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1.Introduction

In perturbativeQCD (PQCD)calculationsofS-m atrixam plitudesquarksand gluons

are assum ed to form free asym ptotic statesatthe initialand � naltim es,t! �1 .

Itisrecognized thatthisisatvariancewith observations{ partonsactually bind to

form coloursinglethadronswhich arethetrueasym ptoticstates.Consequently,the

applications ofperturbation theory are restricted to so-called infrared safe observ-

ablesin processescharacterized by a large m om entum scale Q. Allpredictionsare

subjectto powercorrections(� =Q)n,where � � 200 M eV isthefundam entalQCD

scale.

It has been noted [1]that PQCD predictions can nevertheless be successfully

extrapolated to low scalesQ � � ,assum ing thatthe Q-dependence ofthe running

coupling �s(Q
2)\freezes" ata hadronic scale oforder� . Con� nem ent appearsto

change m om entum distributions only in a m ild way,with PQCD distributions of

partons being re ected in those observed forhadrons. This m otivates us to study

whetherPQCD can be m odi� ed so thatitsuse can be extended to low Q2 without

having to introducethefreezing e� ects\by hand".

Form ally,thereisconsiderablefreedom in m akingaperturbativeexpansion.The

standard argum entsjustifying an expansion,nam ely

� The initialand � naltim esaretaken to in� nity along a ray slightly tilted wrt.

therealaxis,and

� The asym ptotic con� gurations have a non-vanishing overlap with the true

ground stateofthetheory
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allow m any choicesofin-and out-states.The existence ofan overlap with the true

ground stateisin practicean assum ption,even in thecaseofstandard PQCD where

theasym ptoticstatesaretaken tobetheem pty\perturbativevacuum ".Considering

thecentralim portanceofperturbation theory in applicationsof� eld theory itseem s

desirableto explorethepropertiesofexpansionswith di� erentasym ptoticstates.

Here we willstudy the e� ectofadding gluonsto the perturbative vacuum . It

is naturalto consider this since the true QCD ground state is believed to be a

condensateofgluons.Conceivably,thebackground gluonsm ay m im ictheproperties

ofthetruegluon condensatesu� ciently to m aketheperturbativeexpansion express

som eofthecon� nem entphysicsalready atlow orders.In any case,theaboveform al

argum ents justifying such a m odi� ed perturbative expansion are as com pelling as

thoseofstandard PQCD.

The speci� c m odi� cation ofthe asym ptotic state we consider has been called

the\Perturbative Gluon Condensate" [2].Background gluonswith energiessm aller

than a given scale� areintroduced by m odifying theFeynm an i"prescription ofthe

gluon propagatorin thefollowing way:

1

k2 + i"
!

1

(k+ i")2
�

1

k2 + i"
+

i�

2jkj
[�(k0 � jkj)+ �(k0 + jkj)]� (� � jkj) (1.1)

=
� (jkj� � )

k2 + i"
+
1

2

"

1

(k0 � i")2 � k
2
+

1

(k0 + i")2 � k
2

#

� (� � jkj);

where1=(k2 + i")denotestheordinary Feynm an i" prescription and 1=(k+ i")2 de-

notesthem odi� ed one.Aswasshown [2]forscalar� elds,a perturbativecalculation

ofany Green function G using the m odi� ed propagator(1.1)isequivalentto a su-

perposition ofstandard calculationsusing Feynm an propagatorswith gluonsadded

to theasym ptoticstates,schem atically

h0jGj0i!

0

@
Y

jkj< �

1X

n
k
= 0

cn
k

1

A h
Y

k

(gk)
n
kjG j

Y

k

(gk)
n
ki: (1.2)

Here the nk = 0 term correspondsto the unm odi� ed expansion,the cn
k
are known

constantsand thesum isoveron-shellgluonsgk ofm om entum k and energy jkj< � .

W e willshow here thatgauge invariance ism aintained when both gluon and ghost

propagatorsarem odi� ed according to Eq.(1.1).

Physically,them odi� ed asym ptoticstatesim ply scatteringo� the\background"

gluonswhich preventsthe creation ofgluonswith jkj< � . Technically thiscan be

seen from the sign change (1.1) ofi" in the free gluon propagator which rem oves

pinchesbetween positive and negative energy polesin loop integrals.Fora ferm ion

propagator,such a change ofi" would be equivalent to � lling allferm ion (or an-

tiferm ion)levelsup to a Ferm im om entum � ,and consequently preventing ferm ion

pairproduction in accordancewith thePauliexclusion principle.W earem otivated
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to study the analogousm odi� cation ofthe gluon propagatoras a way ofavoiding

theproduction ofsoftgluonsin perturbation theory.Sincewe e� ectively superpose

calculationswith di� erentnum bersofbackground gluonsasindicated in Eq.(1.2),

weneed notspecify thewavefunction ofsuch a \Diracgluon sea" (cf.[3]).W eshall

referto thephysicsbased on them odi� ed gluon propagator(1.1),with thestandard

Feynm an i" prescription for quark propagators,as \Perturbative Gluon Conden-

sate Dynam ics",orPGCD.Form ally,the PGCD expansion appearsasjusti� ed as

ordinary PQCD.

The introduction ofa � xed m om entum scale � in the PGCD propagator(1.1)

seem s to break Lorentz invariance. The perturbative expansion ofthe am plitude

for a given process willdepend on the reference fram e,since the scale � is fram e

independent.Form ally theseriessum sto thesam e(Lorentzcovariant)resultin any

fram e,buttherateofconvergenceisfram edependent.Thesituation isin thissense

analogoustothewell-known freedom ofchoicein therenorm alization scale.Physical

argum ents m ust be used to choose an optim alfram e for each process. This is in

fact com m only done in hadron phenom enology. The non-relativistic quark m odel

describes hadrons in their rest fram es,whereas the parton m odelis form ulated in

thein� nitem om entum fram e.

W e should em phasize thatthe boostpropertiesofboundsstatesare in general

extrem ely com plicated [4].In QED,positronium wavefunctionsand energylevelsare

nearly alwaysevaluated in the restfram e,and m oste� ciently using non-covariant

m ethodssuch asNRQED [5].Noteven generalfeaturessuch astheLorentzcontrac-

tion ofQED bound stateshave (to ourknowledge)been explicitly dem onstrated in

perturbation theory.In QCD wefacetheextra challengethatthegluon condensate

ground stateisboostinvariant:thegluonscarry m om entaofO (�Q C D )in any fram e.

Thisfeaturecan clearly notbedescribed usingperturbation theory {thebestwecan

do isto approxim atethetrueground statewith background gluonswhosem om enta

arethesam ein any fram e,asin Eq.(1.1).

In this paper we consider the e� ects ofPGCD on the static quark potential.

Thisim pliesan autom atic fram e choice since the static potentialisde� ned only in

the \rest fram e" ofthe static sources. W e shallnotfurther discuss the im portant

and non-trivialquestion ofLorentz invariance. The question offram e choice fora

generalprocessisbeyond thescopeofthispaper.

According to the Kinoshita-Lee-Nauenberg (KLN)theorem [6]allinfrared sin-

gularitescancelifone sum soverincom ing and outgoing statesthatare degenerate

in energy.Ourprocedure ofadding softgluonsto the in-and out-statesintroduces

a sim ilar sm earing ofthe physicalobservables. It has in fact been shown [7,8,9]

thatthe \KLN-cancellations" can be accounted forusing a sim ilarm odi� cation of

the i" prescription asthe one we study here. Asdiscussed in [9]the e� ectsofthe

KLN-cancellation can bethoughtofasa \KLN vaccum " and the non-vanishing in-

teractionswith thevacuum as\perturbativecondensates".Thusthephysicalpicture
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appearssim ilarto the PGCD.The KLN-cancellationsare valid in any � eld theory

irrespectiveofwhetherthereiscon� nem entornot,and theenergy-resolution (corre-

sponding to� )can bearbitrarily sm all.In ourinterpretation thescaleofsoftgluons

isa physicalfeaturerelated to theground stateofQCD.

The purpose ofthis paper is two-fold. On the one hand we want to investi-

gate whetherthe PGCD boundary conditionsgive a perturbative expansion which

captures som e ofthe physics ofQCD at long distances,while leaving unchanged

standard perturbative results at short distances. As a � rst test case we calculate

the QCD potentialbetween two static coloursourcesin a coloursingletstate [10].

W e com pare the ultraviolet and infrared properties ofthe static PGCD potential

with resultsobtained using ordinary PQCD.Thesecond purposeofthispaperisto

check explicitly thattheperturbativegluon condensatefram eworkisgaugeinvariant.

Hencewedo thecalculation both in a physicaland in a covariantgauge,nam ely the

Coulom b and Feynm an gauges.

2.C alculation ofstatic potential

The QCD potentialV (Q 2) between two static colour sources can be de� ned in a

gauge invariantway from a W ilson loop [10]. Atlowest orderthe potentialisjust

given by one-gluon exchange,V (Q 2)= �CF g
2=Q 2,where g2 isthe strong coupling

and q2 = �Q 2 = �q2 isthesquared m om entum transferwhich ispurely space-likein

thestaticapproxim ation,i.e.q0 = 0.ThePGCD i"prescription doesnotchangethis

lowestorderresultsincethecouplingofthebackground gluonstoasourcewith large

m assM issuppressed by � =M .Athigherordersthe� xed coupling g2 isreplaced by

therunning coupling afterrenorm alization.Including allhigher-ordercorrectionsin

therunning coupling givesan e� ective charge�V (Q
2)de� ned by

V (Q 2)� �4�CF

�V (Q
2)

Q 2
(2.1)

whereCF = (N 2

C � 1)=2N C = 4=3forQCD.In thefollowingwewillcalculate�V (Q
2)

to one-loop orderusing the PGCD i" prescription (1.1). Forconvenience we de� ne

theone-loop correction �̂ (Q;Q0;� )so thattheleading orderresultisfactored out,

�V (Q
2)= �V (Q

2

0
)
h

1+ �̂ (Q;Q0;� )+ � � �
i

; (2.2)

whereQ 0 istherenorm alization point,i.e.,�̂ (Q0;Q 0;� )= 0.

2.1 C oulom b gauge

Coulom b gauge is the m ost naturalgauge for calculating the static potential[11],

althoughtheFeynm anrulesarenotassim pleasinacovariantgaugesuchasFeynm an

gauge.HerewewillusetheFeynm an rulesofCoulom b gaugegiven by Feinberg[12].
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Figure 1:O ne-loop diagram scontributing to thestaticpotentialin Coulom b gauge.The

thick lines represent the static quarks,and the dashed lines the instantaneous Coulom b

propagators.The curly and double linesrepresentthe A and E -� eld propagators,respec-

tively.Thereisalso a m ixed A and E -� eld propagatorwhich appearsin (c).

Thediagram scontributingtothestaticpotentialatone-looporderin Coulom b gauge

areshown in Fig.1.Forclarity wedonotincludethecontribution from lightquarks,

which isthesam easin standard PQCD.

Using dim ensionalregularization the contribution to the unrenorm alized one-

loop correction � from theCoulom b self-energy diagram shown in Fig.1(a)is

� a = 3ig2CA�
4�n

Z
dnk

(2�)4
qiqj

 

�ij �
kikj

k
2

!

1

q2(q � k)2

1

(k+ i")2
(2.3)

where CA = N C = 3,n is the num ber ofdim ensions (n < 4),� is the arbitrary

dim ensionalregularization scale, the subscripts i;j denote the space com ponents

(i;j = 1;2;3),and the i" prescription forthe transverse gluon propagatorisgiven

in Eq.(1.1). W e have written the integrand in 4 dim ensions since we willnot be

interested in constant contributions to � . This corresponds to a speci� c choice of

renorm alization schem e. The k0-integralis conveniently done in M inkowskispace

using ordinary residuecalculus,and vanishesforjkj< � sincethepolesatk0 = �jkj

arethen on thesam esideoftherealaxis.Theresultissym m etricunderk $ q� k

and can beexpressed as

� a = 3g2CA�
4�n

Z
dn�1 k

(2�)3

 

1�
(k � q)2

k
2
q2

!

�
1

(q � k)2

1

2

"

� (jkj� � )

2jkj
+
� (jq � kj� � )

2jq � kj

#

(2.4)

wherethe� -functionsre ectthem odi� ed i" prescription.

To sim plify therem aining integrationsitisconvenientto choose

x =
jkj

Q
; y =

jq � kj

Q
(2.5)
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asnew integration variables,with m easure

Z

d
n�1

k =

Z
1

0

dx

Z
x+ 1

jx�1j

dy

Z
2�

0

d’ Q
n�1

x
n�3

y (2.6)

where wehaveagain dropped term sproportionalto (n � 4)in theangularintegral.

The integration over the azim uthalangle ’ gives 2� and the rem aining integral

becom es

� a = 3CA

g2

4�2

 

�

Q

!
4�n Z 1

0

dxx
n�4

Z x+ 1

jx�1j

dy
�x4 � y4 + 2x2y2 + 2x2 + 2y2 � 1

16x2y2

� [y� (x� �)+ x� (y� �)]; (2.7)

where � = � =Q.Beforeevaluating theintegralwe shalladd thecontributionsfrom

therem aining diagram sto theintegrand.

According to the rules given by Feinberg [12],the contribution to � from the

sum ofthevacuum -polarization diagram sin Fig.1(b)and (c)is

� b+ c = ig
2
CA�

4�n

Z
dnk

(2�)4

 

�ij �
(q � k)i(q � k)j

(q � k)2

!  

�ij �
kikj

k
2

!

�
k2
0
+ 1

2
[k

2
+ (q � k)2]

q2(k+ i")2(q� k+ i")2
: (2.8)

Afterintegrating overk0 and ’ and using (2.5)and (2.6)thisbecom es

� b+ c = CA

g2

4�2

 

�

Q

!
4�n Z 1

0

dxx
n�4

Z x+ 1

jx�1j

dy
x4 + y4 + 6x2y2 � 2x2 � 2y2 + 1

16x2y2

�

"

y
3x2 + y2

x2 � y2
� (x� �)+ x

3y2 + x2

y2 � x2
� (y� �)

#

: (2.9)

AddingtheCoulom bself-energyandvacuum -polarizationcontributionsofEqs.(2.7)

and (2.9)gives

� = CA
g2

4�2

 

�

Q

!
4�n Z 1

0

dxx
n�4

Z x+ 1

jx�1j

dy

"

7x4 + y4 � 2x2 � 2y2 + 1

4x2(x2 � y2)
y� (x� �)

+
7y4 + x4 � 2y2 � 2x2 + 1

4y2(y2 � x2)
x� (y� �)

#

; (2.10)

Notethattheapparentpoleatx = ycancelsbetween thetwoterm sin theintegrand.

Doing theintegralswe� nd theresultfortheunrenorm alized one-loop correction to

thestaticpotential,

� (Q;�;� )= CA
g2

4�2

"

11

6
ln

2�

Q(2�+ 1)
+
11

6

1

4� n
+
4

3
�
2 + C

+
(2�� 1)(4�3 + 2�2 � 5�+ 3)

12�
ln

2�+ 1

j2�� 1j

#

; (2.11)
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

Figure 2:O ne-loop diagram scontributing to thestaticpotentialin Feynm an gauge.The

thick lines represent static quark propagators,the curly lines gluon propagators and the

dotted linesghostpropagators.Forclarity the verticeshave been m arked with dots.

where � = � =Q and C isa renorm alization-schem e-dependentconstant.Thisisthe

m ain resultofourcalculation. Before analysing itin m ore detailwe check thatwe

get the sam e result ifwe do the calculation in Feynm an gauge. This willat the

sam etim econstitutea non-trivialveri� cation ofthegaugeinvarianceofthePGCD

i" prescription.

2.2 Feynm an gauge

The diagram s which contribute to the static potentialin Feynm an gauge at one-

loop orderare shown in Fig.2. In addition to the gluon propagatorcorrectionsof

Fig.2(a-c)there isalso thevertex correction ofFig.2(d),which hasa non-Abelian

contribution thatdoesnotcancelagainstthe quark wave-function renorm alization,

aswellasthe crossed box diagram ofFig.2(e),which hasa non-Abelian partthat

isnotpartofthe iteration ofthe one-gluon exchange. In a generalcovariantgauge

a diagram with a three-gluon vertex also contributes,but it vanishes in Feynm an

gauge.Form oredetailson thediagram sthatcontributein Feynm an gaugeand how

theiteration oftheone-gluon exchangeworkswereferto Fischler[13].

Note that we have included the diagram with a four-gluon-vertex shown in

Fig.2(c). In dim ensionalregularization this diagram does not contribute to the

logarithm ic UV-divergence,only to a quadratic divergence which norm ally cancels

againstthe othertwo gluon propagatorcorrections. However,since we are m odify-

ing thei"prescription thesecancellationsareno longerguaranteed and thereforewe

includealldiagram s.

W e again use dim ensionalregularization and calculate the integrandsofalldi-

agram sin 4 dim ensionssince we arenotinterested in constantcontributionsto the

� nalexpression.Theresultafterperform ing thenum eratorand colouralgebra is

� =
ig2

2q2
CA�

4�n

Z
dnk

(2�)4

"

k2 + (k+ q)2 + 4q2 + 10k2
0

(k+ i")2(k+ q+ i")2
�

2k2
0

(k+ i")2(k+ q+ i")2

�
6

(k+ i")2
�

2q2

(k0 + i")2(k+ i")2
+

q4

(k0 + i")2(k+ i")2(k+ q+ i")2

#

;(2.12)
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where each term correspondsto a speci� c diagram in Fig.2.The1=(k0 + i")factor

in the vertex correction and box diagram scom esfrom the static quark propagator

and is not to be confused with the PGCD prescription (1.1). Doing the integrals

overk0 and ’ and m aking the variable substitutionsx = jkj=Q and y = jk + qj=Q

weareleftwith

� = CA
g2

4�2

 

�

Q

!
4�n Z

1

0

dxx
n�4

Z
x+ 1

jx�1j

dy

"

6x4 + 2x2y2 � 3x2 � y2 + 1

4x2(x2 � y2)
y� (x� �)

+
6y4 + 2y2x2 � 3y2 � x2 + 1

4y2(y2 � x2)
x� (y� �)

#

(2.13)

Even thoughtheintegrand isdi� erentfrom theoneofEq.(2.10)obtainedinCoulom b

gauge,the � nalresultafterthe integralsare done only di� ersfrom Eq.(2.11)by a

renorm alization-schem e-dependent constant. There is thus fullagreem ent between

thetwo calculations.

3.D iscussion ofresult

Ourrenorm alized resultforthe one-loop contribution to the static potentialusing

thePGCD i" prescription is

�̂ (Q;Q0;� )= CA
�V (Q

2

0
)

�

"

11

6
ln
2� + Q0

2� + Q
+
4

3

�2

Q 2
+ C

+
2� � Q

12�

 

4
�3

Q 3
+ 2

�2

Q 2
� 5

�

Q
+ 3

!

ln
2� + Q

j2� � Qj

#

; (3.1)

which isobtained from Eq.(2.11)by m aking a subtraction atQ = Q 0.Theconstant

C isthusdeterm ined by thecondition �̂ (Q0;Q 0;� )= 0.

A basic controlofthe validity ofEq.(3.1)is thatit agrees with the standard

PQCD resultin theQ ! 1 lim it.For� =Q ! 0 weget

�̂ (Q;Q0;� )
�
�
�
�=Q ! 0

= CA

�V (Q
2

0
)

�

"

11

6
ln
Q 0

Q
�

�2

3Q 2
+

�2

3Q 2

0

+ O

 

�4

Q 4
�
�4

Q 4

0

! #

:(3.2)

Thustheordinaryasym ptoticfreedom [14,15]resultisretainedwithpower-corrections

�2=Q 2.Returningtothecom pleteexpression (3.1)wealsonotethat�̂ iswellde� ned

forall� niteQ=� ,including Q = 2� .M oreprecisely,̂� iscontinuousatQ = 2� but

thederivative d�̂ =dlnQ hasan (integrable)singularity atthatpoint.

The leading power-correction in Eq.(3.2)scalesas�2=Q 2. By contrast,in the

operator product expansion one expects a �4=Q 4 scaling behaviour (see [16]for a

phenom enologicalcalculation and [17]for a related discussion). In this sense our

result is m ore sim ilar to the gluon propagator in the m anifestly gauge dependent

< A 2

� > gluon condensate [18],which has been argued recently to have a possible
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physicalm eaning [19,20].A �2=Q 2 scaling ofthepower-correctionsto thepotential

in m om entum spacewasalsofound inan infrared renorm alonanalysisbyBeneke[21].

In thiscontextwenotethatitisnotpossibleto m ake directcom parisonsofresults

obtained for large Q with calculations m ade in coordinate space since the Fourier

transform from m om entum space to coordinate space involves an integralover all

m om enta Q.

The sign ofthe power-correction in Eq.(3.2)decreasesthe running ofthe cou-

plingsincethesign of(�2=Q 2

0
� �2=Q 2)isoppositetothatofln(Q 0=Q).An opposite

behaviour,nam elyinfraredsensitiveshort-distancecorrectionswhich leadtoacon� n-

ing potentialwerefound recently [22].Sincethiscalculation wasm adein coordinate

spacetheresultscannotbedirectly com pared asexplained above.W ealsonotethat

the infrared renorm alon analysis cannot predict the sign ofthe power-correction,

only itsscaling [21].To seewhetherthenegativesign ofthepower-correction found

in Eq.(3.2)givesa freezing coupling ora con� ning potentialwe have to study the

sm allQ behaviourofEq.(3.1)sincea possible� xed pointfortheevolution equation

isatQ = 0.

Expanding ourresult(3.1)in thelim itQ=� ! 0 we� nd

�̂ (Q;Q0;� )
�
�
�
Q =�! 0

= CA

�V (Q
2

0
)

�

"

C(Q 0;� )+ 2
�2

Q 2
+ O

 

Q 2

�2

! #

; (3.3)

where C(Q 0;� )isa constant. W e note severalinteresting aspectsofthis. Firstof

allweseethattheonly infrared-sensitiveterm isoftheform �2=Q 2;allotherterm s

are eitherconstantorvanish in the lim itQ=� ! 0.Especially thereisno logarith-

m ic Q-dependence in this lim it,in other words there is no logarithm ic running of

the coupling forsm allQ=� . (Thiscan also easily be seen directly from Eq.(3.1).)

Another interesting property of(3.3)is that the sign ofthe quadratic infrared di-

vergence �2=Q 2 isoppositeto theonefound in Eq.(3.2)and thuscorrespondsto a

linearcon� ning potentialwhen Fourier-transform ed to coordinatespace.

On theotherhand,the�2=Q 2 term signalsa possiblebreakdown ofourexpres-

sion forthestaticpotentialatsm allQ 2.A closeranalysisofitsorigin in theFeynm an

gauge calculation showsthatitarisesin the diagram swith insertionsin the single

gluon propagatorshown in Fig.2(a-c).Powercountingshowsthatthisisalsotruein

a generalcovariantgauge. Since these insertionscan be iterated the corresponding

correctionsshould beresum m ed asa geom etricseries,

V (Q 2)= �4�CF

�V (Q
2

0
)

Q 2

h

1+ �̂ (Q;Q0;� )+ � � �
i

= �4�CF

�V (Q
2

0
)

Q 2

"

1+ ~� (Q;Q0;� )+ 2CA
�V (Q

2

0
)

�

�2

Q 2

+

 

2CA

�V (Q
2

0
)

�

�2

Q 2

!
2

+ � � �

3

5
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= �4�CF

�V (Q
2

0
)

Q 2 � �2

h

1+ ~� (Q;Q0;� )+ � � �
i

(3.4)

where�2 = 2CA�V (Q
2

0
)�2=� isatachyonice� ectivegluon m asssquared,m2g;e� = ��2

and ~� istherem ainderof�̂ aftersubtractingthequadraticallydivergentcontribution

�2=Q 2.Athigherordersin g2 therewillbeothercontributions/ �2=Q 2 which will

m ake the e� ective m ass scale dependent. W e note that according to Chetyrkin,

Narison and Zakharov [17]the phenom enology ofa tachyonic gluon m ass is quite

successfuland suggests�2 � 0:5 GeV 2.M oregenerally,thetachyonic poleindicates

a qualitative change with decreasing Q 2 in the physics described by PGCD.The

im plications ofthisare beyond the scope ofthe present paperand require further

study.

The rem aining one-loop correction ~� can be absorbed into a m odi� ed running

coupling ~�V (Q
2;�2),allowing ourresultto beexpressed as

V (Q 2)= �4�CF

~�V (Q
2;�2)

Q 2 � �2
: (3.5)

Since ~� goesto a constantasQ=� ! 0 them odi� ed coupling ~�V (Q
2;�2)freezesin

the infrared. On the otherhand,atlarge Q=� ,~� agreeswith the standard PQCD

result for �̂ up to power corrections ofO (�2=Q 2). Thus ~�V (Q
2;�2) equals the

ordinary �V (Q
2)forlargeQ=� .

Toseein m oredetailhow ~�V (Q
2;�2)freezesin theinfrared itisusefultoconsider

theone-loop �-function forthiscoupling,

d~�V (Q
2;�2)

dlnQ
= � ~�0(� =Q)

~�2V (Q
2;�2)

�
+ � � � : (3.6)

Taking thederivativeof~� with respectto lnQ we� nd

~�0(� =Q)= CA

"

5

6
� 2

�2

Q 2
+

 

2
�3

Q 3
�
�

Q
+
1

4

Q

�

!

ln
2� + Q

j2� � Qj

#

(3.7)

which is plotted in Fig.3. The � gure shows that the running ofthe coupling has

essentially ceased forQ <
� � .From thisitfollowsthatif�2 issm allcom pared to �2

then thecoupling freezesin theinfrared beforethepoleatQ 2 = �2 isreached.The

� gurealso illustratesthelogarithm icsingularity of~�0 atQ = 2� .

4.Sum m ary and conclusions

W e have explored the freedom to m odify the boundary conditionsofthe perturba-

tive expansion in QCD.M oreprecisely weconsidered a speci� c m odi� cation,called

Perturbative Gluon Condensate Dynam ics or PGCD,where a low-energy \sea" of

gluonsisadded to the asym ptotic statesby m odifying the i" prescription forgluon

10



Λ/Q

β
∼

0

Figure 3: The one-loop coe� cient ~�0(� =Q ) ofthe �-function for the m odi� ed running

coupling ~�V (Q
2
;�2).

(and ghost)propagators.Asaconsequencethegluon degreesoffreedom freezebelow

a scale � ,analogously to the behaviourofferm ionsin a Landau liquid. The gluon

sea willscatterhigh-energy quarks and gluons,preventing them from form ing free

asym ptoticstates.

In orderto investigate thephysicalrelevance ofthePGCD expansion wecalcu-

lated theone-loop correction �̂ to theQCD potentialbetween a staticquark -anti-

quark pair. Forlarge Q 2 we found that �̂ isunchanged up to power-correctionsof

O (�2=Q 2).ThustheshortdistancestructureofPGCD agreeswith standard PQCD.

At sm allQ 2,on the other hand,we found infrared-sensitive contributions to �̂ of

O (�2=Q 2) which after resum m ation give the gluon a tachyonic m ass m 2

g;e� = ��2.

The rem aining part of�̂ is constant in the lim it Q=� ! 0 and gives an e� ective

coupling ~�V (Q
2;�2)which freezesforQ <

� � .

Ourresultm ay besum m arized by theexpression forthestaticpotential

V (Q 2)= �4�CF

~�V (Q
2;�2)

Q 2 � �2
= �4�CF

~�V

Q 2

 

1+
�2

Q 2
+ :::

!

: (4.1)

By com parison we recallthatata � nite quark density,described by m odifying the

i" prescription ofthe quark propagator,Debye screening generatesa positive gluon

m asssquared.In coordinatespacethe�2=Q 2 correction term in (4.1)correspondsto

a linearcon� ning potential. The physicalinterpretation ofourresultsforQ2 <� �2

requiresfurtherstudy.

Our renorm alized one-loop correction (3.1) to the static potentialhas a non-

trivialdependence on � =Q.The factthatwe obtained thesam eresultin two quite

11



di� erentgaugesstrongly suggeststhatthePGCD prescription preservesQCD gauge

invarianceorderby orderin �s.Itwould bedesirableto provethism oregenerally.
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