evaluated by known techniques and one obtains the S-function in closed

form

Oé2

Byu =—Po— 57— (75)

1— %ﬁoas’
with By = (N?—1)?/87N. This beta function grants confinement with the coupling running
to infinity at lowering momenta with no Landau pole. In the UV we recover the asymptotic

freedom as we expected.
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