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We show that for Wilson fermions on the lattice the continuum contribution to (¥) can be
unambiguously scparated form the perturbative tail which arises because of the explicit chiral
symmetry breaking. This phenomenon is shown to happen in the Gross-Neveu model to order
1/N, and we give general arguments for the occurrence of the same situation in four-dimensional
gauge theories.

1. Introduction

It is well known that lattice gauge theories with Wilson fermions present difficul-
ties when one tries to evaluate chiral condensates because of the explicit chiral
symmetry breaking [1]. In general the chiral condensate has a perturbative part
which needs to be subtracted in order to evaluate the continuum renormalization
group invariant contribution. Since the perturbative part is given by a divergent
series in the gauge coupling constant, it is not clear whether an unambiguous
prescription for the resummation of the series can be given, leading to a uniquely
defined value for the condensate [2]. In fact it has been argued by one of us that this
is not true for the so-called gluon condensate {F,2), the reason for this being that
the Borel transform of the perturbative part has a renormalon singularity on the
positive real axis that leads to an ambiguity which is of the same order as the
continuum part [3]. This can be seen to follow from the nonperturbative mixing of
the operator F‘ﬁ with the operator 1, which carries the same quantum numbers.

In the case of the chiral condensate chiral symmetry modifies the situation. On the
lattice it is possible to write down regularizations of the fermion action which do or
do not respect some of the chiral symmetries of the continuum lagrangian (for a
review see [4)). In the first case (naive or Kogut-Susskind fermions) the condensate
vanishes to all orders in perturbation theory for massless quarks. For Wilson
fermions one has to adjust the hopping parameter k (or equivalently the bare quark
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mass) in order to obtain a massless pion which represents a signal of the restoration
of chiral symmetry. However there is no guarantee yet that the theory has all the
properties of a chirally symmetric theory at that point. One additional quantity that
can be studied would be the continuum chiral condensate which can be estimated
only after the perturbative tail has been subtracted. Therefore it is a fundamental as
well as practical question whether the condensate is calculable and its value
universal (in the sense that it will be the same for Wilson and Kogut-Susskind
fermions in the continuum).

In this paper we will argue that this is indeed the case. We will first look at the
Gross-Neveu model [5] in two dimensions in the 1/N expansion and show explicitly
the full restoration of chiral symmetry at the critical value of the Wilson hopping
parameter. We will compute the chiral condensate up to order 1/N and show how
the perturbative and continuum contributions can be separated unambiguously. For
the later part the correct weak coupling scaling properties are verified and universal-
ity is shown to hold. We will then give a simple argument for the occurrence of an
analogous phenomenon and argue that a similar separation can be done in four-
dimensional gauge theories. We also comment at the end about the practical
feasibility of the subtraction of the perturbative part.

2. The two-dimensional Gross-Neveu model

We start from the continuum action density for the 2-dimensional model, which in
euclidean space is

S=¥v o —1g(be), (2.1)

where Y = (y;) is an N-component massless Dirac field. This action is invariant
under the discrete chiral transformation

¥ vsy. (2.2)

We discretize the action on a square lattice with spacing a =1 by using Wilson’s
method. Introducing a composite field o, we get

_lZZ[‘PnYy n+p. il—p.)+r‘l/ ( ntp 2‘!’ l1l’n p)]

n,iopo

+Y (m+g,)¥ '+—Z . (2.3)

n,i

For m =0 and r # 0 the action of eq. (2.3) is not invariant under the symmetry (2.2),
and renormalization of the bare mass m has to be performed in order to recover that
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symmetry in the continuum limit. m Is related to the usual Wilson hopping
parameter by k =1/2(m — 2r).

Integrating over the field  we get the effective action for the o-field, which
generates the 1/N expansion

Sqt=N —trln(i$+M+m+a)+-21—qu,,2 , (2.4)

where we have set

f=g°N, (2.5)

which is kept fixed as N goes to infinity. In momentum space the kernels $ and M
become

i§(k) =Y iy,sin(k,), (2.6a)
M(k)=rX [1—cos(k,)]. (2.6b)
I

From the action (2.4) we get the effective potential I'(¢) as a function of the
external background field ¢ in the 1/N expansion. For a spatially constant o we
obtain

I"(o)=NI’0(o)=Fl(o)+O(%). (2.7)

Introducing the new variable £,

Q=c+m, (2.8)
we gt
ro(a)=517(9—m)2+po(9) (2.9)
with
F(2)= —fktrln[i$(k)+M(k)+s2], (2.10)
and

F1(9)=F1(9)=%Lln[%+ﬂ(k)] (2.11)
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with
1

II(p)=|tr
P [i$(k)+M(k)+.Q][i$(p+k)+M(p+k)+.Q

(2.12)

Finally, the chiral condensate (y¢) is related to the minimum o, of the effective
potential I'(o) by

(V') = No,. (2.13)

2.1. RESTORATION OF CHIRAL SYMMETRY

In the continuum theory the chiral symmetry will be dynamically broken. In order
to ensure its existence in the continuum with the Wilson action we will renormalize
the bare mass m so that the effective potential I'(¢) has two degenerate minima. In
the weak coupling region ( f < 1) this is possible for three values of m. Indeed the
effective potential of eq. (2.7) is invariant under the transformation

g— —o, m-— —4r—m. (2.14)

If m= —2r, the effective action (2.4) has in fact an exact chiral invariance, the
potential (2.7) two symmetric degenerate minima +o, and —o,, and the fermion
propagator two poles close to (7,0) and (0, 7). Thus in this case there is a Z, chiral
symmetry which exchanges the two corresponding particles. Therefore the con-
tinuum theory will describe two species of fermions with a mass of order o, and the
chiral condensate (2.13) will have no perturbative tail, in striking similarity with
Kogut-Susskind fermions.

The other possibility is for m =m_ close to 0 (or —4r). The fermion propagator
has only a pole close to (0,0) (respectively (o, 7)), and the continuum limit will
describe only one species of fermion. In that case we have to find m_, o, and o_
such that

ar or
E(o+,mc)=%(o_,mc)=0, (2.15)
I'e,,m)=TI(o_,m.). (2.16)

Expanding the solutions in 1/N

1 1
— 1,0 i
m.=m +Nm +O(N2), (2.17)

1 1
‘Qi=oi+-mc=9(3t+ﬁgl:t+o(ﬁ)’ (2.18)
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we get a set of equations which can be solved recursively in 1/N. The way m
approaches m_ (from above or below) will select one of the two degenerate ground
states (o, or o_)at m=m_.

2.2. THE CHIRAL CONDENSATE AT N = 0

Using eqgs. (2.7) and (2.9) we get at leading order

(R%—m°) + Fy(2%)=0, (2.19a)

~[=

(2%-m)" + Fp(2%) == (22— m°)* + Fy(2°). (2.19b)

1 1
2f 2f
In order to solve these equations in a small-f expansion we need the small-2
expansion of the function F, given by the integral (2.10). This expansion is of the

form

o0
F(2) Qfoao+a19+ Y (a,+b,In|2])0Q". (2.20)

n=2

The constants a, and b, are numerical factors which depend on r. In particular we
have

b,

1
2 =5, =g (2.21)

and a, # 0 for r # 0. After some algebra one finds for 2% and m°

m®=a,f=0(e"2"/), (2.22a)
Q%= +Ce "+ 0O(e™2"/), (2.22b)

with
C=C_1/2+2W"3. (223)

Therefore the chiral condensate is
($¥) =N(a,f+ Ce™™/). (2.24)

At leading order of the 1/N the chiral condensate gets a perturbative tail which
vanishes if » =0 (naive fermions). The continuum part is nevertheless unambigu-
ously defined by

(YW )eom. = £NCe™ ™. (2.25)
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It scales accordingly to the renormalization group prediction and coincides with the
value for the condensate obtained by other formulations. In particular let us note
that 2, is for N = oo the dynamically generated mass m; of the fermion, and that
we get the renormalization group invariant ratio

T eont _ (2.26)
hy

The above resuits are not surprising; at leading order of the 1/N expansion it is
known that the perturbative tails which are present in the definition of composite
operators are always convergent series in the coupling constant and may be
unambiguously subtracted from the continuum part. We must look at least at the
first nontrivial term of the 1/N expansion to see if the continuum part of (Y¢) is
well defined. Before considering this issue, let us note that the subleading terms of
the weak coupling expansion of 2% may be computed in the same way. We shall
need the first subleading term in the next section, which is of the form

—Ee'z"/f+ O(e™37), (2.27)

where 4, B, D and E involve the coefficients a, and b, for n=2,3,4. The
important point is that the term of order e ~2"// is the same in both chiral phases +

2.3 THE CHIRAL CONDENSATE AT ORDER 1/N

As previously discussed, we expect to see an ambiguity in the perturbative tail, if it
exists, at order 1/N. Therefore we must compute the terms m' and ', in
(2.17)—(2.18). Using (2.7) we get two linear equations:

1

"R R(eY) (228
QL =m!— H + Fo"(sz‘;)] ﬂ[»alpof'(sz‘;) +F(2%)], (2.28b)

which reduce, using (2.19), to the explicit formula for the chiral condensate

93) _Fl(g(l)
25-2°

1, et ipr g Al ,
o= [Jeran)] | mrtan) ~r(a)] @
In order to determine the properties of the perturbative part of o',, we need the

small-§2 expansion of the function F; given by (2.11). This expansion follows from
the small-£2 and small-p expansion of the “bubble” integral IT( p, 2) given by (2.12).
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In fact we have first to take the small-£2 limit, which is of the form

(5. 9) = My(p)+ T I,(p.2), (230)
k=1
where
I,(p.@)=2[A,(p)+n|2|B,(p)]. (2.31)

The functions I1;, A4, and B, depend only on the momentum p and are analytic in
the Brillouin zone away from (0,0). Possible singularities or ambiguities in the
small-f expansion of F) can arise only from their small-p behavior, which we now
investigate.

The integral IT,( p) corresponds to the 1-loop integral (2.12) taken at zero mass
2. Its small-p behavior is universal:

1
Ho(p)=;1n|p| + const + O(|p|) . (2.32)
The small-p behavior of 4, and B, is very important, and is found to be
Al(p)=£ln|p| +cst+O(p), (2.33)
r
B(p)=—_+0(p). (2.34)
Finally, let us mention that A, and B, behave as

1 1
Az(P)‘I?IHIPI, Bz(.ﬂ)“;- (2.35)

We can now compute the perturbative part of o', by retaining only the terms of
order O(£2) in (2.29), using (2.23) and expanding in f. We get

+0(e~), (2.36)

1
9y

__f:fAl(k)-i-Z(vraz—%)Bl(k)
24 1/f+ (k)

where = means that (2.36) has to be understood in the sense of a formal power

series in f. .
In general, in dealing with asymptotic series in the coupling constant

A(g*)= i 480" (2.37)
k=0
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it is useful to consider the Borel transform of the formal power series

oo

B(b)= Y %b"’. (2.38)
k=0 7"

The original function 4(g?) can then be recovered through the integral transform

A(g2)=/0wdbe"’/32B(b). (2.39)

In order to study the summability of that series, we have to look at its Borel
transform B', (b) defined from the series (2.27) by

. pr-1
We get
B= -1 [Al(k)*'(zwz_%)][l__ﬂe;(’#]' 241

From the IR behavior of IT,, A, and B, given by (2.32)-(2.34), we see that this
integral is IR convergent as long as Re 5> 27, and has an IR renormalon singularity
at

b=2r. (2.42)

Therefore the perturbative part of o',, which is (formally) defined through eq. (2.40),
is not Borel summable. However, the ambiguity corresponding to the singularity at
b= 2w is of order

Im( o), o ) = €72, (2.43)

and is therefore negligible in the continuum limit, since it corresponds to irrelevant
terms of the order of the lattice spacing a.

Since the perturbative tail of the chiral condensate has no ambiguity of order
e~ "/, the continuum part of the chiral condensate is well defined and can be
unambiguously separated from the perturbative tail (up to irrelevant terms). It is
possible, using (2.30), to evaluate explicitly that continuum part. This involves not
only the terms of order 2 in F,(£2), namely 4, and B,, but also those in 2% given
in (2.28). The final result is rather complicated and we shall give only its general
form. We have

0% (f )eont. = ie""”(s_llnf+ i S ) (2.44)

n=0
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where the s,’s are numerical factors. The presence of a In f is not surprising; it is
induced by the two loops coefficients of the B-function and of the anomalous
dimension of 1y which appear at order 1/N. The series in f is not Borel summable
but its ambiguity is of order e~/ and is therefore irrelevant in the continuum limit.
Let us emphasize that the continuum part has opposite sign in the two chiral phases
+. This is a strong indication of the restoration of the chiral symmetry in the
continuum limit.

In conclusion, we have checked in this section, up to order 1/N, that first the
continuum part of the chiral condensate may be unambiguously separated from its
perturbative tail (that is, up to terms irrelevant in the continuum limit), and second
that the continuum part isolated in such a way has the expected scaling and
symmetry properties. Of course a complete analysis should require a check of
universality by computing the ratio condensate/fermion mass at order 1/N. This is
possible but very tedicus. We will prefer to give in the next section a simpler but
more heuristic argument for the separability of the continuum part which has the
advantage of being applicable to four-dimensional gauge theories.

3. The four-dimensional case

In the Gross-Neveu model as well as in four-dimensional gauge theories the chiral
condensate for Wilson fermions can be written as

By = [ur — : (3-1)
, ko |ig(k) + M (k) +2(k, g%)

where i$(k)+ M(k) is the propagator for free Wilson fermions and Z(k, g?) is the
fermion self-energy. The requirement for restoration of chiral symmetry is that the
bare fermion mass is renormalized in such a way that 3(k, g?) has a zero at k=0 in
perturbation theory, namely that

>(k,g?) k:ﬂk[(series in g2 and In k2) +O(l|)] . (32)

The dependence on Ink can be made more precise by using the renormalization
group. Adapting an argument originally due to G. Parisi, we can show that if we
take the Borel transform of 3(k, g?), its small-k behavior is determined by the first
term in the B-function B(g)=3dg/dIn A = —B,g3+ -+ and is given by

S(k,b)kzok[kz]""%. (3.3)

Inserting (3.2) in (3.1) we can estimate the small-momentum behavior of the Borel
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transform of the perturbative part of (Y ). We get

—258,
Borel transform of [{( ¢y )] z/ d%k [L] (3.4)
k= ik +rk?

In the case of the Gross-Neveu model in d=2 the integral is IR divergent at
b=1/8, and not at b=1/28, as suggested by naive power counting arguments,
since trl/k=0. The cancellation of the IR renormalon at b=1/28, occurs
obviously because of chiral symmetry. The perturbative tail is ambiguous only at
order exp(—1/B,f) and the continuum part, of order exp(—1/28,f), can be
unambiguously separated.

The advantage of this heuristic argument lies in the fact that it can be immediately
extended to gauge theories, where the formula of eq. (3.4) holds with 4 = 4. Here one
again has

F¥) = tr[ — ]
K lig(k)+M(k)+2(k, g?)

0 1 1\" n
- [t ). 69
n=0"k=0 4 L2\ ik '

where B, is the coefficient in the first term in the beta function of QCD: 8(g)=
—B,g% + O(g®). After taking the Borel transform one obtains

<$\p>.~_g—2/ tr;[kl]—bﬂo. (36)
k=0 ik + irk?

Here the perturbative part has a renormalon at b= 2/8,, while the continuum part
of the quark condensate is of order exp(—3/28,g?%) and may be unambiguously
separated.

We have shown in the previous section that the continuum value of (i) is
related to the discontinuity of the full (@x[z) as k. is approached from above (k > k)
and below (k < k). This follows from the fact that the perturbative tail is an even
function of k — k. whereas the continuum contribution is odd. This suggests a
possible practical way of separating the perturbative tail for (yy) from its con-
tinuum contribution. Let us define

<$¢>com‘=% lim - lim (E"P%nk’ (37)

mp—0%Y  mpg—0~
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where mp is the “renormalized” quark mass as defined through the pion mass. The
perturbative tail is then given by

(V¥dpen =3[ lim + lim _[(P¥),,. (3.8)

mpg—0%"  mp—0~

Let us finally consider the case of the topological charge density Fw,]:“w,. For the

lattice regularization of FMF‘“, one has two choices: either one defines a simple local
operator on the lattice which reduces to the continuum counterpart for weak enough
coupling and has no topological significance on the lattice [6], or one defines a more
complicated, not necessarily local, operator which maintains the topological proper-
ties of the continuum expression [7]. In the first case one expects in general that the
lattice definition has a perturbative tail. However here the topological density is of
the same order as the ambiguity in the perturbative tail which comes from the

mixing with the operator F,j and leads to a renormalon singularity at 2/8,.

Therefore one does not expect that in this case a meaningful continuum quantity can
be extracted.

This research was supported by the US Department of Energy under grant no.
DE-ACO2-76ER02220,

References

[1] K.G. Wilson, Phys. Rev. D10 (1974) 2445; in New phenomena in subnuclear physics (Erice, 1975), ed.
A. Zichichi (Plenum, New York, 1977); in Recent developments in gauge theories, ed. G. t* Hooft
(Carggse lecture notes 1979) (Plenum, New York, 1980)

{2] D. Gross and A. Neveu, Phys. Rev. D10 (1964) 3235;

B. Lautrup, Phys. Lett. 69B (1977) 109;
G. 't Hooft, Erice lecture notes 1977, ed. A. Zichichi (Plenum. New York, 1978);
G. Parisi, Phys. Lett. 76B (1978) 65; Nucl. Phys. B250 (1979) 163

[3] F. David, Nucl. Phys. B234 (1984) 237

[4] 1.B. Kogut, les Houches lecture notes 1982 (North-Holland)

[5]1 D. Gross and A. Neveu, Phys. Rev. D10 (1964) 3235

[6] M. Peskin, PhD thesis, Cornell University preprint CLNS-395, 396 (1978);
P. di Vecchia, K. Fabricius, G.C. Rosst and G. Veneziano, Nucl. Phys. B192 (1981) 392; Phys. Lett.
108B (1982) 323

[7] M. Luascher, Comm. Math. Phys, 85 (1982) 39;
P. Woit, Phys. Rev. Lett. 51 (1983) 638



