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The global color symmetry model (GCM) was proposed twenty years ago [1].

As one of the phenomenological models for studying QCD, GCM has been suc-

cessfully applied to the description of strong interaction physics ([2]-[21]). Based

on the solution to the Dyson-Schwinger equation obtained in GCM, recent calcu-

lation shows that, the value of the tensor susceptibility of QCD vacuum is much

smaller than the earlier estimations obtained by QCD sum rules techniques or

from chiral constituent quark model [22]. The various calculations based on this

solution verify this conclusion [23]. The great discrepancy in the tensor suscep-

tibility is not removed until the new solution to the Dyson-Schwinger equation is

found [24]. Later, based on this new solution, the flavor number dependence of

quark condensate and tensor susceptibility of the QCD vacuum is checked [25].

In this work, the two solutions to the Dyson-Schwinger equation will be sum-

marized briefly, and the third solution as well as the corresponding values of

quark condensate and tensor susceptibility for different number of flavors will

be reported.

The GCM partition function for massless quarks in Euclidean space is

ZGCM =

∫

Dq̄DqDAe−SGCM[q̄,q,A], (1)

where the GCM action is

SGCM[q̄, q, A] =

∫

dx[q̄(x)(6∂ − ig 6A)q(x)+

∫

dxdy
1

2
Aa

µ(x)[Dab
µν(x− y)]−1Ab

ν(y).

(2)

Here the gluon 2-point Green’s function with Feynman-like gauge is Dab
µν(x −

y) = δµνδabD(x − y). The important dynamical characteristics of local color

symmetry are included in D(x − y). The phenomenological gluon propagator

is treated as the model input parameter and is adjusted to reproduce the pion

decay constant fπ = 87 MeV.

Applying the standard bosonization procedure, the GCM partition function

in terms of the bilocal field integration can be rewritten as

ZGCM =

∫

DBθ exp
(

−S[Bθ]
)

, (3)
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where the action is

S[Bθ] = −Tr Ln[G−1] +

∫

dxdy
Bθ(x, y)Bθ(y, x)

2g2D(x − y)
(4)

with the quark inverse Green’s function G−1 defined as

G−1(x, y) = 6∂δ(x − y) + ΛθBθ(x, y) . (5)

The quantity Λθ = 1
2KaCbF c arises from Fierz reordering of the current-current

interaction

Λθ
jiΛ

θ
lk = (γµ

λa

2
)jk(γµ

λa

2
)li . (6)

Here the Dirac matrix is Ka = (ID, iγ5,
i√
2
γµ, i√

2
γµγ5), the color matrix is

Cb = (4
3Ic,

i√
3
λa

c ), and the flavor matrices for NF = 2 flavors and NF = 3

flavors are respectively F c
NF =2 = ( 1√

2
IF , 1√

2
~τF ) and F c

NF =3 = ( 1√
3
IF , 1√

2
λa

F ).

The vacuum configurations are obtained by minimizing the bilocal action:

δS[B]
δB

∣

∣

∣

B0

= 0, which gives

Bθ
0(x) = g2D(x)tr[G0(x)Λθ] . (7)

These configurations provide self-energy dressing of the quarks through the defi-

nition Σ(p) ≡ ΛθBθ
0(p) = i 6p[A(p2)−1]+B(p2). The self-energy functions A(p2)

and B(p2) satisfy the Dyson-Schwinger equations

[A(p2) − 1]p2 =
8

3

∫

d4q

(2π)4
g2D

(

(p − q)2
) A(q2)q · p

q2A2(q2) + B2(q2)
, (8)

B(p2) =
16

3

∫

d4q

(2π)4
g2D

(

(p − q)2
) B(q2)

q2A2(q2) + B2(q2)
. (9)

The quark Green’s function at Bθ
0 is given by

G0(x, y) = G0(x − y) =

∫

d4p

(2π)4
−i 6pA(p2) + B(p2)

p2A2(p2) + B2(p2)
eip·(x−y) . (10)

One variation of Eqs. (8) and (9) is

[A(s) − 1]s =
1

3π3

∫ ∞

0

s′ds′
∫ π

0

sin2 χg2D(s, s′)

√
ss′A(s′) cosχ

s′A2(s′) + B2(s′)
dχ ,(11)

B(s) =
2

3π3

∫ ∞

0

s′ds′
∫ π

0

sin2 χg2D(s, s′)
B(s′)

s′A2(s′) + B2(s′)
dχ ,(12)
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where s = p2, and g2D(s, s′) = g2D(s+s′−2
√

ss′ cosχ). With this solution, we

found the value of tensor susceptibility of QCD vacuum is very small [22, 23].

The second variation of Eqs. (8) and (9) is

A(s) ≡ 1 (13)

B(s) =
1

3π2

∫ ∞

0

s′B(s′)

s′ + B2(s′)
g2D(s + s′)ds′ . (14)

With this solution, the great discrepancy in the value of QCD vacuum tensor

susceptibility is removed [24, 25]. In general, Eqs. (8) and (9) have the third

variation

[A(s) − 1]s =
1

12π2

∫ ∞

0

s′ds′
∫ π

0

sin ϕg2D(s, s′)

√
ss′A(s′) cosϕ

s′A2(s′) + B2(s′)
dϕ ,(15)

B(s) =
1

6π2

∫ ∞

0

s′ds′
∫ π

0

sinϕg2D(s, s′)
B(s′)

s′A2(s′) + B2(s′)
dϕ , (16)

where g2D(s, s′) = g2D(s + s′ − 2
√

ss′ cosϕ). As in Ref. [1], the hadron prop-

erties follow from considering deviations from these vacuum configurations. If

only the isoscalar σ(x) and isovector ~π(x) fields are considered, the approximate

local-field effective action can be written as

S[σ, ~π] = −Tr Ln
{

6∂A(x − y) + mδ(4)(x − y) + V [σ, ~π]B(x − y)
}

+
1

2

∫

d4z[σ2(z) + ~π2(z)]

∫

d4wB(w)tr[G(w)] , (17)

where V [σ, ~π] = σ(x+y
2 )+iγ5~π(x+y

2 )·~τ and m is the quark bare mass. Expanding

the spectrum of S[σ, ~π] to second order about its minimum S[1, 0] with σ(x) =

1 + δ(x):

S[1+δ(x), ~π(x)]−S[1, 0] =
1

2
fδ

2

∫

[

(∂µδ)2 + mδ
2δ2

]

d4z+
1

2
fπ

2

∫

[

(∂µ~π)2 + mπ
2~π2

]

d4z+· · · ,

(18)

it is found that

mδ
2 =

NcNf

4π2fδ
2

∫ ∞

0

sds
B2(s)[B2(s) − sA2(s)]

[B2(s) + sA2(s)]2
, (19)

fδ
2 =

NcNf

4π2

∫ ∞

0

sds (B2 − sA2)B2

[

2s[2sA′2 − A(A′ + 2sA′′)] + A2 + 2B(B′ + 2sB′′) − 4sB′2

4(B2 − sA2)(B2 + sA2)2

+
16s(sAA′ + BB′)2 + sA4

4(B2 + sA2)4
− 4s(sA′2 + B′2) + 2sA(A′ + 2sA′′) + A2 + 2B(B′ + 2sB′′)

2(B2 + sA2)3

]

;(20)

4



and

mπ
2 =

mNcNf

4π2fπ
2

∫ ∞

0

sds
B(s)

sA2(s) + B2(s)
, (21)

fπ
2 =

NcNf

16π2

∫ ∞

0

sds
B2

(B2 + sA2)2

[

12s2A′2 + 2sA(A′ + 2sA′′) + 12sB′2

+ 2B(B′ + 2sB′′) − 16s(sAA′ + BB′)2

B2 + sA2
+

A2B2

B2 + sA2
+ 2A2

]

. (22)

Usually, the derivative terms involving A′, A′′ and B′′ in the equations above

are dropped [1, 2]. If all the derivative terms are dropped [23, 24, 25], the

expression for fπ
2 is simplified to

fπ
2 =

NcNf

16π2

∫ ∞

0

sds
A2(s)B2(s)

[B2(s) + sA2(s)]2

[

2 +
B2(s)

B2(s) + sA2(s)

]

. (23)

In this work, we use eq. (23) to fit fπ. The self-energy functions A(s) and

B(s) are determined from Eqs. (15) and (16), the third variation of Eqs. (8) and

(9). The corresponding values of quark condensate and QCD vacuum tensor

susceptibility for two models are calculated and given as below.

The quark condensate is calculated via

〈q̄q〉 = − 3

4π2

∫ ∞

0

sds
B(s)

s + B2(s)
. (24)

Another quantity Πχ(0) to be calculated is defined as

1

12
Πχ(0) ≡ − 3

4π2

∫ ∞

0

sds

[

B(s)

s + B2(s)

]2

, (25)

which relates the quark condensate to the tensor susceptibility χ via the defini-

tion

χ ≡ Πχ(0)

6〈q̄q〉 . (26)

We choose two different gluon propagators as follows. It should be noted that

the ultraviolet behavior of them are different from that in QCD [26, 27]. The

two models are respectively numbered as model 1:

g2D(s) = 3π2 λ2

∆2
e−

s

∆ , (27)

and model 2:

g2D(s) = 4π2d
λ2

s2 + ∆
. (28)
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Here d = 12/(33 − 2Nf). The calculation results for model 1 and model 2 are

respectively given in Table 1 and in Table 2.

Table 1: The numerical results for model 1

NF = 2 NF = 3

∆ λ −〈q̄q〉1/3 Πχ(0)/12 ∆ λ −〈q̄q〉1/3 Πχ(0)/12

[GeV2] [GeV] [MeV] [GeV2] [GeV2] [GeV] [MeV] [GeV2]

0.200 1.380 227 -0.0015 0.200 1.285 197 -0.0010

0.400 1.738 254 -0.0016 0.400 1.648 224 -0.0011

0.600 2.019 274 -0.0017 0.600 1.938 244 -0.0012

Table 2: The numerical results for model 2

NF = 2 NF = 3

∆ λ −〈q̄q〉1/3 Πχ(0)/12 ∆ λ −〈q̄q〉1/3 Πχ(0)/12

[GeV4] [GeV] [MeV] [GeV2] [GeV4] [GeV] [MeV] [GeV2]

10−4 0.551 201 -0.0014 10−4 0.492 170 -0.00092

10−3 0.791 224 -0.0014 10−3 0.712 190 -0.00090

10−2 1.164 255 -0.0014 10−2 1.061 221 -0.00091

10−1 1.776 304 -0.0014 10−1 1.650 268 -0.00098

The results of these calculations show that, compared with the results for

NF = 2 flavors, the values of −〈q̄q〉1/3 and Πχ(0)/12 for NF = 3 flavors are

universally lowered. For NF = 2 flavors, compared with the results obtained

from Eqs. (13) and (14), the values of −〈q̄q〉1/3 are roughly invariant, while the

values of Πχ(0)/12 are only about 1
4 to 1

5 of those obtained in Refs. [24, 25]. It

should be noted that, the values of −〈q̄q〉1/3 as well as Πχ(0)/12 are similar to

those [23] obtained from Eqs. (11) and (12).

This work and those previously finished summarize the three solutions to

the Dyson-Schwinger equation in the global color symmetry model and the
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corresponding results for the quark condensate and the tensor susceptibility of

QCD vacuum. The physically acceptable solution is only one of them. This

work again suggests that, the measurements of the quark condensate and the

tensor susceptibility of QCD vacuum are necessary and meaningful.
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