arXiv:2210.02701v1 [hep-ph] 6 Oct 2022

Nuclear and Particle Physics Proceedings 00 (2022) 1–7

Nuclear and Particle Physics Proceedings

Quark confinement in QCD in the ’t Hooft limit

Marco Frasca^{a,1}, Anish Ghoshal^b, Stefan Groote^c

aVia Erasmo Gattamelata, 3, 00176 Rome (Italy) bINFN, Rome, Italy and Warsaw University, Poland cUniversity of Tartu, Estonia

Abstract

We treat quantum chromodynamics (QCD) using a set of Dyson-Schwinger equations derived, in differential form, with the Bender- Milton-Savage technique. In this way, we are able to derive the low energy limit that assumes the form of a non-local Nambu-Jona- Lasinio model. The corresponding gap equation is then studied to show that such a model has no free quarks in the low-energy limit.

Keywords:

1. Introduction

Understanding quark confinement is one of the most outstanding problem in QCD. Some criteria have been devised (e.g. [1, 2]) but a first principle proof is not known yet. Some theory are shown to confine as in supersymmetric Yang- Mills theory [3–5] or standard Yang-Mills theory [6] where the exact beta function was obtained. Indeed, the gluon propagator is also known in closed form with more or less fitting parameters [7–11]). It should be emphasized that it is essential to obtain the low-energy limit of QCD from first principles as this opens up a wealthy number of applications in several fields ranging from nuclear physics to cosmology. With the given results in Yang-Mills theory, this can be accomplished. The relevant approximations involved are strong coupling limit and ’t Hooft limit of number of colors running to infinity keeping the product of the number of colors and the square of coupling constant [12, 13]. We will obtain such a limit and prove quark confinement in the ’t Hooft limit [14].

2. Bender-Milton-Savage technique

Our approach is based on the Bender-Milton-Savage (BMS) technique that permits to derive the Dyson-Schwinger equations in PDE form [15]. This technique can be better explained referring to a scalar field. Therefore, we consider the following partition function

Z[ j] = � [Dϕ]e^{iS (ϕ)+i} � d^4 x j(x)ϕ(x). (1)

∗Talk given at 25th International Conference in Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD 22), 4 - 7 July 2022, Montpellier - FR Email address: marcofrasca@mclink.it (Marco Frasca) 1Speaker, Corresponding author.

We start from the equation of motion for th 1P-function � δS δϕ(x) � = j(x), (2)

assuming

⟨. . .⟩ = � [Dϕ] . . . e^{iS (ϕ)+i � d4 x j(x)ϕ(x)} � [Dϕ]e^{iS (ϕ)+i � d4 x j(x)ϕ(x)} (3) Then, we set j = 0 to obtain the equation for the 1P-function. We derive this equation with respect to j to obtain the equation for the 2P-function.The definition for the nP-functions is the following

⟨ϕ(x_1)ϕ(x_2) . . . ϕ(x_n)⟩ = δ^n ln(Z[ j]) δ j(x_1)δ j(x_2) . . . δ j(x_n)

. (4)

This implies

δG_k(. . .) δ j(x)

= G_{k+1}(. . . , x). (5)

This procedure can be iterated to any desired order. These equations have the great advantage that permit to use possible exact solutions to them providing closed form formulas for the correlation functions of the theory.

3. 1P and 2P functions for QCD

In order to make our computations simpler, as done in Ref. [10], we evaluate our equations in the Landau gauge. The Bender-Milton-Savage method yields for the 1P-functions

∂^2G^a_{1ν}(x) + g f^{abc}(∂^μG^{bc}_{2μν}(0) + ∂^μG^b_{1μ}(x)G^c_{1ν}(x) − ∂_νG^{νbc}_{2μ} (0) −∂_νG^b_{1μ}(x)G^{μc}_1 (x)) +g f^{abc}∂^μG^{bc}_{2μν}(0) + g f^{abc}∂^μ(G^b_{1μ}(x)G^c_{1ν}(x)) +g^2 f^{abc} f^{cde}(G^{μbde}_{3μν} (0, 0) + G^{bd}_{2μν}(0)G^{μe}_1 (x) +G^{eb}_{2νρ}(0)G^{ρd}_1 (x) + G^{de}_{2μν}(0)G^{μb}_1 (x) + G^{μb}_1 (x)G^d_{1μ}(x)G^e_{1ν}(x)) = g � q,i γ_νT^aS^{ii}_q (0) + g � q,i q̄^i_1(x)γ_νT^aq^i_1(x), (6)

and for the quarks

(i/∂ − m_q)q^i_1(x) + gT · /G_1(x)q^i_1(x) + gT · /W^i_q(x, x) = 0. (7) Here and in the following Greek indexes (μ, ν, . . .) are for the space-time and Latin index (a, b, . . .) for the gauge group. We recognize immediately a known property of the Dyson-Schwinger equations that equations for the lower order correlation functions depend on values of higher order correlation functions.

At this stage, we assume the mapping theorem as done in Ref. [10]. So, we assume

G^a_{1ν}(x) → η^a_νϕ(x) (8) being ϕ(x) a scalar field. Let us introduce the η-symbols as follows

η^a_μη^{aμ} = N^2 − 1. η^a_μη^{bμ} = δ_{ab}, η^a_μη^a_ν = � g_{μν} − δ_{μν} � /2. (9) These simplify the equations down to

∂^2ϕ(x) + 2Ng^2Δ(0)ϕ(x) + Ng^2ϕ^3(x) = 1 N^2 − 1 � � � �g � q,i η^{aν}γ_νT^aS^{ii}_q (0)

+g � q,i q̄^i_1(x)η^{aν}γ_νT^aq^i_1(x) � � � � (i/∂ − m^i_q)q^i_1(x) + gT · /ηϕ(x)q^i_1(x) = 0. (10) We do the same for the 2P-functions. In the Landau gauge, for the gluon 2P-function we get

G^{ab}_{2μν}(x − y) = � η_{μν} −

∂_μ∂_ν ∂^2 � Δ_ϕ(x − y) (11)

being η_{μν} the Minkowski metric, and Δ_ϕ(x − y) is the propagator of the ϕ given the map between the scalar and the Yang-Mills fields. Finally, we can write

∂^2Δ_ϕ(x − y) + 2Ng^2Δ_ϕ(0)Δ_ϕ(x − y) + 3Ng^2ϕ^2(x)Δ_ϕ(x − y) = g � q,i Q̄^{ia}_ν (x − y)γ^νT^aq^i_1(x) +g � q,i q̄^i_1(x)γ^νT^a Q^{ia}_ν (x − y) + δ^4(x − y)

∂^2P^{ad}_2 (x − y) = δ_{ad}δ^4(x − y) (i/∂ − m^i_q)S^{i j}_q (x − y) +gT · /ηϕ(x)S^{i j}_q (x − y) = δ_{i j}δ^4(x − y) ∂^2W^{ai}_{qν}(x − y) + 2Ng^2Δ_ϕ(0)W^{ai}_{qν}(x − y) + 3Ng^2ϕ^2(x)W^{ai}_{qν} = g � j q̄^j_1(x)γ_νT^aS^{ji}_q (x − y)

(i/∂ − m^i_q)Q^{ia}_μ (x − y) + gT · /ηϕ(x)Q^{ia}_μ (x − y) +gT^aγ_μΔ_ϕ(x − y)q^i_1(x) = 0. (12)

4. ’t Hooft limit

’t Hooft limit means to solve the theory assuming [12, 13]

N → ∞, Ng^2 = constant, Ng^2 ≫ 1. (13) The gauge group is SU(N) being N is the number of colors. To solve the equations in the strong coupling limit, we need a proper perturbation technique. We proposed such a method in Ref.[16]. We rescale x → � Ng^2 x and write the equation for the gluon field as follows ∂^2ϕ(x^′) + 2Δ_ϕ(0)ϕ(x^′) + 3ϕ^3(x^′) = (14) 1 � Ng^2 √ N(N^2 − 1) � � � � � q,i η · γ · T S^{ii}_q (0)+ � q,i q̄^i_1(x^′)η · γ · T q^i_1(x^′) � � � � . In the ’t Hooft limit, the equation for the 1P-function becomes

∂^2ϕ_0(x) + 2Ng^2Δ_ϕ(0)ϕ_0(x) + 3Ng^2ϕ^3_0(x) = 0,

(i/∂ − m^i_q)q̂^i_1(x) + gT · /ηϕ(x)q^i_1(x) = 0. (15) At the leading order the only effect is seen on masses. Therefore, we can solve the equation for the gluon field taking

ϕ_0(x) = � 2μ^4 m^2 + � m^4 + 2Ng^2μ^4 × sn (p · x + χ, κ) , (16) being sn a Jacobi elliptical function, μ and χ arbitrary integration constants and m^2 = 2Ng^2Δ_ϕ(0) a mass shift arising from quantum corrections. We have κ = −m^2 + � m^4 + 2Ng^2μ^4 −m^2 − � m^4 + 2Ng^2μ^4

. (17)

This is true provided that the following dispersion relation holds

p^2 = m^2 +

Ng^2μ^4 m^2 + � m^4 + 2Ng^2μ^4

. (18)

For the equations of the 2P-functions one has

∂^2Δ_ϕ(x, y) + 2Ng^2Δ_ϕ(0)Δ(x − y) + 3Ng^2ϕ^2_0(x)Δ_ϕ(x − y) = g � q,i Q̄^{ia}_ν (x, y)γ^νT^aq̂^i_1(x) +g � q,i ^̄q^i_1(x)γ^νT^aQ^{ia}_ν (x, y) + δ^4(x − y)

∂^2P^{ad}_2 (x − y) = δ_{ad}δ^4(x − y) (i/∂ − m^i_q)Ŝ^{i j}_q (x − y) + gT · /ηϕ(x)S^{i j}_q (x − y) = δ_{i j}δ^4(x − y) ∂^2W^{ai}_{qν}(x, y) + 2Ng^2Δ_ϕ(0)W^{ai}_{qν}(x, y) + 3Ng^2ϕ^2_0(x)W^{ai}_{qν}(x, y) = g � j ^̄q^j_1(x)γ_νT^aŜ^{ji}(x − y)

(i/∂ − M̂^i_q)Q̂^{ia}_μ (x, y) + gT^aγ_μΔ_ϕ(x − y)q̂^i_1(x) = 0. (19) These equations can be solved by finding a solution to the following equation

∂^2Δ_0(x − y) + [m^2 + 3Ng^2ϕ^2_0(x)]Δ_0(x − y) = δ^4(x − y). (20)

In momentum space, the solution of this equation is given by [10, 16]

Δ_0(p) = MẐ(μ, m, Ng^2)

2π^3 K^3(κ) × ∞� n=0 (−1)^n e^{−(n+ 12 )π K′ (κ)K(κ)} 1 − e^{−(2n+1) K′(κ)K(κ) π} × (2n + 1)^2 1 p^2 − m^2_n + iϵ

(21)

being M = � m^2 +

Ng^2μ^4 m^2 + � m^4 + 2Ng^2μ^4

, (22)

and Ẑ(μ, m, Ng^2) a given constant. The spectrum is given by m_n and a proper gap equation [11].

5. Non-local Nambu-Jona-Lasinio approximation

In the strong coupling approximation and ’t Hooft limit, one gets the Dyson-Schwinger equations for the following nonlocal-NJL-model [17]:

L^′_{NJL} = � i ψ̄_i(x)(iγ^μ∂_μ − m_q)ψ_i(x)

+ N_cg^2 2 � d^4yΔ_0(x − y) � i, j

ψ̄_i(x)ψ_j(y)ψ̄_j(y)ψ_i(x)

+ N_cg^2 2 � d^4yΔ_0(x − y) � i, j

ψ̄_i(x)iγ_5ψ_j(y)ψ̄_j(y)iγ_5ψ_i(x)

− N_cg^2 4 � d^4yΔ_0(x − y) � i, j

ψ̄_i(x)γ^μψ_j(y)ψ̄_j(y)γ_μψ_i(x)

− N_cg^2 4 � d^4yΔ_0(x − y) � i, j

ψ̄_i(x)γ^μγ_5ψ_j(y)ψ̄_j(y)γ_μγ_5ψ_i(x).

This model yields the following gap equation for the quark masses

M_q(p) = m_q + 4N_f N_cg^2

Δ̃_0(p) Δ̃_0(0) � d^4 p^′ (2π)^4

Δ̃_0(p^′)M_q(p^′) p^{′2} − M^2_q (p^′)

. (23)

In order for a quark to be free, this mass should represent a pole on the real axis in the quark propagator. We will show that this is not generally true and quarks are confined. This means that the gap equation has not always a solution at decreasing energy and we move from a chiral condensate of quarks to an instanton liquid of glue excitations where quark bound states are the particles in the spectrum of the theory. The solution of the gap equation is shown graphically in Fig. 5

Figure 1. M_0 is the effective quark mass, m_0 is the mass of the lowest glue state.

In this figure the two lowest zeros of −p^2 = M^2_q (p) in Euclidean domain are given in units of m^2_0, splitted into real parts (green straight lines) and imaginary parts (red dashed lines), in dependence on the ratio M_0/m_0. The zeros become complex for approximately M_0/m_0 > 0.39. Given the values Λ = 1 GeV and m_0 the mass of the f0(500)^2, we are deeply in the confined regime for QCD.

The evidence that the gluon propagator represents an instanton liquid quite well was given Ref. [18]. The relation between the non-local factor arising from the instanton liquid and the factor appearing in the non-local NJL model is 2 Δ̃(0)

Δ̃(p) = C(p), (24)

For an instanton liquid (normalized to zero momentum) we have (see [19] and refs. therein)

C_I (p) = p^2 � πd^2 d dξ � I_0(ξ)K_0(ξ) − I_1(ξ)K_1(ξ) � �_2 (25)

where ξ =^{|p|d}_2 . Indeed, the comparison yields Fig. 2.

Figure 2. Comparison of our form factor and that of an instanton liquid. . The agreement is very good and we can depict a scenario with a chiral quark condensate with massive and possibly unconfined quarks and that of an instanton liquid for the glue sector where the only particles in the spectrum are bounded quark states and colorless glue states. Free quarks are no more in the spectrum of the theory.

2We have chosen this resonance because its possible interpretation is that it is the scalar field responsible for the chiral symmetry breaking in the NJL model. 6

6. Conclusions

There are different approaches to understand the confinement of quarks. One of these is given by solutions of the gap equation of the dynamical quark mass. With a reasonable UV cutoff and fixed by the glueball spectrum starting at the mass of the f_0(500) resonance, free quarks are no more in the spectrum of QCD. As a consequence, free quarks are no longer physical states of the theory and the quarks can be expected to be confined in the ’t Hooft limit. The low-energy limit of QCD turns out to be a well-defined non-local NJL model with all the parameters obtained from QCD.

Having a low-energy limit of QCD permits to do several computations to be compared with experiments. Indeed, our first application was to the g − 2 problem with a very satisfactory agreement with data [20].

Acknowledgements

The research was supported in part by the European Regional Development Fund under Grant No. TK133.

References

[1] T. Kugo and I. Ojima, Phys. Lett. B 73, 459-462 (1978) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(78)90765-7 [2] T. Kugo and I. Ojima, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 66, 1-130 (1979) doi:10.1143/PTPS.66.1 [3] V. A. Novikov, M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein and V. I. Zakharov, Nucl. Phys. B 229, 381-393 (1983) doi:10.1016/0550-3213(83)90338-3 [4] M. A. Shifman and A. I. Vainshtein, Nucl. Phys. B 277, 456 (1986) doi:10.1016/0550-3213(86)90451-7 [5] T. A. Ryttov and F. Sannino, Phys. Rev. D 78, 065001 (2008) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.065001 [arXiv:0711.3745 [hep-th]]. [6] M. Chaichian and M. Frasca, Phys. Lett. B 781, 33-39 (2018) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2018.03.067 [arXiv:1801.09873 [hep-th]]. [7] J. M. Cornwall, Phys. Rev. D 26, 1453 (1982).

[8] J. M. Cornwall, J. Papavassiliou, D. Binosi, “The Pinch Technique and its Applications to Non-Abelian Gauge Theories”, (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010).

[9] D. Dudal, J. A. Gracey, S. P. Sorella, N. Vandersickel and H. Verschelde, Phys. Rev. D 78, 065047 (2008) [arXiv:0806.4348 [hep-th]]. [10] M. Frasca, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 132, no.1, 38 (2017) [erratum: Eur. Phys. J. Plus 132, no.5, 242 (2017)] doi:10.1140/epjp/i2017-11321-4 [arXiv:1509.05292 [math-ph]].

[11] M. Frasca, Nucl. Part. Phys. Proc. 294-296, 124-128 (2018) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysbps.2018.02.005 [arXiv:1708.06184 [hep-ph]]. [12] G. ’t Hooft, Nucl. Phys. B 72, 461 (1974) doi:10.1016/0550-3213(74)90154-0 [13] G. ’t Hooft, Nucl. Phys. B 75, 461-470 (1974) doi:10.1016/0550-3213(74)90088-1 [14] M. Frasca, A. Ghoshal and S. Groote, [arXiv:2202.14023 [hep-ph]].

[15] C. M. Bender, K. A. Milton and V. Savage, Phys. Rev. D 62, 085001 (2000) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.62.085001 [arXiv:hep-th/9907045 [hep-th]].

[16] M. Frasca, Eur. Phys. J. C 74, 2929 (2014) doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-2929-9 [arXiv:1306.6530 [hep-ph]]. [17] M. Frasca, A. Ghoshal and S. Groote, [arXiv:2109.06465 [hep-ph]], to appear. [18] M. Frasca, JHEP 11, 099 (2013) doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2013)099 [arXiv:1309.3966 [hep-ph]].

[19] T. Hell, S. Roessner, M. Cristoforetti and W. Weise, Phys. Rev. D 79, 014022 (2009) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.79.014022 [arXiv:0810.1099 [hep-ph]].

[20] M. Frasca, A. Ghoshal and S. Groote, Phys. Rev. D 104, no.11, 114036 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114036 [arXiv:2109.05041 [hep-ph]].