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Longitudinal rescaling and high-energy effective actions
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Under a longitudinal rescaling of coordinates x%3 — Ax%3, A < 1, the classical QCD action simplifies

dramatically. This is the high-energy limit, as A ~ s

-1/2

, where s is the center-of-mass energy squared of a

hadronic collision. We find the quantum corrections to the rescaled action at one loop, in particular,
finding the anomalous powers of A in this action, with A < 1. The method is an integration over high-
momentum components of the gauge field. This is a Wilsonian renormalization procedure, and counter-
terms are needed to make the sharp-momentum cutoff gauge invariant. Our result for the quantum action
is found, assuming | InA| << 1, which is essential for the validity of perturbation theory. If A is sufficiently
small (so that |InA| > 1), then the perturbative renormalization group breaks down. This is due to
uncontrollable fluctuations of the longitudinal chromomagnetic field.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Effective gauge-theory descriptions are a promising ap-
proach to high-energy proton-proton collisions [1-5], and
nuclear collisions [6—-10].

The approximation of Verlinde and Verlinde [3] was to
eliminate some gauge-theory degrees of freedom through a
longitudinal rescaling. These authors argued that this re-
scaling yields the Balitsky-Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov (BFKL)
theory [11]. In particular, they were able to rederive the
BFKL vertex and argued that gluon Reggeization occurs. A
similar idea was incorporated by McLerran and
Venugopalan [6] into a picture which came to be known
as the color-glass condensate [7]. Longitudinal rescaling in
Ref. [3] was done purely classically, by a simple change of
variables in the action. After the rescaling, quark and gluon
matter travels primarily longitudinally. Most of the energy
is in the transverse color field strength, just as in a
Weizsacker-Williams shock wave. Effective actions incor-
porating such shock waves have been extensively dis-
cussed by Lipatov [12] and Balitsky [13]

In Ref. [5], the cutoff rescaled theory was shown to be
completely integrable, massive and confining, in the high-
energy limit. Our interest here is to see whether this limit is
justified.

In this paper, we determine how the quantum action
changes under longitudinal rescaling. We will only con-
sider the gluon field in our calculation. Quarks will be
included in a later publication.

The explicit rescaling of coordinates and gauge fields is
X0’3 - )\X0'3, X1'2 - X1’2, A0,3 - A_1A0’3, Al,2 - A1,2’
where A, = A%1,, a=1,...,N* — 1 are SU(N) Yang-
Mills field. Sometimes we shall use L as an abbreviation
for the longitudinal Lorentz indices 0, 3 and L as an
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abbreviation for the transverse Lorentz indices 1, 2. We
normalize Trt,t, = 8, and define if, 1. = [1,, 1,]. Since
momentum components transform as p;, — A~ 'p,, p; —
p1, we can think of the rescaling factor as A = M,
where s’ and s are the center-of-mass energies squared,
before and after the rescaling, respectively. To describe
extremely high energies, we would, in principle, take A <
1 [3].

Perhaps a better motivation for this rescaling is that
transverse transport of glue is suppressed and longitudinal
transport is enhanced. This can be seen by perusing the
Hamiltonian. If the scale factor A is small, but not zero, the
resulting Hamiltonian has one extremely small coupling
and one extremely large coupling. The classically rescaled
action is

1 B 2 2

S=3- d*x Tr(x\ 2P+ Y FE =D Fh— )\ZF%Z),
80 j=1 j=1

(1.1)

where F,,=0,A,—0,A, —i[A, Al The
Hamiltonian in Ay = 0 gauge is therefore

H = fd3x[g—‘2)52 + Ly A2<g—(2’€2 + Lﬂ#)]
27 2kt 27 20700
(1.2)
where the electric and magnetic fields are & = —i8/5A;
and B; = €7%(3;A; + A; X Ay), respectively, and (A; X
A = 3. APA{. Physical states W must satisfy Gauss’s
law

(8_]_ : (C;L + 8383 - p)\lf =0, (13)

where p is the quark color-charge density. If the term of
order A? is neglected, all the energy is contained in the
transverse electric and magnetic fields. Chromo-
electromagnetic waves can only move longitudinally.
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This is most easily seen in an axial gauge A; = 0, in which
case the A = 0 Hamiltonian contains no transverse deriva-
tives [5].

As we mentioned above, the longitudinal rescaling con-
sidered above is classical. In a fully quantized Yang-Mills
theory, the rescaled action is not as simple as (1.1). In the
quantum case, all the coefficients of the field strength-
squared terms must be rescaled. Furthermore, these coef-
ficients are not simply multiplied by integer powers of A;
anomalous dimensions are present.

The rescaling is done for the quantized Yang-Mills
theory in two steps. First a Wilson-style renormalization
[14] from an isotropic to an anisotropic cutoff is per-
formed. Second, the longitudinal rescaling discussed above
is done to restore the isotropy of the cutoff. One way to
visualize this procedure is to imagine a lattice ultraviolet
cutoff, with lattice spacing a. The lattice rescaling proce-
dure is illustrated in Fig. 1. Degrees of freedom are thinned
out by a Kadanoff or ““block-spin” transformation, which
changes the lattice spacing in the longitudinal directions to
a/A, while leaving the lattice spacing in the transverse
directions unchanged. After this reduction of degrees of
freedom, the entire lattice is rescaled longitudinally, so that
the lattice spacing in the direction of any coordinate axis
has the original value a.

Some papers on anisotropic renormalization were writ-
ten [15], not long after Refs. [3,6] appeared. Perturbative
renormalization of the Yang-Mills field is not performed in
these papers.

The Wick-rotated Yang-Mills theory is defined by in-
troducing the functional integral [exp—S, where S is the
action, with an ultraviolet cutoff A on the variables of
integration, namely, the gauge field A #(x) (we do not
include quark fields in this paper). The cutoff is introduced
by requiring that the Fourier components of these fields,
which are functions of Euclidean four-momentum p, van-
ish for p?> A2 This sharp momentum cutoff breaks
gauge invariance, meaning that counterterms restoring
this invariance are necessary. We denote the two compo-
nents of longitudinal momenta by p; = (py, p3) and the
two components of transverse momenta by p; = (py, p2).
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We first isolate the degrees of freedom depending on
momenta satisfying I;p% + pi > A2, where A = A, b=
1, and integrate these out of the functional integral. This
yields a new functional integral whose action has new
couplings, but with an ellipsoidal cutoff, with the remain-
ing degrees of freedom vanishing unless bp7 + p3 < A”.
The different coefficients of the field-strength-squared
component are rescaled differently. Finally, we rescale
pr— A 'p, and p; — p,. We identify A~2 = h. The
ultraviolet regularization is once again isotropic, with
components vanishing unless p*> = p} + p? < A% As a
result, the different coefficients of the field-strength-
squared components are rescaled again, yielding the final
form of the action.

It is possible to assume that A = A. In that case, we
integrate out all the degrees of freedom in the original
momentum sphere, except for those in an ellipsoid, whose
two major axes are equal to the diameter of the sphere. It is
illustrative, however, to consider the more general case of
A=A

The plan of the paper is as follows. In the next section,
we discuss generally how the Wilson renormalization for
an SU(N) Yang-Mills theory is carried out. The isotropic
case is briefly reviewed in Sec. III. The integration from a
spherical cutoff to an ellipsoidal cutoff is explained in
Sec. IV. This result is then used to find the effect of a
longitudinal rescaling on the Yang-Mills action in Sec. V.
We touch upon the utility of effective actions for high-
energy collisions, in the light of our results, in Sec. VI. In
the last section, we mention some calculations which
should be done, in the near future.

II. RENORMALIZATION OF QCD WITH A
MOMENTUM CUTOFF: GENERAL
CONSIDERATIONS

In this section, we review how the QCD action changes
if we integrate, to one loop, from one sharp momentum
cutoff to a smaller sharp momentum cutoff. For readers not
already familiar with this method, a discussion can be
found in Ref. [16]. The techniques do not differ appreci-
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FIG. 1.

Rescaling of field theory on a lattice with A = 1/2. First, a Kadanoff transformation increases the longitudinal lattice

spacing. The spacing is then restored to its original value by a longitudinal rescaling.
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ably from those for the background-field calculation of the
effective action.

First we Wick rotate the Yang-Mills theory to obtain the
standard Euclidean metric. We choose A and A to be real
positive numbers with units of cm ™! and b and b to be two
dimensionless real numbers, such that » = 1 and b=1.
We require furthermore that A > A and that A2/b =
A?/b. We define the region of momentum space P to be
the set of points p, such that bp7 + p3 < A2. We define
the region P to be the set of points p, such that b p: +
PZL < A% Finally, we define S to be the Wilsonian “onion
skin” S = P — P.

The functional integral we consider is

z, = [[ 1440 Jexo—s,

pEP

2.1
S = fd“x—TrF FRY 4+ 8o Abs

where S A, contains counterterms, needed to maintain
gauge invariance with the sharp-momentum cutoff A, and
anisotropy parameter b.

The restriction on the measure of integration in (2.1)
means that the gauge field has the Fourier transform

d4

Aulx) = s QM)

Au(p)e .

We split the field A,
Ay, defined by

- d4

into slow parts A u» and fast parts

A — —1p-x’
LX) = 5 o) A (ple
d4
a,(x) = | —5A,(pe P,
u s QmA i
sothat A, (x) = A «(x) + a,(x). This can also be written in
momentum space: A, (p) = Au(p) + a,(p), by defining
i ()= |Aup), PEP,
A =Ju
u(P) {0, pES’
- (2.2)
a,(p) = {O rePb
Aup). PES’
We shall integrate out the fast components a,,, of the
field to obtain
Zy=eZ;3, Zy = /[ ndA(P)]eXP_S’
per 2.3)

S—[d4x—TrF R+ S LA

where f is an unimportant ground-state-energy renormal-
ization, g, is the coupling at the new cutoff A, b, F w =
a#AV - BVAM - i[AM, A,], and S...ij contains the coun-
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terterms needed to restore gauge invariance with the new
cutoff.

To integrate out the fast gauge field, yielding the new
action in (2.3), we expand the original action in terms of
this field to quadratic order:

s= L
4g0
—[D,, a, (D", a"] - [D”, a*]) — 2iF*"[a,,, a,]},

2.4)

d*xTr{F ,,F** — 4[D,, F*"]a, + (D, a,]

where D w =0, = iA u 1s the covariant derivative deter-
mined by the slow gauge field.

The action is invariant under the gauge transformation of
the fast field:

Aq#—ni#, a#—>a#+[D~#—iaM,a)].
Variations da, orthogonal to these gauge transformation
satisfy [D,,, 8a, ] = 0. We can add with impunity the term
%gg [d*xTiD,, a,T to the action.

Notice that there is a linear term in @, in the action (2.4).
Once we integrate out the fast field, the only result of this
term will be to induce terms of order [D~M, Fr? in S.
These terms will be of dimension greater than four or
nonlocal, so we ignore them, as they will be irrelevant.
We can thereby replace (2.4) with

S 1 - -
S=— fd4xTrFMVF“V + —(2) [d“x([DM, a,[D*, a”]

- 21F‘“’[aw a,l),

In terms of coefficients of the generators ¢,, b =
1,...,N* — 1, this expression may be written as

1 L~
== v [d‘chZ,,FZV + SO + SI + SH,
485

where

1 d*q
So = 2g0[§(2 )461 ab (—q)ay (q), (2.5)

i dq [ dp
S :7’/.4 [ C
= Sy oy 0Tt

1 d4q d4p
i TS’% [S (2m)* [p ()t fp 2 fbcdfbfga (9)
X A (p)AL(Dat(—g = p),

b(@As (p)at(—q — p)

(2.6)
and

1 d*q d*p b (i d(_,, _
SH_Tg%fgw/@WbedaM(q)F'W(p)ay( P=4q)
2.7)

The gluon propagator is given by the expression for Sg in
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(2.5) as

(ab(q)as(p)) = g§6"°6,,6%(q + p)g~? (2.8)
We define the meaning of brackets (W), around any quan-
tity W to be the expectation value of W with respect to the
measure N exp—Sg, where N is chosen so that (1) = 1.

One more term must be included in the action, which
depends on the anticommuting ghost fields G, (x), H% (x),
associated with the gauge fixing of a’;(x). The ghost action
is

i [ odq [ dp .
SghOSt=(g(%]‘§(2W)4 le’ (2 )4q fbchh(Q)A (p)

1 d*q d*p
Zg() /SW f[@m
d*l
[ Q) TrealbrsGU@AS, (AL

X H8(—q — p),

X HY(—q — p) +

which is similar to Sy, except that the fast vector gauge field
has been replaced by the scalar ghost fields. Integration
over the ghost fields eliminates two of the four spin degrees
of freedom of the fast gauge field.

To integrate out the fast gauge field and its associated
ghost fields, we use the connected-graph expansion for the
expectation value of the exponential of minus a quantity R:

1 1
(™) = exp| ~(R) + 5, (R — (RY) = 3 (R)
— RONR) + 2R)) + - ]
Applying this expansion to second order, we find
—S§= _ 1 d*xFb FMY
exp—S = exp rg% xFy, Fy

(oo~ L5 52)

~ exp[ - Lz jd“xﬁﬁ,,ﬁf”] exp[ - %(SI)
+ 3D — (50 + 3 Ush) - <sH>2>] (2.9)

We remark briefly on the coefficients in the last exponen-
tial in (2.9). The coefficient of (S}) has a contribution —1
from a fast gluon loop and 1/2 from a fast ghost loop. The
coefficient of (S?) — (S;)* has a contribution 1/2 from a
fast gluon loop and —1/4 from a fast ghost loop. The
coefficient of (S%) — (Sy)* has no ghost contribution.
Other terms in the exponential of the same order vanish
upon contraction of group indices.
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The terms in the new action (2.9) are given by

280 = (8D = (5

C4N (g I;4 b (=p)AL(p)P ., (p),

d'q T _4q.(p, +2q,) SW]
PL(p) = - o)
0)= [ s e i

where Cy is the Casimir of SU(N), defined by f/¢d fhed =
Cy6P", and

(2.10)

1 c d*
— SR = s = = |

(=p)F?,(p)

f & : (2.11)
s@m)* ¢*(p + ¢)* ’
The remaining work to be done is to evaluate integrals in

(2.10) and (2.11).
Notice that if the integral I(p) is defined by

d*q pa t+2q,
s 2m)* ¢*(q + p)*’

then I(p) + I(—p) = 0. We can see this by changing the
sign of ¢ in the integration. Hence we can replace the
polarization tensor P,,(p) in (2.10) by the manifestly
symmetric form I ,,(p):

I(p) =

3080 = 78D~ (59?)

~ [ S R AT,

d*q (Pp +2q,)(py +29,) S,
Mylp) = s 2m)* [ 8¢*(q + p)? i 4q* ]
(2.12)

As it is now defined, the polarization tensor is symmetric,
but breaks gauge invariance. This is because at this order in
the loop expansion, p,I1,,,(p) # 0. The reason for this is
clear; gauge symmetry is explicitly broken by sharp-
momentum cutoffs. The purpose of the counterterms
Sce,ap and S, x5 in (2.1) and (2.3), respectively, is to
restore this symmetry.

ITII. RENORMALIZATION OF QCD WITH A
MOMENTUM CUTOFF: THE SPHERICAL CASE

Next we present the results of the one-loop calculation
presented in the last section for spherical cutoffs, i.e. b =
b = 1. Absolutely nothing new will be found in this sec-
tion. Our only reason for discussing the spherical case is
that it is a serviceable template for the more complicated
ellipsoidal case.

Let us first evaluate IT ,,(p) in (2.12), segregating it into
a gauge-invariant part and a non-gauge-invariant part. At
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o0 = [ il 3]

If we change the sign of one component only of ¢, e.g.
qo — —4q0> ;i — g;-1 = 1, 2, 3, the first term of the inte-
grand changes sign for u = 0 and » = i. Hence 11 ,,(0)
vanishes unless u = v. Thus

p=0,

qudy
2(¢%)?

1 d*q 5 1
(0) ) 4 2
s (2m) 12877

(A2 = A%5,,

Writing I1,,(p) = f[,w(P) +1I,

flw(p)=/§(§::;4[—

If we subtract the polarization tensor at zero momentum by
a counterterms of identical form at each scale, or in other
words

,(0), we find

Py +29,)(p, +2q,) N SW]
8¢*(q + p)? 8¢* 1

AZ
S.on=— d*xA?,
ct.A 128772 / *

Seeh =" 1287 [ d*xA?,

the result is gauge invariant, as we show below.

Next we expand the polarization tensor LI uv(p) in
powers of p. The terms which are more than quadratic
order in p have canonical dimension greater than four, so
can be ignored in the new action. To this order,

~ d*q [pupy + 8,0
O e
s (2m) 8(¢q%)

B 2pap,;qangﬂqp] L
(¢*)*

3.1

3.2)

The right-hand side of (3.2) is readily evaluated using
Euclidean O(4) symmetry: we emphasize this point, be-
cause in the aspherical case, we will not have invariance
under O(4), but under its subgroup O(2) X O(2).
Exploiting this symmetry, we write the nontrivial tensor
integral in (3.2) in terms of a scalar integral:

[ d4q an,Bq,u('IV _ L d4 1
s@2m*  (¢*)* sQm)t ¢
+ 0avOup + aauéﬁv)'

(6aB8,uV

The polarization tensor is therefore

I ,.(p) = ln 8,4y = Pupy) + -+ (33)

1
19272

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 016005 (2009)

Gauge invariance is satisfied to this order of p, i.e.
p*1l,,(p) =0

Next we turn to (2.11). As before, the terms of dimen-
sion higher than four can be dropped, by expanding the
integral over S in powers of p:

~ (SR = (S0

=G [ g ) [ L
sm TP | i oy
=_i A [ dp .
1677'21 A2 )4F;w( P)Fw([?)"‘ (3.4)

Putting together (2.12), (3.1), (3.3), and (3.4) gives the
standard result for the new coupling g, in (2.3):

I 1 Ccy A 1 Cy A 1 11Cy. A

22 s T T g T2 In—

@2 £ 87 A 1287 A g %67 A
(3.5)

IV. RENORMALIZATION OF QCD WITH A
MOMENTUM CUTOFF: THE ELLIPSOIDAL CASE

In the general case of ellipsoidal cutoffs, integration over
the region S is done by the change of variables, from ¢, to
two angles 6 and ¢, and two variables with dimensions of
momentum squared, # and w. The relation between the old
and new variables is

q1 = ucosb, g, = Jusiné,

4.1
gz = \Jw — ucosg, qo = J/w — using @D

(note that u = g3 and w — u = ¢7), which gives

1 21T 21 “IAZ+(1=b" Y
[d4q=—f dﬁf dd)[f du[ dw
S 4 Jo 0 0 A2 +(1—5""u
A2 b A2+(1—bNu
+ [ duf dw].
A? u

The O(2) X O(2) symmetry group is generated by trans-
lations of the angles 8 — 6 + df and ¢ — ¢ + do.

The polarization tensor I1 M,,(p) in (2.12), expanded to
second order in p, may be written as the sum of six terms:

4.2)

1T, (p) + 17, (p) + 11
+ 115, (p) + 115, (p),

I, (p) = 2o(p) +115,(p)

where
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o d*q 1
m,(p) = -,

PuPa [ d*q 4,94 , PP d*q 9.4 pupy [ d*q 1
NE _ Pu f vda | Py af )2 ) H4v = e [ , 4.3
:U“V(p) 2 §(27T)4 (q2)3 2 §(277.)4» (q2)3 y2 (p) 8 §(27T)4 (qZ)Z ( )
115,y = 2 [ 9 Gt
nv

d*q 9a9p9.49
. T5,(p) = —2pappl® . where [ — Py
2 §(27T)4 (q2)3 ,u,z/(p) pap,B a,Bp.y(p) where oz,(%,uu(p) §(27T)4 (q2)4

1 d*q qu.q
HZ - _ _ 1y
wP) =73 | Gy (R

We next evaluate each of the six terms of the polarization tensor (4.3). This is done using the integration (4.2) over the
variables (4.1) which is tedious, though not difficult. Since the integrals are invariant under O(2) X O(2), but not O(4), we
introduce a bit of notation. We assume the indices C and D take only the values 1 and 2, and the indices () and E take only
the values 3 and 0. As usual, the indices u, v, etc., can take any of the four values 1, 2, 3 and 0. The results are

8 A2lnb  A’Inb
l . ,U/V

- 4.4
b—1 bh—1 @4
A2S b A28 b . N
112 = - CD[1+ 1—b+lb]+ CD[1+~71—b+lb:|,
co(p) 647 (b — 1)2( nb) 647 (b — 1)2( ") @5)
A280=[ 1 Inb A= 1 Inb '
2 _ Q:I: _ ]+ O= I: _ N :|’ 112 = [I2 =0,
0z(P) 64> Lb—1 (b— 1) 64m* Lb—1 (b—1)? ca(p) ac(p)
I (p) = PePo lnﬁ_pcpp[ blnb b ] pch[ binb b ]
cp 327 A 64wt Lb—1? b—-1] 64 Lh-1? b—-1]
=, AN pop=[2blnb blnb b pap=[2b1nb b1nb b
I3, _(p) = LoP= ) ﬂ~[ - ]+ ~[~ _ _blmb ] 4.6
0=(P) 27 A 64mrlb—1 b-1?* b—11 647 Llb—1 (B-12 b—1 0
A pepo blnb  pepo blnb
]._.[3 _ H3 — PcPao Ine= — C C Z )
colP) = Iaclp) = I = e b =1 6am® 51
PuPv. N pup, (blnb  blnb
14 L P ( -2 ) 4.7
wlP) = = T s o -1 Fo1 7
25 A p?s b1nb b 26 b1nb b
s _POcp A CD[ . ]+ CDI:~ _ ]
co(P) 64 A 12872L0b— 12 b—1] 12872 bG-1%* b-1
2 ': 2 ': - 2 :’ b ~_ h h 4.8
1) = p 592~ WA P 595 [b(2b 3)2lnb b ]+ p 595 [b(2b~ Db b ] (4.8)
E 64m> A 1287 b-1) b—1] 1287 (b —1)? h—1
I3, (p) = 113, (p) = 0,

and finally, we present the components of the tensor 12 B ;w( p) (from which the components of HE‘“,(p) can be obtained)
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1 A b3 2(b— 1) 1 b’ _ 2(b—-1) 1
I . [ [lb— ]+ _ [ h— = _ ]
ceeelP) = G2 " T o - i L b 202 1" 1826 - 1L b 25

1
1$,,,(p) = cccc(p ),

1 A 1 b* — 1 1 - - b —1
I = In% — [1b—2b—1+ ]+ . [1b—2b—1+ ]
a000(P) = g Iy~ o —s | b 20— D —5 ] e

1
I5033(p) = QQQQ(p)

6 1 A 1 [32b=3)Inb 2b°Inb _ 3b  2b-1 b —1

Iecan = 7 2 z 3 + Y
192772 A 38472l (b —1) b-1° b—1 b 2b

1 [35(215—3)1115_ 26°mmb - 3b  2b—1 b — 1]

= = = — + =
38472 (b —1)? b-13 b-1 b 2h°

(4.9)

All other nonvanishing components of Ia B W(p) can be obtained by permuting indices of those shown in (4.9).
Notice that I1},,(p), j = , 6 each change sign under the interchange of A and b with A and b, respectively. We can

eliminate H ,(p) and H ( p) by a mass counterterm. The sum of the other pieces of the polarization tensor,
]6.:3 H{W(p), reduces to the expression in (3.3) if b = b; integrating degrees of freedom with momenta between two
similar ellipsoids yields the same result as integrating degrees of freedom with momenta between two spheres.
Next we set 5 = 1 and expand b = 1 + Inb + - - - . We drop the part of the polarization tensor of order (Inb)?. We write

the polarization tensor as matrix whose rows and columns are ordered by 1, 2, 3, 0. After some work, we obtain

6 . 1 Inb
D> Ii(p) = ln (1 - pp") +—
=3

19272 64
—3P1 — 03 — BPL PP —iP1P3 —iP1Po
y —BPID: —3P3 — P1 ~ 1PL —4P2P3 —3P2P0 4.10)
1 _1 192 4 2p2 4 12 13 ’ :
4p1p3 4p2p3 4p3 gSpO 3pJ_ 12p3p0
—iP1Po —1papo BPspo Ip3 +Ipg +ip7
|
Wh_ere 1 is the four-by-four identity matrix and the super- p3 —pipp 0 0
script T denotes the transpose. The first term on the right- —D1Da P’ 0 0
hand side of (4.10) is the polarization tensor found in the M;(p) = 0 0 ool
previous section (3.3). The second term does not depend on 0 0 0 0
A or A. Had we taken b > 1, and expanded b = 1 + Inb +
-, the quantity Inb in (4.10) would have been In(b/b). ( 0 0 0 0\
Notice that the second term on the right-hand side of M,(p) = 0 0 0 0
(4.10) violates gauge invariance (multiplying the vector p 0 0 P3 _P32P0
by the matrix in this term does not yield zero). Therefore, KO 0 P3Po Po /
;m alcldlt{onal ;:on.mtertc.:rm is ni?essgry. The glo§t g~eneral ( P 0 —piPs —Pilo
oca action of dimension 4, which is quadratic in A, .and My(p) = 0 P} —paPs —PaPo
wlgqh does not che}nge unlqer O(2)d>< Q(Z) transformations —P1Ps —Paps i 0
and is gauge invariant to linear order is —p1Po —PaPo 0 Il
We next determine a,, a, and a5 such that the difference
Squt = [ L2 A p)Tay My (p) + as>(p) d'q r
quad p (2m)* P Laaip) T axMakp Sdir = b 2m) TrA(—p)" My (p)A(p)
+ asM;(p)]A(p), by N "
= TrA(— I(p)A(p) — S
J, Gt TACP) X WV )A) = S
where a,, a, and a5 are real coefficients and 4.11)
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is maximally non-gauge invariant. By this we mean that the
projection of tensor M i(p) to a gauge-invariant expres-

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 80, 016005 (2009)

has no local part. This gives a precise determination of
Saire» Which is proportional to the counterterm to be sub-

sion: tracted. To carry this procedure out, we break up the second
T term of (4.10) into a linear combination of M, M, and M3
(11 - )Mdlff( )( p f ) and a diagonal matrix:
p'p pp

6
. 1 A Inb
Il(p) = In=(1 — pp") + [ M + - M ]
]:ZS (P) = {552 0z 1= PP + 5| 5M1(P) — 5 M(p) 3(p)
Ao 0 0
Inb 0 -3l —¥ri 0 .12
64 0 0 —17p3 +1p} 0
0 0 0 -BA+IR

The diagonal matrix is maximally non-gauge-invariant. It is local, O(2) X O(2) invariant and of dimension four; we
remove it with local counterterms, rendering our ellipsoidal cutoffs gauge invariant, to one loop. Therefore

Inb 7 Inb 13 Inb

2 PT e 12

T e 12

Removing the last term from (4.12) leaves us with our final result for the polarization tensor

b —%pi . %p% 3.2 0 17 .2 0 0
) lnb 0 _3p2 11y 0 0
il z i aP1L =6 PL
(p) (p) 0 0 _%pi +%p% g 20 -
1 A lnb 7
552 1t A( pp’) P M,(p) — »(p) 3(p) |

One of the terms to be induced in the renormalized action by integrating out fast degrees of freedom is thereby

4
== —cy [ 22

(2 )MZ(—p)A'Z(p)fIW(p)

—CNf 2 AL(=p)A b(p){m 21n (1 —ppT)+6ljb|: M (p) — 3M2(p)+ M3(p)]}.

(4.13)
The other term induced by this integration, namely —((S%) — (Sy;)?)/2, will be discussed next.

We showed in Sec. II that the term —({(S%) — (Sy;)?)/2 is given by (2.11). This term may be expanded in powers of p as
we did for the spherical case in (3.4). The result is

1 _ CN d p
— 3= = =L [ AL R epE) [
1 A bInb b1nb d*p
=_CN[16772 " n2A20-1 3226 —1)”»(2 it o CPIEp) o (1)
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For b = 1 and to leading order in Inb, (4.14) becomes

1 A 1n13)

1
550 = ) = ~Cu(jp 0 + 55

d*p - }
8 f@ﬁFZV(_P)FZV(p) T

(4.15)

Putting together (4.13) and (4.15) gives the following
expression for the new action S = [d*xL:

1/1 11Cy, A Cylnb
<_2_48 2R
80 m A

==
4 6472
N 11 11Cy, A 37Cylnb\ -
+F%3)+Z< 2_—48 5 HT_—z ) (2)3
g6 T A 1927
1(1 _11Cy , A 17CyInb

s - T InoN gy
g 487 A 192772) 12

)%, + P+ 72

4

(4.16)

V. THE LONGITUDINALLY RESCALED YANG-
MILLS ACTION

The main result of Sec. IV, Eq. (4.16), tells what happens
after aspherically integrating out degrees of freedom. We
will write this in a form which allows comparison with
standard renormalization with an isotropic cutoff, i.e. (3.5).
We define g, using (3.5). To leading order in Inb, the
effective coupling in the first term of (4.16) is given by

1 1 11Cy A Cylnb
5 — n—-=— —
487 A 647>

pCn/6Am™E 4 oL

After we set b = A2, we find to leading order in InA

Sor = g(z))‘f(CNBZWZ)g‘Z" (5.1

and

1
4g e2:ff
+

AVTCN /BTG 2 4 \OCyASTIGE2 ) 4 ..

I = Tr(F2, + F2, + F2, + F%,

where the corrections are of order (InA)>. We perform the
rescaling of longitudinal coordinates, x* — Ax’, drop the
tildes on the fields, and Wick-rotate back to Minkowski
signature, to find the longitudinally rescaled effective
Lagrangian

1
Lo =——Tr(F3 + F?
eff 4g§ff ( 01 02
+ /\—2+(17CN/48w2)g3F%3 _ /\2+(7CN/48772)g(2)F%2)

2 _ 2
F13 F23

+ e, 5.2)
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where again the corrections are of order (InA)?. Comparing
this with the classically rescaled action (1.1) we see that
the field-strength-squared terms are anomalously rescaled.

If we naively consider the limit as A — 0 of (5.2), all
couplings become zero or infinite, except g.; [3]. For very
high energy, that is for small A, this effective coupling
becomes strong, as can immediately be seen from (5.1). We
are fortunate, however, that this energy is enormous. If we
take g, of order one, then

g2y ~ A7(1/100) (5.3)

This tells us that g% is less than a number of order ten,
unless A is roughly less than an inverse googol, A ~
10719, Thus the experimentally accessible value of g
is small. Even so, there is the concern that the coefficient of
F?, in the effective Lagrangian is very small as A — 0.
This is also true for the classically rescaled theory (1.1) [5].
This means that there is very little energy in longitudinal
magnetic flux. Hence the longitudinal magnetic flux fluc-
tuates wildly. If we call the coefficient of this term in the
Lagrangian 1/(4g?), then

81 = gl A>T/ BT, (5.4)

which explodes for small A, even if g is small.

VI. IMPLICATIONS FOR EFFECTIVE HIGH-
ENERGY THEORIES

We have determined how a quantized non-Abelian
gauge action changes under a longitudinal rescaling A <
1, but A = 1. Though our analysis suggests the form of the
effective action for the high-energy limit, A < 1, we can-
not prove that this form is correct. The main problem
concerns how the Yang-Mills action changes as A is de-
creased. The coefficient of the longitudinal magnetic field
squared, in the action, decreases, as A is decreased.
Eventually, we can no longer compute how couplings
will run.

Our difficulty is very similar to that of finding the
spectrum of a non-Abelian gauge theory. Assuming that
there is no infrared-stable fixed point at nonzero bare
coupling, a guess for the long-distance effective theory is
a strongly coupled cutoff action. The regulator can be a
lattice, for example. One can then use strong-coupling
expansions to find the spectrum. The problem is that no
one knows how to specify the true cutoff theory (which
presumably has many terms, produced by integrating over
all the short-distance degrees of freedom). The best we can
do is guess the regularized strongly coupled action. Such
strong-coupling theories are not (yet) derivable from QCD,
but are best thought of as models of the strong interaction
at large distances.

Similarly, we believe that (1.1) for A << 1, and variants
we discuss below, cannot be proved to describe the strong
interaction at high energies. Thus it appears that the same
statement applies to the BFKL/BK theory (designed to
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describe the region where Mandelstam variables satisfy
s > t> Agcp) [11,17]. Two closely related problems in
this theory are lack of unitarity and infrared diffusion of
gluon virtualities. These problems indicate that the BFKL
theory breaks down at large length scales. There is numeri-
cal evidence [18] that unitarizing using the BK evolution
equation [17] suppresses diffusion into the infrared and
leads to saturation, at least for fixed small impact parame-
ters. This BK equation is a nonlinear generalization of the
BFKL evolution equation. The nonlinearity only becomes
important at small x, at large longitudinal distances, where
perturbation theory is not trustworthy.

In the color-glass-condensate picture [6,7], the Yang-
Mills action with InA = 0 is coupled to sources. The
classical field strength is purely transverse. If this action
is quantized, however, this is no longer the case. The
fluctuations of the longitudinal magnetic field B; will
become extremely large [this can be seen by inspecting
(1.1) and (1.2)]. In principle, we would hope to derive the
color-glass condensate by a longitudinal renormalization-
group transformation, with background sources. The ob-
stacle to doing this is precisely the problem of large
fluctuations of B;. This does not suggest any inconsistency
of the color-glass-condensate idea itself, but indicates how
difficult it may be to establish the color-glass condensate
directly in QCD.

Finally we wish to comment on an approach to soft-
scattering and total cross sections. In Ref. [5] an effective
lattice SU(N) gauge theory was proposed. This gauge
theory is a regularization of (1.2) and (1.3). This gauge
theory can be formulated as coupled (1 + 1)-dimensional
SU(N) X SU(N) nonlinear sigma models and reduces to a
lattice Yang-Mills theory at A =1 (in which case, it is
equivalent to the light-cone lattice theory of Bardeen e al.
[19]). The nonlinear sigma model is asymptotically free
and has a mass gap. These facts together with the assump-
tion that the terms proportional to A are a weak perturba-
tion leads to confinement and diffraction in the gauge
theory. Similar gauge models in (2 + 1) dimensions were
proposed as laboratories of color confinement [20], and
string tensions for different representations [21], the low-
lying glueball spectrum [22], and corrections of higher
order in order A to the string tension [23] were found (these
calculations were performed using the exact S-matrix [24]
and form factors [25] of the (1 + 1)-dimensional nonlinear
sigma model). In such theories (whether in (2 + 1) or (3 +
1) dimensions), transverse electric flux is built of massive
partons (made entirely of glue, but not conventional glu-
ons). These partons move (and scatter) only longitudinally,
to leading order in A. The behavior of such gauge-theory
models is very close to the picture of the forward-scattering
amplitude suggested by Kovner [26].

The effective gauge theory of Ref. [5] has a small value
of g.i, as well as a small value of A, in the Hamiltonian
(1.2). We have found in Sec. V that g grows extremely
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slowly, as the energy is increased. If we can naively ex-
trapolate our results to extremely high energies, this effec-
tive gauge theory appears correct. We should not, however,
regard this as proof that the effective theory is valid, since
the perturbative calculation of Sec. V breaks down at such
energies.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we found how the action of an SU(N)
gauge changes under longitudinal rescaling at one loop.
This was done by a Wilsonian renormalization procedure.
As the energy increases, the coefficient of F7, in the action
eventually becomes too small to trust the method further.
Therefore, neither classical nor perturbative methods may
be entirely trusted beyond a certain energy. The breakdown
of these methods at high energies is similar to the break-
down of perturbation theory to compute the force between
charges at large distances, in an asymptotically-free theory.
Nonetheless, high-energy effective theories, inspired by
the longitudinal rescaling idea, may be phenomenologi-
cally useful.

The next step is to repeat our calculation including
fermions. Aside from the importance of considering
QCD with quarks, it would be interesting to study how
longitudinal rescaling affects the QED action.

We should point out that another way to derive our
effective Lagrangian (5.2) and investigate anomalous di-
mensions of other operators would be to carefully study
Green’s functions of the operator

D (x) = x0T g9(x) + 3T 3(x), (7.1)

where T~ uv(X) is the stress-energy-momentum tensor. The
spacial integral of this operator generates longitudinal
rescalings on states. Correlators of products of D(x) and
other operators could be studied with simpler regulariza-
tion methods (such as dimensional regularization) instead
of our sharp momentum cutoff. The commutator of D(x)
and an operator O(y) will reveal how O(y) behaves under
longitudinal rescaling. Such an analysis should be easier
than the method used in this paper, especially beyond one
loop.
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