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Perturbative ["Iberpriifung der Wirkungs- und
Energie-Gittersummenregeln

Zusammenfassung

Gittersummenregeln werden mittels Storungstheorie auf dem Gitter iiberpriift.
Die Wirkungssummenregel liefert eine Beziehung zwischen dem Quark-Anti-
quark-Potential, dessen logarithmischer Ableitung nach dem Abstand und dem
Erwartungswert der Wirkung; die Energiesummenregel driickt das Potential als
Summe der Energie in den Gluonenfeldern und eines anomalen Terms aus. Zwei
verschiedene unabhingige Berechnungen des Quark-Antiquark-Potentials wer-
den vorgestellt, und die Transversalitat der gluonischen Vakuumpolarisation
auf dem Gitter wird bewiesen. Der wesentliche Teil der Wirkungssummen-
regel ist eine Identitat, deren explizite Ijberpriifung Methoden und Ergebnisse
zur Verfiigung stellt, die bei der Behandlung der Energiesummenregel niitzlich
werden. Zusatzlich wird die Eichinvarianz des Erwartungswertes des Wilson-
Loops bis zur nachstfihrenden Ordnung bewiesen. Die Moglichkeit, den Er-
wartungswert der Wirkung auf den Erwartungswert der Summe der Plaketten
zu einer festen Zeit einzuschranken, wird diskutiert. Die Energiesummenregel
wird storungstheoretisch bis zur nichstfiihrenden Ordnung tberprift, und es
wird gezeigt, dass sie mit guter numerischer Genauigkeit erfillt ist. Die einzel-
nen Beitrage zum Quark-Antiquark-Potential werden analysiert, und die Ein-
schrankung des Erwartungswertes der Summe iiber alle raumlichen Plaketten
(die Energie in den magnetischen Feldern) auf den Erwartungswert der Summe
der raumlichen Plaketten zu einer festen Zeit wird untersucht.

Perturbative Check of the Action and Energy Lattice Sum Rules
Abstract

Lattice sum rules are checked using lattice perturbation theory. The action
sum rule gives a relation between the quark-antiquark potential, its logarithmic
derivative with respect to distance and the expectation value of the action;
the energy sum rule expresses the potential as the sum of the energy in the
gluon fields and of an anomalous term. Two different independent calculations
of the quark-antiquark potential are presented, and the transversality of the
gluonic vacuum polarization on the lattice is proven. The crucial part of the
action sum rule is an identity whose explicit check using perturbation theory
provides methods and results which are useful for checking the energy sum
rule. Additionally, the gauge invariance of the expectation value of the Wilson
loop up to next-to-leading order is proven. The possibility of restricting the
expectation value of the action to one fixed time slice is discussed. The energy
sum rule is checked perturbatively up to next-to-leading order and shown to
be satisfied with good numerical accuracy. The various contributions to the
quark-antiquark potential are analyzed, and the restriction of the expectation
value of the sum over all spatial plaquettes (the energy in the magnetic fields)
to one fixed time slice is examined.






There are very beautiful and elegant ways of getting these things
these days; but suppose that you were inventing it, what would you
do to find [it]? You fiddle around. All the elegant stuff is found
later; the way to learn is not to learn elegant things, it’s to fiddle
around blind and stupid. Later you see how it works; polish it up;
remove the scaffolding and publish the result for other students to
be amazed at your ingenuity.

Richard Feynman






Contents

1 Introduction
1.1  Quantum Chromodynamics .
1.2 Lattice Gauge Theory . . . .

1.3 Sum Rules for the Quark-Antiquark-Potential . . . . . . .. . ..
1.3.1 The Wilson Loop and Wilson’s Action . . . . . ... ...

1.3.2 Action Sum Rule . . .
1.3.3 Energy Sum Rule. . .
1.4 Problems with the Sum Rules

2.1 The running coupling constant

The Quark-Antiquark Potential

2.2 Weak coupling expansion on the lattice . . .. .. ... ... ..

2.2.1 Leading order . . . . .
2.2.2  Next-to-leading order

2.2.3 Transversality of the gluonic vacuum polarization . . . . .

3 Action Sum Rule
3.1 Preliminaries . .. ... ...
3.2 Perturbative check . . . . ..
3.2.1 Leading order . . . . .
3.2.2 Next-to-leading order

3.3 Gauge invariance of the Wilson Loop . . . . . . . ... .. .. ..
3.4 Restriction to a fixed time slice . . . . ... ... ... ......

3.4.1 Leading order . . . . .
3.4.2 Next-to-leading order

4 Energy Sum Rule
4.1 Preliminaries . .. ... ...
4.2 Perturbative check . . . . ..
4.2.1 Leading order . . . . .
4.2.2 Next-to-leading order
4.3 Contributions to the potential

4.4 Restriction to a fixed timeslice . . . . . . . . . ... ... ....

4.4.1 Leading order . . . . .
4.4.2 Next-to-leading order

5 Summary

11
11
14
17
18
24

27
27
28
28
31
43
46
46
48

71
72
73
73
75
84
87
88
88

97



General SU(N) formulas

Al Basics . . . ..o
A2 Traces . . . . o o o
A3 Sums. . . ...

Sums along the Wilson Loop
B.1 Unrestricted sums . . . . . . . . . . e e e
B.2 Restricted sums . . . . . . . . . ..

C Some common integrals

Fourier transform of the potential

101
101
101
102

103
103
104

105

109



Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Quantum Chromodynamics

Only 40 years ago, protons and neutrons were still assumed to be elementary
particles. But already in the fifties of the 20th century, more and more new
so-called ”elementary” particles had been found at high energy colliders (see,
for example, [1]); eventually dozens were known, most of them with very short
life times.

The turning point came 1964 with the invention of the quark model [2,
3], which postulates that all of these particles (nowadays known as hadrons)
are composed of sub-particles, the quarks. With this model, the variety of
hadrons could be sorted in a systematic way: the particles with integer spin,
the mesons, consist of a quark-antiquark-pair, the particles with half-integer
spin, the baryons, are bound states of three quarks or three antiquarks. Today
hundreds of hadrons are known, and most of them fit well into the quark model.
The few exceptions can be attributed to so-called glueballs and other exotic
states.

Early experimental support came from high-energy scattering experiments,
which showed that there are sub-particles, called partons, in the proton [4]. The
scale invariance which was observed in these experiments was well explained by
the quark model [5]. Based on these and many other experimental results,
nowadays the quark model is universally accepted; a good introduction can be
found in [6], for instance.

The theoretical description of the quarks and their interactions is provided
by Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) [7, 8]. In this quantum field theory, the
quarks are described by Dirac spinors with an additional degree of freedom
called color; they are coupled to SU(3) gauge fields. The quantization of the
bosonic gauge fields leads to the eight spin-one particles called gluons which
mediate the interactions of the quarks. A prediction of QCD is the existence
of bound states from these gluon fields, the already above mentioned glueballs.
An early theoretical review of QCD can be found in [9]; for a review of the
experimental support see, for instance, [10] and [11].

A large problem remains, however: no free quarks or gluons ever have been
observed, despite all efforts taken in the years following the invention of the
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quark model [12]. The standard explanation for this is that quarks and gluons
can only exist in bound states; this phenomenon is called confinement.

It can be explained if one assumes that the force between the quark-anti-
quark pair does not decrease with increasing distance as in electrodynamics,
but instead stays constant—a flux tube or string of gluons forms between the
quarks. Therefore, if the distance is increased, a point will be reached at which
the gluon string contains enough energy for the generation of a new quark-
antiquark pair out of the vacuum, breaking the string. Hence instead of sepa-
rating the original quark-antiquark-pair, one has produced two new pairs (this
effect is called screening of the color charge). Recent Monte Carlo simulations
on the lattice (see below) confirm this picture [13].

1.2 Lattice Gauge Theory

The most commonly used method in Quantum Field Theory is perturbation
theory. But for many important problems, unfortunately including quark con-
finement, perturbative expansions fail: In QCD, the coupling constant is small
at high energies, corresponding to small separations of the quarks (this is known
as asymptotic freedom and is based on the non-abelian nature of the gauge
group), but large at the low energies and relatively large distances occuring in
hadronic bound states. Therefore many non-perturbative methods have been
developed in the past decades in order to treat confinement.

Most promising is the formulation of QCD on a space-time lattice: space
and time are discretized, so that the number of degrees of freedom is reduced
drastically. Usually one works in euclidean space-time. If additionally one only
looks at a finite volume and a finite time interval, there is only a finite number
of degrees of freedom left, and the generating functional for this discretized
version of QCD can in principle be calculated on a computer. In the limit of
infinitely small lattice spacing, the results one obtains should reduce to the
continuum results.

Lattice formulations of QCD where first suggested 1974 by Wilson [14],
Kogut and Susskind [15]. In the three decades since these proposals, lattice
gauge theory has become a branch of particle physics in its own right. Addi-
tionally, it is closely connected to statistical mechanics and therefore of interest
not only to particle physicist, but also to physicists working on solid state
physics and other many-particle problems. Today, there are lots of encouraging
results from lattice calculations, including the quark-antiquark potential, the
string tension, hadron masses, the QCD phase transition from the hadronic
bound states to a quark-gluon plasma and so on. An introduction to all of
these concepts and a summary of the results can be found in [16], for example.

But one still has to use a very large number of degrees of freedom in order to
get a reasonable approximation to continuum, infinite volume QCD. Because of
this, very high-dimensional integrals have to be computed. For example, if one
uses a lattice with an extension of only 10 in each of the four directions and for
simplicity considers only the gauge fields, there are already 320.000 degrees of
freedom (10*- 4 (polarization) - 8 (color)). Hence a 320.000-dimensional integral
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has to be performed. Using only 10 points in every direction in this 320.000-
dimensional space in order to evaluate this integral numerically, one would have
to compute and add 10320990 terms!

Obviously this is not feasible; hence the numerical integrals are usually done
by Monte Carlo methods. Most gauge field configurations have a large action
and thus only contribute very little to the generating functional. Therefore the
functional integral can be approximated by generating a sequence of gauge field
configurations with a probability distribution given by the Boltzmann factor;
this technique is called importance sampling. Then the expectation values of
operators can be approximated by their ensemble average over these represen-
tative configurations.

Simulating the gauge fields is relatively simple; the quarks pose bigger
problems—for example, fermion doubling [17] and the sign of the fermionic
determinant. Therefore one often works in the so-called quenched approxima-
tion: one neglects the effects of dynamical quarks. Obviously the screening
and the string breaking due to the creation of quark-antiquark pairs can not
be observed in such simulations, but they still can give valuable results on the
short distance behaviour of bound states.

For a description of the commonly used Monte Carlo algorithms and a review
of the most important results, see e. g. [16].

1.3 Sum Rules for the Quark-Antiquark-Potential

Although the lattice results reproduce the expected behaviour of the quark-
antiquark potential, including the confinement, quite nicely and give good esti-
mates for the string tension, an analytic description would be preferable instead
of these solely numerical results. In order to gain some insight into the quark-
antiquark potential and the corresponding energy densities of the gluon fields,
in 1987 C. Michael invented lattice sum rules [21]. These connect the quark-
antiquark potential with the expectation values of the energy in the gluon fields;
even a separation of the electric and magnetic contributions is possible.

However, Michael’s derivation was partly incorrect (see below); this was
pointed out by Dosch, Nachtmann and Rueter in 1995 [22]. Shortly afterwards
H. J. Rothe published a corrected version [23], and when Michael extended
his sum rules in 1996 [25], he took this correction into account. Additionally,
Rothe discovered that the trace anomaly of the energy momentum tensor gives
an important contribution to the quark-antiquark potential [24].

The main goal of this dissertation is a perturbative check of these sum rules.
In the following subsections, their derivations will be presented, based on [23],
[24] and [16]; then I will outline the problems with the sum rules which will be
investigated using perturbation theory and give an overview of my approach to
solve these problems. Some results will be presented for a general gauge group
G, but in most cases I will restrict myself to the commonly used group SU(N).
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1.3.1 The Wilson Loop and Wilson’s Action

The starting point for the derivation of both sum rules is the standard formula
for the quark-antiquark potential V:

V(R) = — lim ~In< W(RT) > . (1.1)

T—oo T

The Wilson loop W (R,T) is the path ordered product of the link variables U,
along a closed rectangle C' with spatial and temporal size R and T, respectively:

W(R,T) = ﬁﬁg U,. (1.2)

The link variables U; are elements of the gauge group, and d(R) is the dimension
of the representation R of the group in which the sources of the gauge field are.
Usually the fundamental representation F' is used; then d(R) = d(F) = N for
the group SU(N).

Wilson introduced this loop in 1974 as an order parameter for Quantum
Chromodynamics [14]; a similar structure was already used in 1971 by F. J.
Wegner for the Ising model [18]. The derivation of the formula (1.1) which
connects the quark-antiquark-potential to the expectation value of the Wilson
loop can be found in [19] and in the review article [20], for example.

The potential and the size parameters of the Wilson loop are measured in
lattice spacings a:

. R
R = =
a
7 - T
a
.

- a. (1.3)

The expectation value in (1.1) is calculated with Wilson’s action (the sum over
all plaquettes) in the quenched approximation (no dynamical fermions):

$=8 Y (1= gz B0l + U =P (1)

1,V

with the lattice coupling constant

B="= (1.5)
90
and the plaquette variables
U (n) = Up(n)Uy (n + @)U (n + 2)UJ (n), (1.6)

where [i resp. ¥ are unit vectors pointing in the corresponding direction. The
sum in the action runs over all lattice sites n and all possible orientations of
the plaquettes.
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1.3.2 Action Sum Rule

Taking the derivative of (1.1) with respect to the logarithm of the coupling
constant, one arrives at:

oV .oV 1
~ = P—= = Ahm — < S >qq_0, (17)
dlnp 08 T—ooT
where for a general operator O, the expectation value in the quark-antiquark
state with respect to the vacuum state is defined as
< OW >
<O >g0=——7——<0>. 1.8
q7—0 <W > (1.8)
Now the scaling behaviour (1.3) of the potential can be used. In the continuum
limit ¢ — 0, the physical potential V' obviously should be independent of the
lattice spacing. This gives:

di; (@) = for a — 0. (1.9)

Carrying out the differentation, using the scaling behaviour of R, the definition
(1.5) and introducing the lattice beta function

990
= —a— 1.1
BL(QU) a da ) ( 0)
one arrives at .
281, 0V . OV
ﬁﬁ - =V+R—. (1.11)
go 0p OR
Using this in (1.7), the result is:
OV 2 1
V+R— _ 2hr lim — <S5 >4 0. (1.12)
OR go T—ooT

This is essentially the action sum rule for the quark-antiquark potential which
was derived by H. J. Rothe in 1995 [23].

As already pointed out, Michael derived this sum rule first (in 1987, [21]),
but instead of (1.11), he used a wrong scaling behaviour for the potential, and
therefore in his final formula, the logarithmic derivative of the potential with
respect to R was missing. For a confining potential, V = oR, this is crucial:
using the correct sum rule, the left hand side gives 2V, whereas Michael’s wrong
sum rule only had V and therefore was wrong by a factor of 2.

On the other hand, in his 1987 paper, Michael claimed that the expectation
value < S >45_0 on the right hand side can be further simplified in the limit
T = oo (for a more detailed derivation, using transfer matrix methods, see
[29]): plaquettes on different time slices should give the same contribution to
the expectation value, so that

< 8 >-0— T < L(t) >y5-0, (1.13)
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where L(t) is the sum over all plaquettes at a fized time slice ¢:
n 1 R ~
L(t) = 57;”:” (1 - g T .0) + U, . t))) . (1.14)

Obviously this is the Lagrangian at time £.
Therefore the action sum rule becomes:

OV 2
V+R8V—ﬁli

— = m < L(t) >¢5-0 - 1.15
R~ g0 i < Zar (115)
Rothe noticed 1995 [24] that this can be rewritten using the trace anomaly
of the energy momentum tensor. This was motivated by Ji’s observation that
this trace anomaly contributes 1/4 of the hadron masses [26]. Already in 1977
it had been shown by Collins, Dunkan and Joglekar [27] that the trace of the
energy momentum tensor in the continuum formulation of SU(N) gauge theory
is given by
2
29 " 9

in the quenched approximation, where £ is the Lagrangian density, which is
exactly the combination appearing in the formula above. In 1992, Caracciolo,
Menotti and Pelisetto showed that this is also true in lattice perturbation theory
[28]. Using this one finally gets for the action sum rule:

s

vV + Rﬁ = lim Y < Tpu(Z,t) >q5-0 - (1.17)

T =
=00 7,

1.3.3 Energy Sum Rule

In order to derive the energy sum rule, one has to use an anisotropic lattice
with lattice spacing a; in the temporal direction. The anisotropy parameter is
defined as

€= a/a.
Then the action has to be rewritten:
_ A 1 . f
s = B nzjk (1 s T Useln) + U]k(n))>
N 1
Y (1 - i T U () + Uy () + Uy ) + U;fj(n)))
n,j
=: Bsps + Btpta (1.18)

where one has to use different coupling constants for the spatial and the tem-
poral plaquettes.

In the continuum limit, the expectation value of the Wilson loop should
be independent of the asymmetry, as long as the extension in the temporal
direction is the same:

< W(R,T) >e1=< W (R, T) >¢ for a — 0,
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and accordingly

with )
V(Ra Bs(g),,ét(g)) = — lim ~In < W(R? fj—') >

It follows that in the continuum limit
a
dg

should be satisfied. Carrying out the differentation and then returning to the
isotropic lattice by setting ¢ = 1, one arrives at:

€V (R, Bs(€), Bu(€))] = 0 (1.19)

NP .1 [0B 0Bs
V(R,B) == lim = |5+ <Pt >qq-0 +— < Ps >qq— 1.20
( ﬁ) Fosoo T 85 t <~qq—0 85 s ~qq—0 - ( )
With the abbreviations
1 aBt 8/85
= | — &+ 1.21
wey =] 121)
é=1
this can be rewritten as
o 1
V(R,,B) = Thm — [77_ < =Py + Py >qq-0 — N+ < P+ Ps >qq_0] .
—00
In [42], Karsch had shown that
1261(g0) 4
== 1.22
N+ i ¢ B ( )

by requiring that the string tension calculated from space-time-like Wilson loops
should be identical to the one calculated from purely spatial ones. Hence the
potential becomes:

A 1 12 -
T—o0 4 go

where obviously the second term contains the expectation value of the action:

oo A 1 12
V(R,p) = lim — {77— < =Py +Ps >qq-0 +—M <S8 >qq_0} | (1.23)
T—o00 4 go

This is essentially the energy sum rule which Rothe derived in [23]. Using the
relation between the action and the trace of the energy momentum tensor, it
can be rewritten as

)

PN 1 1
V(Ra B) = lim {T/% < _Pt +Ps >q1770 +Z Z < Tﬂﬂ(f, t) >q‘770J .
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On the other hand, Karsch [42] showed that in the continuum limit (go — 0):

n- — B,

and if one again assumes that the expectation value for plaquettes on different
time slices is identical for large T', one can rewrite the first expectation value:

1
lim = < =P+ Ps >gq—0= lim < —Pj(t) + Pi(t) >¢5—0.
T—00 T—o0
where ngt(t) is the sum over all spatial respectively temporal plaquettes on the

fized time slice t. Therefore in the continuum limit, the first term on the right
hand side of (1.23) reduces to:

1
lim n_—= < =Py + Ps >4q— 0—>aZa = lim < —E*(Z) + B%(& Z) >qq-0,

T—00 T Z T—>oo
(1.24)
which is just the euclidean version of the energy in the gluon fields. Hence the
energy sum rule tells us that the potential energy of the quark-antiquark pair
is given by:

1
energy in the gluon fields + Ztrace anomaly of the energy momentum tensor.

An especially interesting case to look at is a purely confining potential:

A~ A

V(R) = oR.

From the action sum rule, one can deduce that

OV .
lim Y < Ty (& t) >gq-0=V + R— =2V

hence the energy sum rule gives:

1~ ) 1

“V=—1lmn_—= < -P+Ps >45-0 -
T—o00 T

Therefore for a confining potential, the contributions from the energy in the

gluon fields and from the trace anomaly of the energy-momentum-tensor have

the same magnitude: both account for exactly one half of the total potential

energy.

1.4 Problems with the Sum Rules

The main goal of this work is to check the lattice sum rules. This is necessary
because of several reasons: first, neither for the argument leading to the restric-
tion to one fixed time slice, nor for the scaling arguments on the anisotropic
lattice, it is known if they are justified. Hence their validity should be checked.

But beyond these validity doubts, there are also other reasons to take a
closer look at the sum rules. Because of the opposite signs of the magnetic
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and electric field energies in the euclidean formulation, cancellations between
these two contributions can occur when their expectation values are calculated
in Monte Carlo simulations. These cancellations are a possible source of errors;
a more thorough investigation of what happens there exactly should be helpful.
Additionally, it would be interesting to see how do the contributions of the trace
anomaly of the energy-momentum tensor look like.

There are in principle two ways to check the sum rules and to examine
these interesting details. On the one hand, one could perform Monte Carlo
simulations. Using these, one could investigate the physically interesting region
where the coupling constant is large. But there are some drawbacks, too: much
computer power and time is needed for these simulations, and the results are
not very enlightening in general; numerical results do not tell as much about
the underlying physics than analytical calculations.

Because of these reasons, in this work lattice perturbation theory is used to
study the sum rules. Obviously this is only possible for weak coupling, hence
the physically interesting and relevant region is missed. But this is countered
by the fact that much less computer power and time is needed (only some
low-dimensional numerical integrals in momentum space have to be done). Ad-
ditionally, one gets analytical results, which are expected to shed some light on
the problems mentioned above.

The Feynman rules for lattice perturbation theory are well-known and can
be taken, for example, from [16]; there the necessary weak coupling expansion
of the action is also explained in detail. The consistency of these perturbative
calculations, a general power counting theorem, and considerations about the
continuum limit can be found in [38]. The last necessary ingredient for the
check of the sum rules in the weak coupling approximation is an expression for
the potential up to next-to-leading order, which is provided in [39].

The outline of the check is as follows: first, I will explain how one obtains a
weak coupling expansion of the quark-antiquark potential in lattice perturba-
tion theory; I will outline an approach by Kovacs to this problem [30] as well as
the methods used by Heller and Karsch, already mentioned above [39]. In the
same chapter, I will prove additionally the transversality of the gluonic vacuum
polarization, which appears in the calculation of the potential.

Then I will turn to the check of the action sum rule. In principle the validity
of this sum rule is clear - after all, it is more or less an identity. Nevertheless,
it seemed to be an easier task to check it rather than the energy sum rule,
and it provides an opportunity to demonstrate some of the necessary methods.
Additionally, it will turn out that this sum rule is closely connected with the
gauge invariance of the Wilson loop—only some small additional calculations
will be needed to check this gauge invariance, too. And there is one part of the
action sum rule for which a check is really needed: the validity of the restriction
to one time slice, which was already mentioned above, is not clear at all even
for the action sum rule.

Finally the energy sum rule also has to be checked. Many results of the check
of the action sum rule will become useful there (a further reason to check that
sum rule first), hence this check will be easier than the check of the action sum
rule, although it looks more complicated at first sight. After the check, T will
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explain how one can derive results about the sizes of the various contributions to
the potential (electric, magnetic, anomal) from my calculations and the energy
sum rule. I will close that chapter again with a section on the restriction to one
time slice.

The last chapter contains a summary and the conclusions. In the appendix,
useful formulas are summarized, and some basic calculations are presented. A
detailed account of the Fourier transformation needed in chapter 2 for calculat-
ing the potential can also be found there.



Chapter 2

The Quark-Antiquark
Potential

In this chapter, I will line out how one can calculate the static quark-antiquark
potential on the lattice, which is needed in order to check the sum rules. First I
will give a general derivation, based on the running of the coupling constant and
renormalization group arguments (for more details, see [30]), then I will discuss
how one can derive these results directly by a perturbative lattice calculation.
Additionally, I will prove that the gluonic vacuum polarization is transversal in
leading order of the lattice perturbation theory.

2.1 The running coupling constant

In leading order, the quark-antiquark potential is given by:

V(R) = 2 cy(p), (2.1)

where ¢ is the coupling constant of the strong interaction and Cy(F') the
quadratic Casimir operator of fundamental representation F'; for SU(N):

N2 -1
Co(F) = —55—

If one takes into account that the coupling constant depends also on the
distance between the quark and the anti-quark ("running coupling constant”),
then the formula above needs corrections:

2 2

9-(R) 9 4
- Co(F) = ———=C%(F) + O(g"). 2.3
0y (F) = — L= 0o(F) + 0(g") (23)
There are various methods to calculate these corrections. In [35], they were
determined in momentum space, using dimensional regularization and the M S
renormalization scheme (modified minimial subtraction: not only the pole in €
is subtracted, but also terms of In4x). The result is:

(2.2)

V(R) =

Vi) - — st o) oy

2 31
1+ g5 (1*)Bo <ln Zq -7+ 5)] : (2.4)

11



12 CHAPTER 2. THE QUARK-ANTIQUARK POTENTIAL

Here the Feynman gauge (gauge parameter & = 1) and the quenched approx-
imation (number of dynamic fermions ny = 0) was used. g¢,7¢ is the coupling
constant defined in the M S scheme, i a mass parameter which has to be intro-
duced during renormalization, v = 0.577216 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant
and By the first coefficient in the expansion of the beta function:

1105(G)

Bo = BT (2.5)

where C2(G) = N is the quadratic Casimir operator of SU(N) in the adjoint
representation.

From this one can get an expression for the potential which should result
from lattice calculations by using the relation between ¢,7¢ and the coupling
constant go(a) appearing in perturbative calculations on the lattice. This is
done in two steps; first the following relation can be used:

Ala,ns, N
gars (1) = Grrom (1?) |1 - %Q%JOM(:‘F) +0(g")|,

where gprs and gaprons are the coupling constants defined in the M S and
MOM (momentum-space subtraction) renormalization scheme, respectively.
A(a,nyg, N) was determined in [31] for various values of the gauge parameter «
and numbers of dynamical fermions ny; the value A(1,0, N) which is relevant
here is given by:

Co(@) / 11 11 23 1
A(1,0,N) = ——= | —— — Indn+ —+ =1
(1,0, N) 2%(67+6nw+6+36>
with
i 1
I= —2/L ~ 2.3439072.
J 22—z +1
But here ¢;7¢ is needed; for this one obtains:
A(1,0,N)
Gars (1) = gironr (1?) [1 - TQ%/[OM(MQ) +O(94)] (2.6)
with
_ 1105 (G) @(G)( 11 23 1 )
A(1,0,N) = A(1,0,N)———= Indn = —— —+=I). (2
(1,0,N) = A(1,0,N) - =2 tndr = 22 (g4 =4 7). (27

The second step is to connect garonr(p?) with go(a) in the continuum limit
a— 0 [32, 33]:

grrom(w?) = g5(a) |1+ g5(a) (50 lnaj—; + R(N)> + 0(94)] ; (2.8)
with
RIN) = Cy(G) {48;2 (23 —2Imr 4 %I) +2p} _ SLN
_ (@) {48;2 (23 927+ %I) +op— é] + icg(F), (2.9)
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where [ is defined as above and P = (0.0849780.
Putting everything together, the result for the potential in momentum space
is:

2a
V(@) = —9052)02(1?)
71'2 A
1t @ [50 <lnﬁ_7+%>—f““’47w+mmﬂ.

In order to get the potential in coordinate space, one has to do a Fourier trans-
formation (for details, see appendix D):

2
_90(“)
viR) = -L8cyr)
’R? 31 A(1,0,N)
1+ g2 InZ — | - — N |
+ g5(a) [Bg(ﬂ = +’y+33> p= + R(N)||;
hence the potential, measured in lattice spacings, is:
2
OB g0(a)
V(R) = —=—=Cy%F 2.10
R (2:10)
~\ A(1,0,N
|1+ gd(a) lZﬁg In (7re7/2+31/66R) — % + R(N)H .
iy

Inserting the explicit expressions for A(1,0, N) and R(N) given above, one
finally arrives at:

S _go(a)
V(R) = 47rR02(F) (2.11)

: [1 + 95 (a) {250 In (7 H31/00 BT P/I=3T 1L ) %CQ(F)H

9609 0 {1 +g2(a) [%@(G) In (7.501R) + icz(F)H

4R
or
2
vy . d0(a) 2 Co (F)/860
V(R) = —TIECo(F) [1+ 263 (a) B In (7.501C2 (/3% ) |
2
_ _go(a) 2 3m2(N2—1)/11N?
= — L OF) [1+ 263 (a) o In (7.501e R)]
@@ [ 1426808 (5647R)| SU()

3
- 4R { §[1+29§(a)ﬁoln(82.07f2)] SU(3) (2.12)

Alternatively, one can express these results by using the QCD scale param-
eters A of the different renormalization schemes; the following relations hold
(31, 32, 33]:

A(1,0,N) ~ 26,In Avomr
Avrowmr

R(N) = 2,30 In

2.13
AL (2.13)
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With this, one can write for the potential

N1 ()
V(R) = 47rR02(F)

¥/2+31/66 A _
1 4 2g2(a)fo In <e—MSR>]

Ap,

Q

_ﬂj}) Co(F) {1 +2g5(a)fo In <2.135AAA? Rﬂ : (2.14)

The ratio of the scale parameters is:

Apis %{ 26.45 SU(2) (2.15)

AL 38.45 SU(3)

These expressions for the potential agree with results from Monte Carlo
simulations [30], as well as with a perturbative calculation on the lattice [39].
Additionally, the potential shows the right scaling behaviour, compared with
(1.11).

In some older publications, one can find the following simpler expression for
the potential instead of the one derived above [34]:

- 95 (a)

V(R) = — L Co(F) [1+ 263 (a)Bo In R, (2.16)

the (big) factor 2.135A/{V’; S in the logarithm is missing there completely! There
are two reasons for this:

1. The contribution from the tadpole graph in the gluonic vacuum polar-
ization was left out by these authors; therefore the term proportional to
Cy(F)? is missing. That term contributes a factor 7.529 (SU(2)) or 10.942
(SU(3)), respectively, in the logarithm.

2. For the ultraviolet and infrared cutoffs, they used only rough approxima-
tions, choosing them idential to @ and R, respectively; hence the ratio
of the cutoffs is identical to R in their results. In contrast, the correct
calculation yields an additional factor of 7.501 in the logarithm.

2.2 Weak coupling expansion on the lattice

A weak coupling expansion of the quark-antiquark potential on the lattice was
done first by Heller and Karsch in 1985 [39]. Their methods and results are
summarized in this section for future reference.

As already mentioned in the introduction, the quark-antiquark potential
can be derived from the expectation value of the Wilson loop:

A A 1 A~
V(R,B) = — lim =In< W(RT) >suers (2.17)
T—oo T
with )
W = mTr H U. (path ordered) (2.18)

leC
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The subscript ”subtr” means that in order to get the correct potential from the
formula above, one has to subtract the self energy contributions to the quarks.
This subscript will be omitted in most places in the following.

The rectangular curve C' is chosen to have the corners ngy, ng + Ru, ng +
R,u +T0, ng + TP, where [ and ¥ are the unit vectors in one spatial and the
temporal direction of the lattice, respectively. The link variables are connected
with the vector potential by the following relation:

U = e, (2.19)

Using the Baker-Hausdorf formula repeatedly, one then arrives at the fol-
lowing expression for W:

1 . 1 1.
W = mTI‘eXp t90 ZAZ - 59% Z [AllaAIQ] - Z'ng Z [[AllvAIQ]’Alg]
l

i<l l1<la<ls

1 1
127*90 Z [All’ [Alszlg]] 12290 Z [[All’AZQ]’ Alz] + 0(93) )
(li,l2)<I3 1<l

where A; is given by:
A = Aun) for I = (n,n + [)
A = —Aun—f) for [ = (n,n — f1).

Expanding the exponential and taking the trace, one obtains the perturbative
expansion for the Wilson loop:

W =1-gtw® - ggw® — ggw™ +0(g}) (2.20)
with

2
w? = ﬁ(z@) (2.21)

[
_ 3
w(3) — Gd(F) Tr (zl: Al) (Z Al l;g Al17Al2]> (2'22)

1 ! 1 :
W = ‘m(F)Tr (; Al) T8 (Z [Al“Alz]>

I <l

(Z A Y (AL A, A13]>

l1<la<ls

12d (ZAZ > [Allv[AZQaAlg]])

(l1,l2)<I3

12d (Z Ay Z All?Al2]7Al2])

I <l

1<l

((ZAl> Do Aszb]) : (2.23)
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For doing explicit calculations with these expressions, it is convenient to split
w® up into its parts in the following way:

w® = (44— ,F) (2.24)

Additionally, in order to calculate the expectation value of the Wilson loop,
one needs a perturbative expansion for the action. Expectation values are
calculated in the usual way:

[ DUOe™"

0>=d22Y¢
<@= [DUe=S "’

(2.25)
where S is Wilson’s action (1.4) and the integral runs over all elements U of the
gauge group. Carrying out the Faddeev-Popov gauge fixing and rewriting the
integration measure using the vector potential Aﬁ, one arrives at the following
perturbative expansion (see, for example, [16]):

Serr = SO + 681 4 283 4 252 4 250 4 O(gd). (2.26)

SM gives the three-gluon, S the four-gluon vertex; SFF) comes from the
Fadeev-Popov determinant, and $("€%) from the transformation of the inte-
gration measure. S is the term of order g3, which is quadratic in the gauge
fields:

2 /Z o) A (=p) (ﬁ%u - (1 - l) pupu> Adp).  (2.27)

Here, « is the usual gauge parameter; for all the results summarized below, the
Feynman gauge « = 1 had been used. The subscript BZ denotes the region of
integration: the first Brillouin zone, all components of p run from —7 to +m.
Additionally, the following standard abbreviations were introduced above:

Py = 2sin(p,/2)
4

po= > P (2.28)
n=1

Note also that the sum over the Lorentz indices p and v was explicitly written
out, i. e. the usual sum convention is not used in this work: Repeated indices
only have to be summed if this is explicitly denoted.
Now the expectation value of an operator becomes:
DA O e Seif DA O e 59
0> = ff DAe Seif ffDA eSO (1+0(90))

=1 <0 >0 +0(g), (2.29)

and the free gluon propagator is given by

e (-4)
ﬁ2

< Adp)AB(q) >0 = §'B(2m)'s(p +q) (230)

= 1B2n)to(p + q)ig—; (Feynman gauge).
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The explicit expressions for the other coefficients in the expansion of the
action can also be found partly in [39] (but notice that the action is defined
there with just the opposite sign in comparison to the convention here!); for the
three- and four-gluon vertices, see [36] or [37]. A more modern version, better
suited for calculations, is given in [16].

2.2.1 Leading order

Using the formula (1.1) and the expansion of the Wilson loop outlined above,
one gets in leading order:

. 1
V= gg Ahm = < w(2) >0, subtr; (231)
T—00
with
<w® > (2.32)
— 20 (F) / d4p Sin2(puR/2) Sin2(pVT/2) ]- + ]_
? (2m)* P’ sin?(p,/2)  sin’(py/2) )

BZ

For a detailed derivation of this expression, see appendix B. As mentioned
above, subtr means that the self-energy contributions have to be subtracted. p
and v represent here the spatial respectively temporal direction of the Wilson
loop; these are different, fized indizes and are not summed over. Because of
the symmetry of the lattice, these two indices can be chosen arbitrarily without
changing the result.

In this order, the potential can be calculated exactly. First, perform the
limit 7 — oo. The following relations hold:

1 1 sin?(p, R/2) sin?(p,T/2) _ 0
T—00 sin? (pu/2)
1 sin? 2) sin?(p,1'/2
A].l _ Sin (pﬂR/Z)Sln (p / ) — 277-5(py)
Tooo T sin®(p, /2)
With this one gets:
R d3 2 > 2
V:202(F)gg/ p s (?”R/ ). (2.33)
(2m)3 7
3 P
where .
o= h
A£V
hence

v o= 20(F)g% / dp sin®(p,R/2)

2m)3 o2
a BZ(W) B

w/a

= 205(F)gs /

—7/a

d3p’ sin2(pLR/2)
(2m)3 & 20 a/2)
)" 2 Z/\;éz/ S (p)\a/ )
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In the continuum limit ¢ — 0, the integral gets its main contributions for

pha ~ 0. Hence one can expand the sines in the denominator: sin? (pha/2)) ~

4p')\2a2 The integration limits =7 /a go to £oo in the limit a — 0. Therefore

one gets:
o
&p sin’(pl,R/2)
V =20y (F)g2 / @)y ZA: s (2.34)

/oo dteitm = 1
0 z’

o
d3/ 00 a ,
V= 20uFh [ o [ syt e

— 00

= 205(F) 0/ dt/—sm (pﬂR/2 —tp# (/ t:p‘)
- F)g? / dt / Wi 2 (W, R/2)e 7

= Fgg / = dpu — elPultyetril,

Now use the relation

with this one can write:

After completing the square in the exponent, the integral over p;L can be done:

1 o [ di —R?/4t
V:87r—3/202(F)90/0 m(l—e / )-

Only the second term depends on R; the first gives an infinite contribution
which is independent of R—hence it is the self energy contribution (this can
also be seen by a close inspection of the graphs contributing to < w® >0).
After subtracting it, what remains is:

2
_ __% % dt _peiy
Vo= 8W3/202(F)/0 e
2 00
_ 90 - 2
— _7471'3/2RC2(F) . dre ™ = 4 3/2R02 / dre %
= —iCQ(F). (2.35)
47 R

Hence indeed one recovers the correct formula for the potential in leading
order from lattice perturbation theory.

2.2.2 Next-to-leading order

In next-to-leading order, there are several different contributions to the expec-
tation value of the Wilson loop:

<W>=1-g2...+g8 <w®8W > . —gt <w® >0 —gdWyp + 0(g8),
(2.36)
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(note the different sign for the w(®)-term, compared to [39]) where the subscript
”conn” means that one has to consider only the connected graphs contributing
to the expectation value, and Wy p stands for the contributions to < W >
coming from the vacuum polarization graphs:

1 2
Wyp = =< w(2)5(2) >econn T < w(2)§ (S(l)) >conn — < w(2)81(5?])3 > conn

—<w?8?) > (2.37)

4 12 b r a2 2

205 (F) / (;l;))zl sin (puR/(2}2i1; (pT/2)
BZ P
Hult (p) Hull (p) Hw/ (p)

: —2 : 2.38
(sin?(pum) Sl /2) sin(peD) 5 (py2) (239)

Again, the signs of three of the terms are opposite to the ones in [39] because
of the different sign convention for the action.

The explicit contributions are, given here for future reference:

< w(?’) S(l) > conn
dp d*k 1

= —02(G)02(F)Bé (27T)4Bé (27T)4p2f§2(p/—)—\k)2

sin? : ~
H S PUR2) G 0, 7/2) cos(p/2) sin((2p + ) /2)
Sln(pu/Z)

- ( . sin(p,T'/2) sin((2p + k), /2) sin((2p + k), T/2) )

(pv/2)sin(ky/2)sin((p + k), /2)  sin(ky/2)sin((p + k), /2)
sin((k — p)v/2) cos((p + k)u/2)
sin(py,/2) sin(ky, /2) sin((p + k)., /2)
-sin(p, R/2) sin(p, T/2) sin((p + k), T /2) sin(k, R/2)

-cos((p + k) R/2) cos(k,,T/Q)} + {(u,R) < (v, T)H (2.39)

Here again the same comment with respect to the sign as above applies.

For the calculation of < w(*) >, use the decomposition (2.24) and determine
each of the six contributions separately [40]:

< Wl 5y = (202(10)2 _ %CQ(G)CQ (F)) (2.40)
l / d'p sin?(p,R/2) sin®(k,T/2) ( L1 )]2
(2m)4 p? sin’(p,) ~ sin’(p,)

BZ

) d4p d4k
<wlt® >y = —2Cy(G)Ca(F)gh / (2m)? / (2m)*
BZ BZ
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1 [ [sin?(p,R/2)sin?(k,T/2) . )

ﬁ%ZH Singzpu/z)Sinz(ky/2) }+{(“73)H(V,T)}]

Akt d'p [ d'k 1 [[1sin’((pu + k) R/2)
4/( /( H_ wt R

—— = % = -
16 2m)4 2m)4 5252 | ) 2 2
J ont | et sin(p,)

sinQ((pl, + k,,)f’/?) [sin((pu — ku)l%/Z) B sin((p, — ku)/2)] 2
sin?(k,,/2) sin((p, + kﬂ)R/Q) sin((py + ku)/2)
sin?((k, — p,)T/2) sin(p, R/2) sin®(k, R/2) }
sin” (Pu/2) SiHQ(ku/2)

+{(w )« @, T)}] (2.41)

+2

1 d*p d'k 1
202(G)02( )90 (27'(')4 (27'(')4 ﬁ2k2
BZ BZ

Sin(PuR/Q) sin? - _
H sin(p,/2) 2sin”(p,T'/2) (31 — 3)

_sin(p, R/2) sin®(p, T /2) sin(k, R/2) cos(k, T)
sin(p,/2) sin(k,,/2)
(Zr(=pu, kp) — Zr(ky, —pu))
sin®(p, R/2) sin?(p, T'/2)
sin? (Pu/2)
sin(p, R/2) sin?(p, T /2) sin(k, R/2) cos(k,T)
sin(py/2) sin(ky/2)
12 » 2 '

T )by + {0 0 )
sin?(p, R/2) sin®(p,T/2)
sin® (Pu/2)
sin?(p, R/2) sin?(p, T /2) sin®(k, R/2) cos(kl,f’)]
sin?(p, /2) sin?(ky, /2)

ZR(kuv _k#)

ER(_kua _pu)

+2 z]T(kl/a _kll)

(2.42)

d'p / d'k 1
(

1 4
ECQ(G)CQ(F)QO/(27T)4BZ 271_)41521%2

BZ

sin(puR/Z) sin?(o T
l{mwm nt/2)

- (Zr(0, _pu) + X -2 - 2R(ku — Pu _ku))

Sin(PuR/Q)

sin(p,/2)

(BRr(=pu,0) + 1 — B2 — Br(—ku, ky — pu))

sin?(p, T/2)
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sin(pu/2) Y sin(k,/2)
(ER(—puv _ku) - z]R(_kw —pu))
sin(p,R/2) . . sin(k,R/2
iy T
_sin(sz/Q)
sin®(p,,/2)
-2 7~
_% sin’(p,T/2) S (ky, —ku)} + {(u, R) < (v, T)}
sin2(puR/2)
sin?(p, /2)
_QSin2 (puR/2)
sin®(p,,/2)
_ sin’ (puR/2)
sin®(p, /2)
sin2(puf%/2)
sin?(p,,/2)

cos(ky T)Er(—ppu: ky)

SiHQ(PuTﬂ)ZR(kua —ky)

sin?(k, R/2)

sin’ ,,A -
(. T/2) sin?(k,,/2)

sin’ (p,,T/Q)ZT(k,,, —k,,)
sin?(k, R/2)
sin?(k,/2)
sin?(k,T'/2)
sin?(k, /2)

sin? (p,T/2) cos(k, T

sin’(p,T/2) cos(k“R)] (2.43)

< w( ) >0 = 602(G)C2(F)90 / (271_)4 / (27r)4 ]52]%2
BZ BZ

H sin(puR/2)
sin(pu/Q)
B sin(puR/Q)
Sin(Pu/2)
Sin(puR/2)
sin(pu/2)
_ssnr(f;ﬁ/? ? sin® (pu T /2) SR (~pu — ks )

sin?(p,R/2)sin?(p,T/2) 5 = sin?(p,R/2) sin(p,T/2) -
M T ) R T W)
+Sin(puR/2) sin(k, R/2) sin((p,, + k,)R/2)

sin(py./2) sin(k,/2)  sin((pu + ku)/2)

-cos(k,T) }

sin’ (p,,T/Z)ER(—pua 0)

sinz(pl,T/Z)ZR(ku, —pu — k)

sinQ(pVT/Z)ER(U, —Pu)

sin(p,T/2)
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N A sin? :
+{(M,R) o (V,T)} +2#5/2§)

and finally, due to symmetry properties in the colour indices

sin?(p, T/2)T| (2.44)

< Wl >4=0. (2.45)

Here the functions ¥ are the parts of the following functions 3 which are even
inp, = —pu,ky — —ku:

o R-3 R-2 R-1 . .
Y, = €Zp“(R_1)/QZ e—zpuxlezk#(xz—xg)
r1=0zo=x1+1 x3=22+1
o R-3 R-2 R-1 . .
Yy, = ezpu(R—l)/Q Z e—zpuxzezk#(xl—xg)
r1=0zo=x1+1 x3=22+1
. . R—2 R-1
ER(p“,k“) — e—zp#(R—l)/2e—zk#(R—1)/2Z ezpumezkﬂmg‘

r1=0zo=x1+1

The explicit expressions are for B > 2 [40]:

C L sinpuB/2) | Lsin(pu(R—2)/2)
= GG T sin2)
_ Lsin((k, — pu) (R — 2)/2) cos(ku(R +1)/2 — py)
1 sin((k — p)/2) sin?(k,/2)
lsin(pu(f% —2)/2) cos(py — ku)
4 sin(p,,/2) sin?(k,/2)
N, = _1 Sin(p.ﬂ(R —2)/2) : Cos(k‘u - pu/2)
4 sin(p,/2) sin(k,,/2) sin((py + ku)/2)
Lsin(l, (£ — 2)/2) cos((p + B R/2 + /2 — p)
4 sin?(k,/2) sin((py + kpu)/2)
1sin((ky — pu) (R — 2)/2) cos(ku (R +2)/2 — p,/2)
4 sin(py,/2) sin(ky /2) sin((ky — pu)/2)
1 sin(k“(R —2)/2) cos((pu + ku)R/2 + Ky — pu)
4 sin(p,,/2) sin?(k, /2)
For R < 2, both of these functions vanish because of the constraints in the
sums. Additionally for B > 1 one has:

ER(p/u ku) = Re i]R(plu ku)
lsin(pu(f% - 1)/2) sin(k,ﬂ%/? — Pu/2)
2 sin(p,/2) sin(k,/2)
Lsin((py + k) (R —1)/2) sin(p,/2)
2 sin((py + k) /2) sin(k,./2)
1 sin(p, 12/2) sin(k,R/2) 1 sin((py + k) 7/2)
2 sin(p,/2) sin(k,/2) 2 sin((py + ku)/2)

(2.46)

(2.47)

(2.48)
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For R = 1, this function also vanishes, again because of the constraints in the
sums. Obviously the function is also even under p, <+ k,; therefore terms like

ZR(pua ku) - ZR(kuapu)

in the expressions (2.41) to (2.44) vanish.
Additionally, the part of ¥z which is odd under p, — —p,,k, — —k,

appears also several times in the expressions above (in < w*P) >¢ and in <
w8 >). Tt is given by:
Or(Pus ki) = Tm Sk (py, k) (2.49)

_ 1 [sin((pu + k) (R —1)/2) cos(p/2)
2 sin((py + ku)/2) sin(k,/2)
_cos(kuR/2 — pu/2) sin(pu(R — 1) /2)]
sin(ky /2) sin(py/2)
1 sin((py — ku)/2) lSin((Pu +k)R/2)  sin((p — ku)R/2)
4sin(py/2) sin(k,/2) | sin((py +ku)/2) sin((pu — ku)/2)

Obviously, Or(py, k) is also odd under p, < k.

Finally, the vacuum polarization is given by the sum of the following five con-
tributions, where the fourth and the fifth are unique to lattice perturbation
theory:

dk 1
2m)" p? (p/v:k)

+ (2/;119))“ (216/11))” Z cos?(p,/2)

1

luonloo
e = 506 [ ¢

N2
5 [25W cos®(k, /2) (2p + k)

pPEWV
+2 (205 8) (K= p), coslln+ hu)/2) coshy /2)] (2.50)
luontadpole 1 1 ~2 N~ A
H/gw tadp = % QCZ(F) - 502(G) (5;wp _pupll)

1 2 1
+2Co(G)o [(d+ HAg+1-2+3 <A0 - ﬁ> cos(p,)

_ (mo - %) zp:(zos(pp) (2.51)
ngjziosm()p = —%CZ(G) / (;ljr];d 5 L 2
BZ p (p + k)
[2 (p/—i—\k)“ k,, cos(k,/2) cos((py + kv)/2)j| (2.52)
mghostdrele = ()i (2.53)
Tmeasure —LCQ(G)duy- (2.54)

12
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For later convenience, the results are given here for an arbitrary numbers of
dimensions d. Additonally, the abbreviation

Ak 1

Ay = — 2.

o= | BT (2.55)
Z

has been introduced (compare appendix C).

It is not obvious how one could get an explicit expression for the potential
from these eight-dimensional integrals in momentum space, reproducing the
result (2.12). Omne way is to evaluate the integrals numerically; Heller and
Karsch did this already in their original paper [39] and fitted their results to
the following formula:

V(R) = Vi — S50 (1 L (RM)2>
= — - == n .
self 3 ik 1671'2 90
Here the factor 3 comes from the quadratic Casimir operator Cy(F) for SU(3) in
the fundamental representation, the factor 1é7lr2 comes from the first coefficient

of the beta function, and Vj.;y denotes the contributions from the self energy.
Comparing with (2.12), one should get:

M = 82.07

respectively
In M = 4.408.

The results Heller and Karsch obtained for In M for R > 1 are consistent with
this prediction - a further verification that (2.12) indeed gives the right result
for the quark-antiquark potential.

2.2.3 Transversality of the gluonic vacuum polarization

Using the results Heller and Karsch obtained for the vacuum polarization [39],
one can show that it is transversal even for finite lattice spacing. This is not
crucial for this work, but an interesting result in itself. So far, the transversality
of the vacuum polarization, calculated in lattice perturbation theory, only had
been checked in the continuum limit [37].

The contribution proportional to Cy(F') of the vacuum polarization is ob-
viously transversal. For the contributions proportional to C3(G) it has to be
shown that

Zﬁuﬁunuu =0, (2.56)
/8%

which proves the transversality. In order to show this, look at the various
contributions separately:

Z 1 1 1
~ A l l o 9 | <2
> P T = GG [p ((d_§> AO‘&*%)
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O (5 (20 g5) - 1)+ (o0 )

(2.57)
S e = e@ [ (0 -8+ 55 - )
+ (A2)2 i (Ag - 2_101) —ﬁ‘% (Ag - %)} (2.58)
%ﬁuﬁyﬂﬂ'ﬁ“tl”o” = Co(G)g} :;32 <—%A0 + 5) + (p2)2 %I] (2.59)
St = u@ad [ ()| (2:60)
> Bub AL = Ca(G)gh 2 (—%)] : (2.61)
8% i

Here the abbreviation

I__/ dik / diq 5D(p+k+q)
T 2m)d 27r)d 622
(2m) A (2m) 2k

BZ

was introduced. In the calculation, the following Ward identity for the three-
gluon vertex was used:

S huTunp.a. k) = igo(2m)*6 D (p+ g+ k) (2.62)
1

' [COS(p/\/Z) (q26uA - qu/qA)\) - Cos(pz//2)(i€251//\ - I%uif)\)] .
Another useful formula which was needed here is:

Pk cos((p+k)/2) = % ((p + k)2 —p? — 1%2) . (2.63)
For the evaluation of the other integrals appearing in the derivation, see ap-
pendix C.

Adding up all these contributions, everything cancels, and one arrives indeed
at the result that the vacuum polarization is transversal. Hence it can be written
in the following form:

M, (p) = (605” — By ) TI(p). (2.64)

Additionally, one should show that the function II(p) is regular at p = 0
or alternatively that IT,,(0) = 0. For the contribution proportional to C5(F)
this is again obvious; and again the contributions proportional to Cy(G) are
determined separately:

1 1 1

luonloo 2

Hi}w p(o) = C2(G)905;w [(d - 5) AU + % - §:| (265)
luontadpole 2 7

LI e®oe(0) = Co(G)gpduw [(d - 1) <—Ao + m)} (2.66)
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S8+ ﬁ} (2.67)
__é] (2.68)
1
_‘E] . (2.69)

Again, some of the integrals listed in appendix C were used. Adding everything,

one indeed arrives at the claimed result

1, (0) = 0.

(2.70)



Chapter 3

Action Sum Rule

In order to derive the action sum rule

NN ) VA)
V+R‘9V—ﬁh

~ = m < L(t) >45-0, 3.1
OR 90 Tooo () >q4-0 (3:1)

essentially three steps were needed:
1. Taking the logarithmic derivative of (1.1); this led to the identity (1.7).
2. Using the scaling behaviour of the potential; the result was (1.12).

3. Taking the limit of large T and thereby restricting the sum over all pla-
quettes to one fixed time slice.

The explicit form of the potential up to next-to-leading order was already
derived in chapter 2; its easy to see that it has indeed the right scaling behaviour.
Hence only the first and the third step remain to be checked. As already pointed
out, the first step gives essentially an identity, so that in principle a check for
this is not needed.

Nevertheless, it is instructive to see how this identity looks like on the level of
Feynman graphs, and the results derived here will be helpful later. Additionally,
it will turn out that this identity is closely connected with the gauge invariance
of the Wilson loop, so that this invariance can also be checked perturbatively.

The first section will give an introduction and contains the necessary ex-
pansions; the second section will deal with the perturbative check of (1.7) up to
next-to-leading order. Then I will point out the connections to the gauge invari-
ance of the Wilson loop, and how this can be checked. Finally the restriction
to one fixed time slice will be examined.

3.1 Preliminaries

The identity (1.7), when inserting the definition (1.8) and the formula (1.1),
becomes

. 1 L 1
-3 8A lim —Iln < W(R,T) >= lim — (ﬂ— <S8 >> . (3.2)
OB T—oo T Tooo T \ <W >

27
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Obviously, this identity has to be satisfied even for all finite T

.0 IS < SW >
—B—1 W(R,T) > = ——7-——

<S> (3.3)

Carrying out the derivative and multiplying by < W > gives:

~ 0
—ﬁaB<W>:<SW>—<S><W>. (3.4)

Now insert the relation (1.5) between the lattice coupling constant 3 and the
coupling constant go(a) appearing in perturbative lattice calculations; this fi-
nally leads to:

0
Goms <W >=<SW > - < S><W >=< SW >conn - (3.5)
g3

That is the formula which will be checked perturbatively in the next section.

3.2 Perturbative check

3.2.1 Leading order

Using the expansions
S =59 4 0(go). (3.6)

and
W =1-ggw® +0(g}), (3.7)

(3.5) becomes

< w® >o=< w2 g0 > conn - (3.8)

The expectation value on the left hand side was already given in section 2.2.1:

<w® > (3.9)
— 90u(F d*p sin2(%puf%)sin2(%p,,f’) 1 1 _
= 265 | Gy P sin?(Lp) | sn?(lpy) )
By 2Pu 2Pv

this result was derived using Feynman gauge o = 1. In the following, if it is
not explicitly indicated otherwise, all expectation values will be calculated in
that gauge.

The easiest way to calculate the correlator on the right hand side of (3.8) is
to compute the correlator between two gauge fields and the action first; this is
equivalent to the insertion of the action into a gluon line:

Pubv

6 v a2
< A (P)AZ(9)S >conn= 5ABMTp(27T)45(p +q). (3.10)

This results hold for every gauge parameter a—hence inserting the action into a
gluon line with arbitrary gauge parameter simply gives a propagator in Landau
gauge o = oo! Therefore the calculation of the correlator < w@sO > gives
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exactly the same result as if one would calculate the expectation value < w® >
using the propagator in Landau gauge. For convenience, this expectation value
will now be calculated in an arbitrary gauge.

First, w® is given by:

2
1
@ =~ A 3.11
with the sum along the Wilson loop:
-1 A
oAt = Z (no + 1) + > Ap(no + AR +19) (3.12)
! =0 1=0
R-1 -1 A
ZAZ‘ (no + AR+ 0T — 1j1) — ZAf(no—i—ﬁT—lﬁ).
= =0

Expressing this in Fourier space, one gets:

(3.13)

— 9 d'p . o : 2 ipne A2 (p)(bpa — o)
;Az‘l = —ZZBé o) sin(p,R/2) sin(p,T/2)e sin(;a/Z) ,

where
ne =mno+ aR/2+ 0T /2

is the center of the Wilson loop.
Hence calculating the expectation value, using the propagator (2.30), the
result is:

< w®? >0.0
= Ad(p)A iptgne Zpa e
0,8 — 5,/ ) - ) . ) - ) .
W sin(p,R/2) sin(p,T'/2) sin(q, R/2) sin(q,T/2)
_ 20 (F Z/ dp sin? pMR/Q)sln (p,T/2)
»BBZ P
5uo¢ - 51/04 5uﬁ - 61/[3 <5 _ <1 _ l) ﬁuf’u)
sin(pa/2) sinfpa/2) \ ¥ "\ o) T
d*p sin?(ip R) sin?(1p, 1)
= 20,%(F) / ) 2P 2 2
BZ
1 n 1
sinQ(%pu) sinQ(%py)
= <w® >qq-1. (3.14)

Therefore the expectation value < w® > does not depend on the gauge pa-
rameter «, i. e., it is gauge invariant! Naively one could have expected this
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result, because the Wilson loop is defined in a gauge-invariant way. But gauge
transformations on the lattice are defined with respect to the link variables,
and it is not entirely clear what effects this can have in a weak-coupling expan-
sion. Hence it is nice to see that even in the limit of small coupling, the gauge
invariance is preserved. The close connection between the action sum rule and
the gauge invariance of the Wilson loop which becomes apparent here will be
discussed further in section 3.3.

Additionally, using this gauge invariance, it is obvious that indeed

<w® >p=< @8O > ..
holds—hence the action sum rule is valid in leading order.

This validity as well as the gauge invariance of the Wilson loop in leading
order can also be expressed in diagrammatical form in the following way:

In these diagrams, a sum of the end points of the gluon line along the Wilson
loop as well as along the plaquette, and a sum over all possible positions and
orientations of the plaquette is to be understood. In the third graph, the gauge
parameter « can be arbitrary. Gluon lines without an explicit index « are in
Feynman gauge.

Another way to express this more concisely is to introduce the operator

1 -
G =5 [ Ab)pun AL (-p) (3.15)
BZ

then one can write:

< AN () AP(g) >0.a=< A (p)AP(g) >0 — (1 _ 1) < AV AP ()G > conn -

o

(3.16)

If one denotes the insertion of this operator into a gluon line by a cross, one
can also express this diagrammatically:

200000000/ = 200000000, ~(1-%) \Q00dXR000)
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where again a gluon line without an explicit index represents a propagator in
Feynman gauge.

Now, using this notation, the gauge invariance of the Wilson loop in leading
order can be expressed in the following concise way:

< wPG >conn=0, (3.17)

or again diagrammatically:

3.2.2 Next-to-leading order
Taking the higher terms in the expansions of the Wilson loop

W =1-gow? — ggw® — gjuw + 0(g5) (3.18)

into account, one gets:

0

2

2w
0992

2
= —g2<w® >042¢8 <wPSO > 0 —gt < WP (5(1)) > conn
+293‘ < w(Q)S%)J > conn +293‘ < w(Q)S,(ggas > conn —29(4) < w® >0

+2g5 < WS >0 +0(gd). (3.19)

For the right side of (3.5), the higher terms in the expansion of the action
have also to be used:

S =80 4 g,8W 4 g25@ + O(gd).
The result is:
<WS>-<W>< 8>
C @< SO s gt < SOGDLD 5,
—2 g < SO (S0) 0 > +g8 < SOSED >0

2
+gé < S(O)S(Z) w(Z) > conn —93 < 5(2)(4)(2) >conn

meas

2
1t < (SOY 0 > g < SV 5 148 < SOSOLD 5.,
—ga < SOuw® > 0 +0(gd). (3.20)
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Figure 3.1: Contributions to the Lh.s. of (3.21)

Inserting this into the formula (3.5) and using the validity of the action sum

rule in leading order, one arrives at the following formula which has to be shown
to be true:

1 2
< SO > —1 < 5O (SU) 0 >0+ < SO >,

+ <8082 2 > m+ < SOSOYE > - < §OGH >

meas

13 < w8 > 0 —2 < 0 (D) > 00 42 < 0PSE >0

+2 < w82 > 43 <w®8M 502 < w® > (3.21)

Now one can use that the insertion of $(%) into a gluon line transforms the

propagator into Landau gauge. For every graph, one has to count the numbers
of gluons lines into which S(®) can be inserted; then one gets the following
simple results:

< S0, 52 >conn,a=00= 3 < w® ) > conn,a=00



3.2. PERTURBATIVE CHECK 33

%\

A

Lo
——~
\
¢ \
\\’//

il
T

Figure 3.2: Contributions to the r.h.s. of (3.21)

< S(O)w(2) (S(l))2 > conn,a=c0= 4 < W(Z) (S(l))2 > conn,a=o0
< S(O)w(msgl):‘ > conn,a=00= 2< W(Z)Sz(‘??])D > conn,a=00

< S(O)w@)’gﬁgas > conn,a=00= 2< w(2)5(2) > conn,a=00

< S(O)w(g)s(l) > conm,a=c0= 3 < w(3)8(1) > conn, =00
< SOu® > nnamoo=2 < w® >4 . (3.22)

Inserting these expressions into (3.21), one sees that indeed the left hand side
is equal to the right hand side. Hence if one calculates every graph in Landau
gauge, the action sum rule is obviously valid up to next-to-leading order. But
this is not entirely satisfying, because the results for the potential in chapter
2, taken from [39], were calculated in Feynman gauge instead of Landau gauge;
and it will turn out later that checking the energy sum rule can also be done
much more easily in Feynman gauge.

Hence what is needed is either a check that the expectation value of the
Wilson loop is gauge invariant up to next-to-leading order, or an explicit check
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of (3.21) in the Feynman gauge. As will be explained in section 3.3, these two
are closely related; checking (3.21) will provide more than half of the check of
the gauge invariance already.

Therefore now (3.21) has to be checked. The relevant Feynman diagrams
contributing to the left and right hand side, respectively, are given in the figures
3.1 and 3.2. There are essentially three types of graphs: vacuum polarization
graphs, one with a three-gluon vertex and one with two independent gluon
lines. For the last two, the end points of the gluon lines are not summed over
the entire Wilson loop; there are constraints: see the explicit form of w®) and
w® given in section 2.2. In contrast, in the vacuum polarization graphs both
gluon end points are summed over the complete Wilson loop. Additionally,
in all of the graphs, a sum over all possible positions and orientations of the
plaquette is to be understood.

The vacuum polarization graphs can be grouped into two types again: the
ones where the action is inserted into an internal gluon line (the second and
fourth graph in figure 3.1), and the ones where it is inserted into an exzternal
line (the first, third, fifth, sixth and seventh graph). The second class includes
a gluon loop, a gluon tadpole, a ghost loop, a ghost tadpole and a contribution
coming from the integration measure; the latter two are special for lattice per-
turbation theory. These graphs can be dealt with easily if one uses the following
observation:

3" < AAN(@)SO > o= < A (2) >0, - (3.23)
[ [

This means that even if only one end of the gluon line into which the action is
inserted is summed over the whole Wilson loop, while the other end is entirely
arbitrary, the result will be the same as if one would have used a gluon line
in an arbitrary gauge, but without the insertion. This can also be expressed
diagrammatically:

&
g .

Using this, it becomes obvious that

< 5(0) @@ > o = 2<w®8® >+ insertions into internal lines
< 80 (S ) Seonn = 2< (41(2)(5'(1))2 >conn + ins. into internal lines
< 50,2 g( ()ms Seonn = 2< w(2)57(ggas > conm (3.24)

or, again with diagrams:
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i
3

I;
e

and the same for the graphs with ghost lines and the graph with the insertion
of the contribution of the integration measure.

Then there are the graphs where the action is inserted into internal gluon
lines of the vacuum polarization. Taking them also into account, one can write:

< 8Ou@ (g2 5 =4 < (SD)2w® > 0 +A < (SD)203) >
<SP e@ 5 3 g@y® s A < §@u® s (3.25)

where the A-terms come from the operator G contained in the action. The
explicit results are:

A < (82 >

B d4p sin? puR/2) sin (p,,T/Z) wa — Ova O — Oup
= TAGG)G(F Z / pi sin(pa/2) sin(ps/2)

ﬂBZ
/ d’k ! (p:L\2k) (p—/i—\Qk) ZEQ cos?(p,/2)
214 LA (p + k)2 “« g i 7
s (2m)* KA (p + k) 5

+ Gup cos(ka/2) cos(ks/2)((2p + k)k)?

+ kiakig cos((k +p)a/2) cos((p+ k)5/2) (k — p)*

— >k (k= p)y cos(py /2)[(p + 2Kk)aks cos((p + k)3/2) + a =+ B]
Y

— k(2p + B)[(p + 2k)aks cos(ks /2) cos(ps/2) + o < ]

+ k2p+ k)[(k —p)acos(ka/2)ks cos((p + k)5/2) + a < f] (3.26)

and

A< w®s® >
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d*p sin®(p,R/2)sin®(p,T/2) Su0 — Ova Ous — Ous

= _CZ(G)C2(F) C%;Bé (271_)4 154 sin(pa/Q) sin(p5/2)

d'k 1 o , iy ,
/ —(27r)4 T l6a5{2 Z k cos®(ka/2) — 4 cos™(ka/2) Zsm (po/2)k
BZ pFEQ P,

- % sin? (e /2)52 + 22 c052 (ke /2) sin®(pe /2)}
+ paﬁﬁ{gsiﬁ(/ﬂa/z) + %sinZ(kﬁ/Z) — 25in(ka /2) sin2(k5/2)}] (3.27)

For the graph with the three-gluon vertex (the so-called ”spider graph”),
one can make use of the fact that in w3, one of the end points of the three gluon
lines is summed over the entire gluon loop, without any constraints. Therefore,
according to (3.23), an insertion of the action into this line just reproduces the
normal spider graph without the insertion, and one has to consider only the
effect of inserting the action into the other two lines. The result is, the A-term
again coming from the operator G contained in the action:

< 8§0yE g 5 =3 <w®8W s ot A < w®gh) 5 (3.28)
with
A< w®sl)

= 20,(@)C(F) [
BZ

1 cos(qu/2) —
{sm«pu ¥4/ <sm(pﬂ/2> 2. (r - a)sdy
(}M(q/—i-\p)l, cos(qy/2) cos(pu/2) N cos(q,/2) cos((q +py)/2)(jyﬁu>
sin(p,/2) sin(p, /2)
sin((py + 2q4)R/2) _ sin(puR/Q)]
sin((pu +2q4)/2)  sin(pu/2)

d*p / d'q sin(p,R/2)sin(p,T/2)
ert | ol it a?

_l’_

: (sin(puT /2) sin((py + 2q4)/2) l
+2sin(g,T'/2) sin((py + qu) R/2) cos((py + qv)T'/2) cos(qu R/ 2)> }

+{(M,R) < (v, T)H- (3.29)

For calculating the effect of inserting the action into the graph with two
independent gluon lines, it is convenient to split up w® as shown already in
(2.24) and treat the various terms separately. In w(*4) all end points of gluon
lines are summed over the entire Wilson loop, hence using (3.23), one gets:

<wtNgO) 5 =2 < w5 (3.30)

(40) 4F)

The other contributions are much more complicated. In w to w*) at least
one of the end points of the gluon lines is summed over the entire Wilson loop,
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and therefore (3.23) can be used to simplify the calculation: insertions of the
action in that gluon line simply reproduce the same result as for the graph
without any insertions. In w*5), even this simplification is not possible.

The end result is, where again the A-terms come from the insertion of G

<w®s® > =2<w® > 4A <w® >, (3.31)
respectively
<wWBgO) 5 = 2<w®B) >)4A <w*P) >,
<wI8O) 5 = 2 < w0 55 +A < w9 >,
(3.32)
with:
A< wB) >
L G@CF) , [ dp [ d% 1
- 8 90 / (27r)4Bé (2m)* p2i2

~

2
. H — 42—5 (( sin? (p, T/2) cos?(k, T/2) + sin® (k, T/2) cos* (p, T/2))

sin®(puR/2) sin®(k,R/2)
sin’(p,/2)  sin®(k,/2)
sin?(k, R/2) sin?(p,T/2) L1 sin?((py + k,)T/2) sin®((p, — k,)/2)
sin?(k,/2) sin®(p,/2) 4 sin®(p,,/2) sin?(k,/2)
_ lsin«pu +k)R/2)  sin((pu — ku)zw)] >
sin((py + kpu)/2) sin((py — ku)/2)
kuky (sin2 (puR/2) sin®(k, R/2) sin?(k,T/2)
k2 \ sin(p,/2) sin(k,/2)  sin(k,/2)
_Lsin((py + k,)T/2) sin((py — ku)/2)
2 sin(p,,/2) sin(k,/2)

|sin((py + ku)R/2)  sin((py — ku)R/2) )
[ sin((py +ku)/2)  sin((py — ku)/2) ] )} + {(M,R) gl ,T)H

+8 cos?(p,T/2)

(3.33)
A<w(4c)>
_ 02(G)C2(F)g4/ d'p / d'k 1
- 4 0 o)A o)t 522
BZ(W)BZ(W)pk

- [{42—% sin? (p, T/2) (51 — )

sin (0, R/2) sin (p, /2 i (sinuR)2)
" “Sin2(pa/2) (e 00 ) ( sin2(lgu/2) R)
sin(puR/2) o sin(kuR/2) o ki
snpa/2) " D Gy o Pl )



38

CHAPTER 3. ACTION SUM RULE

_sin(p,R/2) sin?(k,T/2) l;:“l;;l,
sin(p,/2) sin(k,/2) k2
-<sin(pu(R ~1)/2) cos(py/?)

sin®(p,T/2)

sin(p,/2)  sin(k,/2)
cos(kuR/2 +pu/2) sin((p, + k) (R — 1)/2)
Sin(ku/2) sin((pu + ku)/2)
_2sin(ku(R —1)/2)sin(k, (R + 1)/2) sin(p,R/2)
sin(ky./2) sin(py/2)
cos(ku (R +1)/2) sin((py + k) (R — 1)/2) )
P i) sl + k)72 )}* {(“’R’ ol ’T’}
sin2(p,T/2) k2 sin2(k, R/2)
sin?(p,/2) k2 sin?(k 1/2)
. sin?(p,R/2) k2 ( sin®(k,T/2)
+2 Sln2(puT/2) SiHZ(;“/Q) 12;2 < s (ks /2 T>
B sin?(p, R/2) sin? k k, sin 2(k,R/2) sin(k,T/2
D e oy T S
sin(p,T/2) sinZ(kuR/2) k k,
(/2 sl T2
‘ (sin(p,,T/Q) sin(k,7/2)  sin((p, + kV)T/2)> l
sin(py/2)  sin(ky/2) sin((py + kv)/2)
A< w*P) >

Ca(G)Ca(F) d'p 'k 1 k2 sin(p,R/2) .
_%9334 (27T)4Bé (2m)* p2k? [{4’;_5 Sin(ll:u/Q) i’ (p,T/2)

‘<2 oy, Lsin(uR/2) o Usin(kuR/2) sin((py + hy) R/g))

+2sin(p, R/2) cos(k,T')

+2sin%(p, R/2)

(3.34)

P2 sin(p/2) 2 sin(k/2) sin((py + k) /2)
sin’ (p, R/2) sin®(p,T/2) k2 (sin®(k,R/2)
_ “Sin2 (pa/2) ((5au + (5041/) k2 (m — R)
25 (puR)2) sin?(p, T/2) sin?(k, R/2) ﬁ

sin’(p,/2)  sin®(ky/2) I%Q

sin (pﬂR/Q) sin?(k,, R/2)

sin’(p,,/2)  sin®(k,/2) k2
2

2, 7/2) P ) S i cos( TSy )

sin?(p, R/2) sin®(k, R/2) sin®(k,T/2) k,k,

sin?(p,/2)  sin(k,/2)  sin(k,/2) k2

sin(p,R/2) sin?(k, T/2) k,k, ( sin(p, (R — 1)/2) cos(p,/2)

sin(p,/2) sin(k,/2) k2 sin(p,/2)  sin(k,/2)

+2sin?(p, T/2) £ (1 4 cos(k,T))

+25sin%(p,T/2)

—sin®(p, T/2)
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. cos(uB/2 + p,/2) sin((py + k) (R = 1)/2)
sin(ky/2) sin((py + ku)/2)
_sin(k, (R — 1)/2) sin(k, (R +1)/2) sin(p, R/2)
sin(k,,/2) sin(p,/2)

+c0s(kN(R+1)/2) sin((py + ku)(R—1)/2) )} { }

sin(py./2) sin((py + ku)/2)

sin(p,T/2) sin’(k, R/Z) Kk
sin(p, /2)  sin(k,/2) n(kT/2)= k
- (sin(p,,T/Q) sin(k, T/2)  sin((p, + k,,)T/Z))

~2sin?(p,R/2)

sin(p,/2) sin(ky/2)  sin((p, + £,)/2)

_ sin(p,R/2) k2 [ sin?(k,T/2
—2sin*(p,T/2) sinQ(Z();u//Q)) 72 ( sinZ((k,,//2)) - T)
sin2(pl,T/2) sin?(p, R/2) (o § )sinZ(kuR/Q) sin?(k,T/2) l;lffc,,

sin?(pa/2) T sin(k, /2)  sin(k,/2) k2
sin (p,,T/Z) sin(k, R/2) if_ﬁ
sin?(p,/2) sin®(k,/2) k2
sin?(p, R/2) sin?(k,T/2)
sin?(p,,/2) sin®(k,/2)
sin?(p,T/2) sin?(k, R/2 k
sinQ(i)p,, //2)) sinQ( (;;u //2)) costhuT) 75
sin?(p, R/2) sin®(k, R/2) sin®(k,T/2) I%,J%,,]

k2

+4

+4sin®(p, R/2)

k
cos(k,R)

2
+45in’(p,T/2) I%—;
2
i

—2sin’(p,R/2)

+2sin’(p, T/2) (3.35)

sin?(p,/2) sin(k,/2)  sin(k,/2)
A < o) >
_ Cy(G)Cy(F) d*p d*k 1 sin(p, R/2)
= - 6 93/ (2@434 (2m)* p2i2 H sin(;u/Z)
(1 sin(p, R/2) kp, sin(k, R/2) sin((p, + k) R/2)
4 sin(py/2) k2 sin(k,/2)  sin((py + ku)/2)
_ B k,k, sin?(k,T/2) i sin((p, + k. )R/2)
(costhT) = 1) + == =Gty D k0 /2) >}

sin?(p, R/2) T 21%,@ sin(p,T/2)
sinZ(pu/Z) k2 sin(p,/2)

sin®(p, T/2)
BZ

(2R+T) +

+{(,u,R) < (v, T)} + %sinZ(puT/2)

sin2 sin v v
- sin? (puR/z)% sin(k,T/2) Siééfp;fky)% 2))] (3.36)
and finally
A <) 5=, (3.37)

again because of symmetry properties in the colour indices. The functions ¥,
Yo and X g can be found in section 2.2.2.
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Putting everything together, the result is:

A<w® >
[ C(@)Cy(F) dp 1 . sin(p,R/2) (sin(p,R/2)
— { ) ‘ 2 AOBé (2%)4Z§Sm2(p”T/2) sin(;u/Q) ( sin(;M/2)

Lsin(py(R —2)/ 2)>
2 sin(py/2)
d*p d'k 1 sin®(p,R/2)sin’(p,T/2)
+C2(G)C’2(F)Bé (27T)4Bé @2m)* p2i2 sin?(p,./2)
- (k_g sin?(k,T/2)  1k2 sinZ(kuR/2)>
k2 sin?(k,/2) 6 k2 sin®(k,/2)
_202(G)02(F)/ d*p / d'k 1 sin®(p,R/2)sin?(p,T/2)
3 (2m)4 (2m)4 p2f€4 sin? (Pu/2)

BZ BZ

sin?(k, R /2) sin®(k, T/2) <sin2(ku/2) " 25/ 2)>

 y(G)Ca(F) / d'p / d'k 1k} sin®(p,R/2)sin’(k,R/2)
2 (2m)") J (2m)") p2h2 k2 sin®(p,/2) sin® (k,/2)

BZ
-sin?(k,T/2)

~ Ch(G)Ch(F) / d'p / d'k 1k sin®((py — ku)/2)
9 2m? ]

s 2m)* p2f2 ;2 sin®(p,,/2) sin? (k. /2)
i sin(py + k) R/2)  sin((py ~ k) R/2)\’
(b + R)T/2) ( (o + k) /2 sin((pn — ku)/2) )
 03(G)Ca(F) / d*p / d'k 1k} sin(p,T/2) sin(k,R/2)
(

2 s 27r)4BZ (2m)* p2k2 k2 sin®(p,/2) sin®(k,/2)
_Ga(G)Ca(F) d'p d'k 1k} i sin(p, R/2)
3 Bé (271')4)34 (2m)%) p2i2 k2 (P, T/2) sin(p,/2)

sin(kyR/2) sin((py + ku)R/2)
sin(k,/2) sin((py + ku)/2)
Co(G)Co(F) [ dip 'k 1k sin(p, R/2)
i /1 / (

)
~ A~ VT 2 A
3 g 27T)4B 2m)4 p2k2 ;2 sin” (p, T/2) sin(p,,/2)

- (sin(pu(R —2)/2) cos(p,, + k)
sin(p,,/2) sin®(ky/2)
_ sin((pu + k) (B = 2)/2) cos(ku(R +1)/2 + py)
sin((py + ku)/2) SiHZ(kuﬂ)
sin(py (R — 2)/2) cos(pu/2 — ky) _ cos((pu + ku)R/2 + ku/2 — py)
sin(p,,/2) sin(k,/2) sin((p, + ku)/2) sin((py + ku)/2)
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sin(ku(R—2)/2) | sin((py + ku) (R — 2)/2) cos(ku (R +2)/2 + p,/2)
sin? (k. /2) sin(py/2) sin(ky, /2) sin((py + ku)/2)
_sin(ku(R —2)/2) cos((py — ku)R/2 — by — m))
sin(py,/2) sin® (k,/2)

d*p d*k 1 kuk, [sin®(p,R/2)
+02(G)02(F)Bé (%)434 a5 [ e st T2)
sin®(k,R/2) sin’(k,T/2)  Lsin((py + ky)T/2) sin((pu — k) /2)

sin(k,/2)  sin(k,/2) 2 sin(p,/2) sin(k,/2)
. (sin((pu + ky)R/2)  sin((pu — ku)R/2)>
sin((py + ku)/2) sin((py — ku)/2)
sin(p,RR/2) sin(k,T/2)
sin(p,/2) sin(k,/2)
Co(G)Co(F) [ dp Ak 1 kuk,
- = ( p

i 2
— ——sin“(p,T/2
6 (271.)4BZ 271')4}52k2 2 (p,T/2)

cos(p,T/2) cos(k“R/2)]

sin(p,RR/2)
e sin(p,,/2)
sin(k, R /2)sin2(k,,T/2) (sin(puR/2) sin(k,R/2)  sin((p, + kM)R/2)>
g sin(ky /2) sin(p,/2)  sin(ky/2) sin((py + ku)/2)

C(G)Co(F) d*p dtk 1 kuk, .
T /(27r)4Bé( ER

sin(p,RR/2)
sin(p,/2)

2m)4 5212 1.2
BZ W)pk k

sin?(k, T/2) (5 sin(p, (R — 1)/2) cos(p,./2)
sin(k, /2) sin(p,./2) sin(k,,/2)
_5C05(kuR/2 + pu/2) sin((pu + k) (R — 1)/2)
sin(ky/2) sin((pu + ku)/2)
_7sin(k“(R —1)/2)sin(k, (R + 1)/2) sin(p,R/2)
sin(ky/2) sin(p,./2)

cos(k, (R + 1)/2) sin((p, + k) (R —1)/2) y
+7 sin(pu/Q) Sin((p# + kﬂ)/2) ) } + {(N’a R) < ( ,T)}.

(3.38)

Looking again at (3.21), one sees now that

A< 5@ > —%A < (S(1>)2w<2> > +A < SWW® > —A < w® >=0.
(3.39)
has to be satisfied in order to show that (3.5) is true in next-to-leading order.
The only way to show this is to numerically evaluate the various eight-
dimensional integrals in momentum space for arbitrary R and T Obviously
this would take a lot of computer time; in the light of the fact that (3.5) is
an identity and therefore in principle has not to be checked (as explained at
the beginning of the chapter, these calculations are mainly done for illustrative
purposes, and because the results will become useful later) this is not justifiable.
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Therefore only a check for the very special case R =T =1 was done. Most
of the results above simplify significantly then (for example, the functions ¥,
Y9, ¥ g and Op vanish); most of the integrations can even be done almost
exactly, with only the one numerical constant Ay remaining.

But the contributions from A < (S(l))Qw@) > and A < SMw® > which
are now given by the following integrals

A< (S(l))Qw(Q) >

R=T=1

Y d% 1
B 2/ (2m)4 B/ (2m)* 52)2(k2)2(p + k)2

BZ

<(p 1\214)2 Z l;;g cos?(p,/2) + cos®(k,/2) ((Zp: k)l%)2

p=1
+IA€Z cos?((p + k)u/2)(k/—\p)2

—_—

4
—2(p + 2k), k cos((p+k)u/2) Z (k = p) pcos(p,/2)
p:
=2[(2p+ B)h((p + 28) e s (ks /2) o5 (p/2)

— (k= p)p 08y /2) ki c08((p + k), /2)] ) P2

4
- ((p 1\219)”(;0 +2k), Z l%?, cos?(p,/2)
p=1

+k,k, cos((p + k),./2) cos((p + k) /2)(k — p)?

Z k P)pcos(p,/2)

[( 26) ki c03((p + k) /2) + (p + 2k) iy, cos((p + k)u/2)]
—(2p + [ k cos(ky/2) cos(p,/2)
+(p + 2k) ’; os(k u/2) cos(pu/2) — (k — D)y COS(ku/2)i€u cos((p + k). /2)
(k= )y cos(ku /2)ky cos((p + k) ,./2)] ) P (3.40)
A < 8Wy® >‘R:T:1

[ dYp dik 1 . .

- Bé (2w)4Bé ) 22 (p + k) <{ prcostinf2) 3 05 0k,
Db (p+ By 008 (ki /2) 03(pu/2) + Pk 05 (ki /2) cos((p + ) /2)]
by cos((p+ k) /2) cos(ku/2)} + {ﬂ<—>19}>, (3.41)

still have to evaluated completely numerically. This was done using the standard
routine Vegas from the Numerical Recipes [41]. On the other hand, the integrals
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which can be done by hand give:

A <SP >‘R—T—1 - 132 Bo - 356 A6 (3.42)
1
(4) = ——_Ap—-=

A<w >‘R:T:1 5 AU GAO (3.43)

Using the result of a numerical integration for Ay, one finally gets the fol-
lowing results:

A <SPy >
1 2
! M\* 2
2A < (S ) w\ >
A< SWy®) s = —0.00254364 + —0.00000265
~A<w® > = —0.00003397 + —0.00000062 (3.44)

0.00070077 + —0.00000005
0.00187522 + —0.00000145

Add everything up:

A< 5P > LA < (50) 6@ > +A < SDu® > A <u® >
= —0.00000162 4+ —0.00000478, (3.45)

hence in the range of the numerical error, (3.39) is indeed satisfied—or, in
other words, the action sum rule respectively the identity (3.5) is valid up to
next-to-leading order (for R =T = 1).

3.3 Gauge invariance of the Wilson Loop

The gauge invariance of the expectation value of the Wilson loop in leading
order has already been checked in section 3.2.1. For checking this in next-to-
leading order, one makes use again of the relation (3.16) which connects the
propagator in Feynman gauge with the propagator in an arbitrary gauge by
using the insertion of the operator G.

If one applies this relation to an arbitrary graph with n gluon lines in an
arbitrary gauge «, it follows that one can write this graph as a sum of the
following contributions: the same graph with all propagators in Feynman gauge,
n graphs with n — 1 propagators in Feynman gauge and the insertion of G in
the remaining line, n(n —1)/2 graphs with n — 2 propagators in Feynman gauge
and insertions of G into the two remaining lines, and so on; the last one is a

graph with insertions of G into all lines. The coefficients of the terms in this

m
sum are (—1)™ (1 - é) , where m is the number of insertions of G.

Here is an example to illustrate this (n = 3); as usual a gluon line without
an explicit index « represents a propagator in Feynman gauge, and a cross de-
notes the insertion of the operator G (3.15):
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Now looking at the graphs contributing to < W > in next-to-leading order
(see figure 3.2), ones sees that there are up to four gluon lines in them. Hence
one would expect that if one calculates < W > in an arbitrary gauge, one gets
a polynomial in (1 — é) of degree four. If one can show that all terms in this
polynomial with the exception of one of order zero (which is independent of «)
vanish, then the gauge invariance of the expectation value of the Wilson loop
is proven.

Terms of order three and four

The only contributions with a power of (1 — é) greater than two come from
the two vacuum polarization graphs (gluon tadpole and gluon loop) where G
can be inserted into external as well as into internal lines, and from the spider
graph. One can easily show that these contributions give zero. For this, use
(3.23); introducing the operator G again, that formula is equivalent to:

3 < 44N (2)G > conn=0; (3.46)
l

This means that even if only one end of the gluon line into which G is inserted
is summed over the whole Wilson loop, while the other end is entirely arbitrary,
the contribution of the graph will vanish. Diagrammatically:
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So, obviously the contributions from the vacuum polarization graphs where G
is inserted into an external line, and from the spider graph where G is inserted
into the line whose endpoints is summed over the whole loop, vanish, and only

2
terms up to (1 — é) remain in the polynomial which results from < W >.

Terms of order one

The contributions of order (1 — é) ' were already given in section 3.2.2 - the A
terms were just the contributions to < SW > ,,, which resulted from exactly
one insertion of GG into a gluon line. It also has been shown in that section that
the condition that all of these terms add up to zero (3.39) is equivalent to the
validity of (3.5) in next-to-leading order. But as already stressed several times,
(3.5) is an identity, hence one can conclude that the contributions of the graphs
with exactly one G insertion indeed add up to zero.

Terms of order two

The only contributions which are left are the ones with two insertions of G.

Using (3.46), one sees that such contributions can only come from < w® 8§ >,
2
< w8 >) and < w® (S (1)) >conn- Fortunately, the explicit calculation of

these three contributions is not too hard; the end result is:

<w®sM 50 = < u® (S(l))2 > conn=2 < w*P) >
1\2 d*p d*k 1
= 8|1——) C(G)CyH(F = —

(170) cxore | oo | e

-sin?(p, R/2) sin? (p,T'/2)
. A 2

. (lf—” cos((p+k)u/2) — @cos((p+k),,/2)> . (3.47)

Pu Pv

Considering now that < W > is given by

2
<W >= —%gg <w? (S(I)) >conn —ga < W >¢ g5 <w®SW o4
(3.48)
1

2
one sees that the three contributions of order (1 — E) indeed add up to zero.



46 CHAPTER 3. ACTION SUM RULE

Hence it has been shown that in the polynomial in (1 — é) of degree 4 one

gets from calculating < W > in an arbitrary gauge, only the first term (of order
0

(1 — é) and hence independent of «) survives: The term of order 1 gives zero

because of (3.39), which is equivalent to the identity (3.5); the term of order 2
has been shown to vanish exactly above, and the terms of order 3 and 4 vanish
because of (3.46). Therefore the proof is complete: up to next-to-leading order,
the expectation value of the Wilson loop is indeed gauge invariant.

3.4 Restriction to a fixed time slice

What remains to be checked is the restriction to one fixed time slice, expressed
by the equation

1
lim = < 8 >¢5-0= lim < L(t) >4g-0 - (3.49)
T—o00 T T—00

Using (1.8), this is equivalent to:

1
lim = < SW >cppp= lim < LW > onp, - (3.50)
T—oo T 00
Alternatively, with (3.5), it can also be written as:

1
Im — < W > (3.51)

T—o0

T—o0

Uag%

The expansion of < LW >y, is very similar to the one for < SW >, (3.20):

<LW > =< L><W>
= —@<LOy® > . +g8 < L0522 > L

_%gg < LOEMY2@ 5 Lot o [0 ,@ s

+g§ < L(O)Sr(ggasw@) > conn _93 < I
+gg < LOSWW® > g8 < LOWW > 00 +0(65)  (3.52)

2)w(2) >conn

For the right hand side of (3.51), one can again use (3.19).

3.4.1 Leading order

On the right hand side of (3.51), in leading order the only contribution comes
from

d*p sin?(psR/2) sin?(psT/2
<w® >, = 202(F)/ (27:))4 S skt )A;m et /2)

p
BZ

1 1
| (Sinz(pg/Z) - Sin2(p4/2)> ' (3.53)
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For convenience, the spatial direction of the Wilson loop, previously denoted
simply by u, has been chosen to be the z3 direction here, and euclidean time,
previously denoted by v, has been identified with z4.

Now the limit of large T has to be considered. Obviously

lim ~ / d'p_sin®(piT/2) sin’(ps R/2)

oo T J (2m)' P sin”(p3/2)

BZ

Only the second term can give a non-vanishing contribution; using
1 sin?(psT/2
lim = ———" z(p /2 = 2m(p4)

Tyoo T 8I0%(py/2)

(compare with section 2.2.1), what remains is:

dp sin®(p3R/2)
2m)3 ;;52

lim 1@ >0=2C,(F) / ( (3.54)

T—o0

with

On the other hand, an insertion of L(®) leads to non-conservation of the fourth
component of the momentum vector:

1 (27)383(p'+
< A AB QIO >y = sABLETTTD)

S 52 _pop ) e ipta)y/2

+ (0 — dud) ei(“q)u/?] : (3.55)

Making use of this, an explicit calculation yields the following result:
< L(O)w@) > conn
d'p [dap +30+d)
20, (F) / QP T3\t ah
B

. 92 ~ . -~ . -~
- sin” (p3 12/2) sin(psT'/2) sin(qaT'/2)
Z(27T)477r 2 p2 1524_@2)

sin?(p3/2) sin(py/2) sin(q4/2)

where again n, is the center of the Wilson loop and hence

(_COS(([M + CI4)(nC,4 - t)) n COS((p4 + Q4)(nc,4 —t— 1/2))> (3.56)

Ned = N4 + T
2
In the limit of large T', the first term vanishes due to the fast oscillations of the
two sines depending on 7'; the second gives only a non-vanishing contribution
for py =q4 =0:

lim < LOw® > .= 20,(F)

T—o00

d3p sin?(psR/2

BZ
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which is identical to the result above. Hence in leading order the restriction to
the fixed time slice ¢ indeed works:

1
lim = < 8 >g_0= lim < L(t) >4-0 +0(g5). (3.58)

T—oo T T—o00

For the special case n.4 =t (the fixed time slice lying in the middle of the
Wilson loop), the result above simplifies to

< L(O)w@) > conn
7r 22 R .
so() [ L2 [Tt (e
4 o (22| .
2 (2m) J 2m 2 (p _|_qz)

1 cos((ps + q4)/2))
( sin®(p3/2) - sin(ps/2) Sin(q4/2)> ’ (3.59)

sin(p3R/2) sin(psT'/2) sin(qsT'/2)

and it is obvious that the first term vanishes for all 7', because the integrand
is odd in ps as well as in ¢4. For the cosine in the numerator of the second
term, use the trigonometric relation cos((ps + q4)/2)) = cos(p4/2) cos(qs/2) —
sin(p4/2) sin(gs4/2); the sines do not contribute because they would again give
a function odd in p4 as well as in g4. Hence what remains is:

<LOu® > (3.60)
T2 1 (s2 A2 . P . P
d*p [dgp +5 (P +ai) . . sin(psT/2) sin(quT'/2)
= 20%(F /— — 2 sin?(p3R/2 ,
et e (@) Y ) (e

BZ

an expression which in the limit 7' — oo again gives

lim < LOw® > .= 20,(F)

T—o00

/ d>p sin2(p3R/2)' (3.61)

onp 2
o, (27) P

3.4.2 Next-to-leading order

The graphs corresponding to the next-to-leading order contributions were mostly
given in the figures 3.1 and 3.2 already, but now the plaquettes are not summed
over all possible positions, but only over the ones with a fixed time. Ad-
ditionally, three extra graphs have to be considered now, corresponding to
< LOy®@ > o0 < LOWSW®@) > o and < LOw®) >0, (see figure 3.3).
There again the possible positions of the plaquette lie only on the fixed time
slice.

By inspecting the calculation of S and $) in [16] and modifying it to give
explicit results for L(Y) and L(?, one sees that essentially the contributions of
the three graphs above can be obtained by using the usual four-gluon vertex in
< L@w®) >conn and the usual three-gluon vertex in the two other expectation
values. The only crucial differences are that one has to replace the usual four
momentum conservation at these vertices with conservation of only the spatial
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components of the momentum, and that some additional phase factors appear.
This will be studied in more detail below.
Now, as usual, consider the different types of graphs separately. There are:

e vacuum polarization graphs
e spider graphs
e graphs with two independent gluon lines

For simplicity, the Wilson loop will now be chosen to lie symmetrically to the

fixed time slice, and only the special case ¢ = 0 will be treated. Thus one has
g

Nno4 = _iT'

The vacuum polarization graphs

In contrast to the situation in section 3.2, there are now two additional vacuum
polarization graphs (the first two displayed in figure 3.3); the other five are
very similar to the ones already encountered in section 3.2, but now instead of
calculating the effect of inserting the operator G, one has to use (3.55) in the
gluon lines.

First, look at the cases where L is inserted into an external line (represented
by the first, third, fifth, sixth and seventh graph in figure 3.1). Because of the
non-conservation of the time component of the momentum, the relation (3.23)
can not be used any more; one has to calculate the contributions explicitly. The

result is:
d*q sin R/2) sin(p,T'/2) sin(qsT'/2
1 2 AL S LD T )
2m) ()24
7ﬁ;fYBZ
1 A A A —q N A o
2 [ (557172 - pﬁpv) TPt /2 4 (557q2 - %%) e Z(p‘HI)B/Q]
6 — 6404 (53’)/ 6 (271_) (ﬁ+ q_) (362)

sin(pq/2) sin(gy/2)

In the limit 7' — oo, only the terms with o = v = 4 give a non-vanishing
contribution, and these only for py = g4 = 0. Hence the limit is, carrying out

Figure 3.3: Additional contributions to < LW > onn
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the integration over ¢, g2 and g3 using the Delta-function:

d®p sin®(psR/2 .
40y (F) 3 / L p3 2/ M10(7,0). (3.63)
7ﬁ;7BZ
This is identical to )
2 lim —Wyp,
T—00

where Wy p can be found in section 2.2.2, and, using (3.24), therefore also
identical to

oo T (S(l))2 >conn,emt

DN | =

- < S(O)W(Z)Sg]l > conn,ext — < S(O)W(Z)ng)zas > conm,ext )’ (364)

where only the insertions of S(?) into the external gluon lines are considered.

Next, look at the graphs where the sum over the plaquettes on the time slice
t = 0 is inserted into an internal line, represented by the second and fourth
graph in figure 3.1, and at the two graphs with insertions of LM respectively
L@ depicted in figure 3.3. They give the following contribution:

dq4 sin’ (psR/2) sin(psT'/2) sin(qaT'/2)

’fBBZ Zr A2 (ﬁ2+ 4)

6304 — 6404 535 (54/3 I
sin(pa/2) sin(gy 2) Lo (PP 0) (3.65)

where IT” represents the vacuum polarization tensor with L(9) inserted into one
of its internal lines respectively the two contributions with L) or L®). In the
limit T" — oo, this reduces to:

2Cy(F

3p sin? ;
2C5(F) Y / (if)’g (f;ib/ 2)H£4(ﬁ,0,0). (3.66)
BBz (10 )

Now first consider the contribution from the second graph in figure 3.1,
where L) is inserted into the internal line of the gluon tadpole. The four-gluon
vertex appearing there is denoted by F;‘flgl) (k,q,7,s). Its explicit form can be
found in [16], for example; it is not important here. Then the contribution

coming from this graph is proportional to:

2m)36(7F 4+ §
> / / B m i+ 0+ TSP (g D
1 . .
> l (8272 = #pin) 7 THINE 4 (308 — 88 ) i H 0/ 2] , (3.67)

where the Delta-function coming from the four-gluon vertex has been extraced
explicitly from I'. Splitting this four-dimensional Delta-function up into the
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spatial and temporal components and looking now only at the relevant compo-
nent where py = g4 = 0, this reduces to:

4T 48 i ; e
/(ZT)AL/(;lTy;(zw)Sd(ﬁ+cj+F+§)(2w)5(r4+34)%
BZ

Zpﬁlﬁgl) (Q70)a T, )

% l (5pr2 — fpm) emirHen/2 4 (5,,A§2 - g,,gk) e—i(r+s>p/2] :

Carrying out the four s-integrations, using the second and third Delta-function,
yields:

d'r . SoaT2 — Fpf
S [ G @G+ DA (@.0), 7.0).r )P (368)
pV\BZ

Using (3.10), one sees that this is the same result which one would have obtained
if one would have inserted S(©) into the internal line of the gluon tadpole diagram
and then looked only at the contribution for py = g4 = 0. Hence the result is:

lim < ZOu®8®) 5. i L < g0,05@) 5 (3.69)
T—00 T—o0
if only the insertion into the internal line is considered. But looking at the
results for insertions into the external lines obtained above, one sees that this
formula is true even if all possible insertions are considered.
Exactly the same arguments can be made for the fourth graph in 3.1, where
L is inserted into internal lines of the gluon loop. Here, too, one obtains

lim < LOW® (S0)’ > = lim = < $Ou® (s0)’ >, (3.70)

T—o0 T—00

using the Delta-functions from the two three-gluon vertices. Using the results
obtained above for insertions into external lines, the end result is:

lim (< LOWDSD >, + < L0 (SO) 5,
T—o00 2

— < I—J(O)W(Z)‘S'l(g?l)J >conn — < L(O) ( )Sggas >007m>

N —

T (_ < SOOI 50 4 < SOLE)

T—o0
— <SOSR, > — <SOSR s, > (3.71)
where now insertions into all gluon lines are allowed.

What remains are the two additional vacuum polarization graphs which were
depicted in figure 3.3, incorporating LM and L®. First look at the second of
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these graphs, which involves a gluon loop where one of the two three-gluon
vertices is replaced by L(Y). As already mentioned above, the insertion of L(")
at this place amounts to using a slightly altered version of the three-gluon vertex

Fﬁ‘lﬁc (p, k,q). The usual form can be found again in [16], for example; it comes

from S(1). Doing the same derivation as outlined there, but for L(0) instead
for S, one gets:

TP g, k) = igo(2m)*5(5+ G+ ) fanc
[ei(p+q+k)(ﬂ+f')/2 Txw c08(pu/2) (g — k),
+ei(p+q+k)(’7+x)/25ux cos(qr/2)(k — p)y
+ei(p+q+k)(:\+ﬂ)/25,,u cos(k,/2) (p/—\q),\] . (3.72)

Using this, the graph

q,p, A k,a,D

gives a contribution proportional to

-

4,),, 43
/(d /(d L @m) (g — 5 — 1) 2m) o + 7+ )

2m)4 2m)4 7252
BZ BZ
Z LA (q, —r, —s)PERPPC (k1 5), (3.73)

where the Delta-functions have been extracted from the I's and are displayed
explicitly. Doing the integrations over the three spatial components of s using
the first Delta-function, this gives:

d4’l“ T ds 1 .
B/ emt S o (=2 +3) (2m)3(as = 54 = ra) 2m)°0(k + )

o L),DBC _.
STTABC (g, 7, (7, )TN P (e, (<7, 54)).
79\

Now in the limit 7' — 00, again only the contribution for ¢4 = k4 = 0 is needed.
Then the first Delta-function can be used to do the s4-integration, and one gets:

3
Z/ 5(k+q_) FABC((q—»’O)’_,r.,,r.)F( )DBC((k 0) )

UV av
24

Looking now at (3.72), one sees that in this special case the phase factors give
only factors of one, so that

F( )DBC’((k 0) r, —7') DBC((k 0) )’

av avA
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and the contribution from the graph is simply

27r 30(k + q . o
> [ o Gn it 20 U@ 0, KRR (01 ). 67

But that is identical to the contribution which the general gluon loop graph
would give if one would also consider only g4 = k4 = 0 there! Hence the final
result is:

1 2

lim < LOSWw® > 0= lim = < (S0) 0 >, (3.75)
T—00 Tooo T

Exactly the same type of argumentation can be used for the first graph, with

the insertion of L3, so that one gets also:

1
lim < L&w® > 0= lim = < §@Pw® > 0 (3.76)
T—o0 T—o0
Summarizing: in the limit T — oo, all vacuum polarization graphs con-
tributing to the correlator of L(0) and W give the same contribution as the

vacuum polarization graphs contributing to the correlator of S and W, divided
by T.

The spider graphs

There are two spider graphs here: the usual one with the three-gluon vertex,
where L(® is inserted into a gluon line (the eighth in figure 3.1), and the one
where the three-gluon vertex is replaced by L() (the third in figure 3.3). For
the normal spider graph, one has:

1
lim = < SWw® >=0, (3.77)
T—oo T

hence in the limit of high T', the contributions of these two spider graphs should
also vanish.

Unfortunately there is no such elegant argument here as in the case of the
vacuum polarization graphs; the contributions have to be calculated explicitly.
The second one is simpler tban the first; one gets for it:

WOLO s

Co(F)Co(G) / d'p / d'k [ dqu sin(psR/2)sin(psT/2)
4 4 o R -

2 (2m) Bz (@m)* J - 2m p?k? <(17+ k)2+@z>

cos((k + p)4/2) cos((p + k)3/2)(k — p)a ~ ovsin((p + k)3 R/2)
[4 Sin(ps/2) cos(ks R/ 2) o+ h)a/2)
sin(k4T'/2)

“em(ka/2) cos(qa(T — 1)/2)
_9C0SPa/2) Rk £ P)3 9 cos(qa/2) cos(Ra/2)

sin(p3/2)
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sin(g4T'/2) sin(kyT/2)
sin(qq4/2) sin(ky/2)
_4008(174/2)(279/;17)3
sin(ps/2)
cos(p4/2) cos?(ks/2)(2p + k)3 sin((p + k)3R/2) sin(ksT'/2)
sin(pa/2) sin((p +k)3/2)  sin(k4/2)
-cos(ksR/2) cos(qs(T — 1)/2)

4COS(§3{(219)4(?2; 54 cos(ps/2) cos((g + k)a/2)sin((q + £).T/2)

‘Or(k3, —p3 — k3). (3.78)

sin((2k + p)3R/2)

sin(p3 R/2) sin(pa/2) cos ((k + 4)4/2)Or (ga, ka)

—4

In the limit 7' — oo, terms like

sin(quT'/2)

sin(qa/2)
give constant contributions, whereas sines and cosines which depend on T, but
are not divided by the corresponding sines of the coordinates, give contributions

proportional to 7! because of the fast oscillations of these functions. Therefore
all of the terms in the expression above go to zero in the limit:

lim < w®LM > = 0. (3.79)

T—o00

The first spider graph is much more complicated:

d4 rd
() 3) S >conn Z / / 23;1 56’)/(p7k iy 2 k)

776 €, BZ _
—_\2
|f%np ((ﬁ"’" k) + ‘ﬁ) - qA'ijnp

p2k2 (p:L\k
(p+

e~ i(p+k+q)y/2

DO |
N
VS
N
S
+)
ol .
——
N
+
K
N
~—

[57@ (r+ k) - 2
P22 (ka)2 ((ﬁ?ﬁ) + cﬁ)

sin(psR/2) sin(psT'/2)

_ l535 — 045
sin(p;/2)
sin(ksR/2) sin(q4T'/2)
'(253554“0 sin(ks/2)  sin(qs/2)
—isin((p + k)3R/2 + k4T/2))

(COS((p +k)3R/2 + kyT/2)

sin(ksR/2) sin((p + k)sR/2)
sin(ks/2) sin((p + k)3/2)

+03c035 ( — isin((q — k)4T/2)
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+2sin((q + k)1T/2)Or(ks, —ps — ks))
sin(k4T'/2) sin((p + k)3 R/2)
sin(ks/2) sin((p + k)3/2)
+isin(guT/2 + k‘gR/2))

—264.65,, (cos(auT/2 — ks 2/2)

sin(ksT'/2) sin(qaT'/2)

— 84604 (z sin((p + 2k)3R/2) sin(k4/2) sin(qs/2)

-2 sin(pgR/2)OT(k4, Q4))>

_ 03¢ 04¢p “in 5 191 sin(eut
(sin((p +k)3/2) + sin(q4/2)> ((p + k)3R/2) sin(qT/2)

sin(k3R/2) sin(psT'/2)
sin(ks/2) sin(ps/2)
+isin(psR/2 + k4T/2))

: (2535545 (COS(p?,R/? — kaT'/2)

sin(kgR/2) sin(p3R/2)
sin(k3/2) sin(ps/2)
T25in((p + K)iT/2)On (ks ps))
sin(kyT/2) sin(p3 R/2)
sin(k4/2) sin(ps/2)
+isin(psT /2 + k3R/2))

3035 ( — i sin((p — k)aT/2)

—204c035

(cos(p4f’/2 — ksRR/2)

sin(ksT'/2) sin(psT/2)
sin(k4/2) sin(ps/2)

—2sin((p + If)3R/2)OT(k4,p4))>]- (3.80)

~d1cdss (isin((p — k)3 R/2)

Here the explicit expression for the three-gluon vertex I'se, was not inserted
and the sums were not carried out; this would only have given an even more
complicated result. This is not necessary because even here one can already see
that all of the terms which appear vanish in the limit (using the same arguments
as above). Hence the result for this spider graph is also:

lim < LOy® s > - —o. (3.81)

T—o0

Thus indeed both spider graphs vanish in the limit of large T.

The graphs with two independent gluon lines

As usual, w® is splitted up into its parts and every contribution is calculated
separately. First one obtains, again using the symmetry properties of the colour
indices:

< LOGA) > = o0. (3.82)
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The contribution of w*) which is proportional to (Cy(F))? only comes from
w4 and can also be easily calculated:

< L0 5 =< w® >< LOG@) S 1 (G)CH(F) - (...)  (3.83)

In the limit of large T, < L3 >conn gives the same contribution as <
SO@ > - / T and therefore < LO @A > gives the same contribution
as < SO ,0A) 5 /T

The other parts are much more complicated. Because of the non-conserva-
tion of the momentum when L) is inserted, (3.23) no longer applies, so that
the insertion into both lines has to be considered now. This leads to a doubling
of the number of the graphs which have to be computed.

It is convenient to split the various contributions up again, classifying them
according to the number of links in spatial and temporal direction. First look

at the graphs where only spatial links appear; denote the relevant parts of w®

by w%}z:

< LOGEN >

™ 22 . A .
CQ(G)CQ(F)/ d'p / d'k [dg 1P + 351+ 53 - 53
4 4 7.2 o (22 A
3 s (2m) 2 (2m) J 27 p2 (p +QZ)

= -2

sin?(p3R/2) sin?(ks R/2)
sin?(ps3/2)  sin®(k3/2)

<LOWEE >

n 22 R N R
B _CQ(G)CQ(F)/ d*p / d'k [ dgs 1P+ 391+ 305 — D3
= 4 4 7 S
2 s (2m) o (2m) J 2m k2 p2 (p "‘QZ)
sin?(p3R/2) sin?(k3 R/2)
sin(p3/2) sin?(k3/2)

sin? (k4T /2) sin(psT/2) sin(qaT'/2) (3.84)

sin((k — p)7/2) sin((k + q)aT/2)

+4sin((p + k)4T/2) sin((g — k)4T/2) O (ps, kg)] (3.85)
< L(O)wgg) >conn
s 22 R A R
eialee) / d'p / d'k [ dgs 19+ 303+ 3dF — 3
- 4 4 7 N 22 R
2 BZ (2m) BZ (2m) e 2m k2 (P +QZ)
: sin2(k4:ﬁ/2)% cos(psT'/2) cos(qsT/2) (3.86)
B sin(ksR/2) B sin(psR/2)
2 (21 22)|p3<—)k}3 s1n(k3/2) ZR(p?n p3) + sm(p3/2) 2R(p37k3)
< LOGED s

ks ~2 R N ~
CQ(F)CQ(G)/ d'p / d*k [ dgy 1§ + 397+ 143 — 93
(
Z

4 ) o iz o (P A
6 (2m) P 2m) J 21 k p2 (p +QZ)

BZ
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sin(k3R/2)

-sin?(kyT'/2) sin(ks/2)

cos(psT'/2) cos(qsT'/2)

12 (81 = Bo) |y ek, T 22R(0, —k3) — 28 R(ps — k3, —p3)

sin(ksR/2) sin*(psRR/2)  sin(psRR/2)

sin(ks/2)  sin®(ps/2) sin(ps/2) Er(ps, ks)
sin(k3 R/2)
“nlks/D) R _p3)] (3.87)

<LOGED 5

Ca(F)Ca(G) / d'p / Ak [dgs 1P+ 59+ 543 - 3
6 (27r)4BZ (27r)477r 27 |2 P2 (132 —l—ﬁ)
sin(ksR/2) lsin(kgR/Q) .
sin(ks/2) | sin(ks/2)
sin(k3R/2) sin(psR/2) sin((p + k)g,fz/z)]
sin(k3/2) sin(p3/2) sin((p +k)3/2) |

BZ

- cos(psT'/2) cos(quT /2) sin®(kyT'/2)

(3.88)

Because of the fast oscillations of the two cosines for 7' — oo, the contributions
of these integrals vanish in the limit of large T.

The next group consists of the graphs with two spatial and two temporal
links, where L(%) is inserted into the line connecting the two spatial links. The

(4)

corresponding parts of w® are denoted by w RT1

< L(O) wg]él) >conn

Ly 22 R R R
_QCQ(G)CQ(F)/ d'p / d'k [ dg 1P+ 3Pi+ 543 — B3
4 4 7. ~ 22 ~
} BZ (2m) BZ (2m) e 2m k2 (10 +QZ)
sin’(psR/2) sin? (k4T /2)
sin(p3/2) sin?(k4/2)

=0
< L(O)wgfl) > conn

n =2 R . R
B _CQ(G)CQ(F)/ d*p / d'k [ dgs 1P+ 391 + 305 — D3
= 4 4 7 S
2 o (2m) o (2m) J 2m k2 p2 (p +qz)
sin?(p3R/2) sin?(k,T/2)
sin?(p3/2) sin?(ky/2)

< LOGED >

sin?(k3R/2) sin(pyT'/2) sin(qaT'/2) (3.89)

cos(psT/2) cos(qsT/2) (3.90)

™ ~2 R R R
B CQ(G)CQ(F)/ dip / dk [ dg 1P+ 5Pi+ 385 — 93
- 4 4 . ~ 22 ~
2 BZ (2m) BZ (2m) -7 ok P (p —i—qZ)
[sinQ(k4T/2)

Sin2 (k1 /2) sin?(k3RR/2) cos(paT/2) cos(q4T /2) Sk (ps, —p3)
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sin? (k4T /2)
sin?(k4/2)

< LOWED) >

.2 o
(@) Co(F )/ dp / d'k [dgs 1P +2p4+2q§—p§
( (

sin (;03R/2)

sin®(ksR/2) cos(paT'/2) cos(quT'/2) sin2(p3/2)

] (3.91)

4 2 2
0 BZ 2m) BZ 27r) 2 k (p —i—qZ)
in?(ksT/2) | R . 3
N su.r12(74/) sm2(k3R/2) cos(psT/2) cos(quT /2)E R (p3, —p3)
sin®(k4/2)
sin(k4T'/2) sin?(p3R/2)
—_— ksR/2 T/2 T/2)—2120 3,92
Sin2(k4/2) Sln ( 3 / )COS( yZ / )COS( q4 / ) Sln (p3/2) ( )
< LOWG) > conn
22 R R R
_ Oy(G)Os(F )/ d'p / d'k [dgs 1P +2pi+%q§—p§
B 4 22
6 (2m) 2 (27r) 21 |2 (p +QZ)
sin?(k4T/2) . o, = ) L
s ———=sin" (k3 R/2) cos(psT'/2) cos(qsT/2) R. (3.93)
sin®(k4/2)
For T' — 00, the factor w

gives a linear dependence on 7', but the two

n?(k4/2)

cosines both give factors of T, so that in total all of these integrals go with
7! in the limit and hence vanish.

Then there are the graphs with two spatial and two temporal links where

L is inserted into the line connecting the two temporal links. The corre-

(4)

sponding parts of w® are denoted by wpis:

< LOGEA S

~

Co(G)VOo(F) [ d'p [ d'% [dg 1 7
2 / ( / (

o o e
sin® ; . sin(pyT sin(qqT .
-%sin%/wm tar(f(’;f//;)) tar(l‘éf/;) sin2(psR/2)  (3.94)

<LOGEB S

~

O (G)Ca(F) / d'p / dk [dg 1l P
B 4 Y
2 BZ (2m) Bz (2m)* A k2 (P +QZ)
sin® (ks R/2) sin(psT'/2) sin(q4T/2)
sin?(k3/2) tan(ps/2) tan(gs/2)
< L( )wg{TQ) >conn

(3.95)

~

_ G(G)C(F) / d'p / &k [dal §
- 4 4 o) ] ~
2 BZ (2m) BZ (2m) - o k2 (p +qz)
sin’ (ks R/2)
sin?(k3/2)

-l?) sin? (k4T /2) cos((p + q)4/2) %7 (p4, q4)
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. sin?(ksR/2)

+ cos(k4T)W sin(psT'/2) sin(ksT /2)

tan(ps/2) tan(qs/2)
sin(psT/2) Sin(q4T/2)]

sin’(psR/2)

+sin’ (p3 R/2) S r(ks, —ks) (3.96)

tan(ps/2) tan(qs/2)
<LOGED) >

_ G(Q)C(F) / d'p / Ak [dgl P
= 7 T or i a2 o\
6 BZ (2m) BZ (2m) e 2m k2 2 (P +q£)

sin? (k3 R/2) sin(psT'/2) sin(qsT'/2)
sin?(k3/2) tan(ps/2) tan(g4/2)
sin? (ks R/2) sin(psT/2) sin(qsT'/2)
sin?(k3/2) tan(ps/2) tan(g4/2)

(3 = cos(kaT) ) sin®(p3 R/2)

+ (1 + 2c0s(p3R)) sin?(k4T'/2)

in2 ?
-3 sin%hT/Z)% cos((p + q)4/2)S7(p4, q4)
(0. B B sin(p4T/2) sin(q4T/2)
(p3R/2)SR(k3, —k3) tan(py2) tan(qi)/2) ] (3.97)
<LOGEE) S
_ G(@)0a(F) / dp / d% [dg 1§
6 g (27r)4BZ (27r)477r 2m 2 2 ({524_@2)
s gin? (i) S0 (ks /2) sin((p + q)4T/2)
3sin (ki T/2)"5050079) tan((p + 9)1/2)
oo sin(pgT'/2) sin(qaT'/2)
+Rsin“(psR) tan(pa/2) tan(ga/2) | (3.98)

Not all of these terms vanish seperately, but their sum gives:

~

Loy o CaG)Ca(R) / d'p / dk fdul §
RT2 —conn — 4 4 7.9 . ~2 ~

2 BZ (2m) BZ (2m) Zr 2 k2 p? (p +q2)

sin? (ks R/2) sin(psT/2) sin(g4T'/2)

sin?(k3/2) tan(ps/2) tan(gs/2)

cos (k4T cos(psR).

(3.99)

This expression vanishes in the limit of large 7', again because of the fast oscil-
lations of the cosine.
The next large group consists of the graphs with three spatial links and one
temporal link. Denoting the corresponding part with w%}zRT, they give:
4A
< LWy >conn
™
Co(G)Ca(F) / d'p / d'k  [dg 1 pi+4;
4 ) 2w i2 o (P, 4
3 (27) 2 (27) J 2m k2 pe (p + qz)

BZ
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sin?(k3R/2)
sin?(k3/2)

< LO%gr >conn

 Ca(G)Ca(F) / d*p / d'k [da 1 pspa sin(qT/2)
2 g (271')4BZ (271')477r 2 2 p2 ({524_@2) tan(qs/2)
sin(ksR/2) lSmZ(pgzim) sin(ksR/2)
sin(ks/2) | sin(p3/2) sin(ks/2)

+ (00s? (koT/2) sin(psT /2) cos (pa/2) — sin® (ks T /2) cos (psT /2) sin(ps/2) )
(3.101)

sin(psT'/2) sin(quT'/2)

) a
sin®(k4T'/2) tan(ps/2) tan(qs/2)

sin? (p3 R/2) (3.100)

— 2cos(psR/2)Or(ps, %)]

c
< LWl >conn

Co(G)Co(F) d*p d*k dq41 Pa sin(q T'/2)
[ @ ] 7

4 2 Py 2
2 s 2m) s 271') 27 f; (p +qZ) tan(q4/2)

: (sin(p4(T +1)/2) + sin(pa(T — 1) /2)) sin(ps/2) sin(psR/2) (S1k — Sar)

+sin?(psR/2) sin(py (T + 1)/2)S g (k3, —ks3)

S;?r(ll(gzﬁ/;) sin(ps R/2) sin(p/2) sin(pa(T — 1)/2) cos (ks T)Sr (s, k3)

+sin(pyT'/2) sin®(psR/2) cos(ps/2) Sk (k3, —k3)

im0~ 172 ) o, )i /2

_sin B Sln(kgR/2)
+sin?(p3R/2) (sm (k4T/2) sin(py(T — 1)/2) + sin(psT'/2) cos(k4T))

S;?r(ll(fzij/z? cos(ps 2/2) sin(ps/2) Or ks, ps)

sin?(k3R/2)
sin?(k3/2)

sin(ps/2) cos(ps R/2)Or (K3, p3)

+2sin(py(T — 1)/2) sin®(k,T/2)

—2cos(paT'/2) sin(py/2) sin®(k4T'/2) sin’ (p3R/2)] (3.102)

< LOuggRr >conn

CQ(G)CQ( )/ d4 / d*k dQ41 P4 sin(q4T/2)
12 2m)t | (2n)* Jo 2 k2 50 (p —l—@%) tan(qs/2)

BZ BZ
. l (sin(p4(T +1)/2) + s1n(p4( — 1)/2)) sin(p3/2) sin(pgR/Z)
. (ZIR —Yop + ZR(O, kg) — ZR(pg + k3, — ))

sin® ; N
% sin?(p3 R/2) (sm(p4( —1)/2) + sin(pa (T + 1)/2) cos(k4T))
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—sin(ps/2) sin(p3 R/2) sin(py (T — 1)/2) cos(km%m(k& p3)
—sin?(p3R/2) sin(ps(T + 1)/2)S g (k3, —k3)
. sin? (ks .
+2sin®(p3R/2) ﬁ (sin(p4T/2) cos(p4/2)
— sin?(kyT'/2) sin(pa (T + 1) /2))
. . sin?(ksR . s
+ sin? (p3R/2)M (sm(p4T/2) cos(p4/2)
—sin? (ks T/2) sin(pa(T — 1)/2))
) . sin(ksR/2) . . )
+ s1n2(k4:r/2)m sin(p4 (T — 1)/2) sin(p3/2)

: (Sin(pgR/Q)ER(pg, k) + cos(ps R/2)OR (ps, kg))
—sin?(p3R/2) sin(paT/2) cos(pa/2) S ks, —k3)
sin? (k3 R/2)

sin® (k3 /2) sin” (ps /2)

. (sinZ(k4T/2) sin(pg (T — 1)/2) 4 cos(k4T) sin(psT'/2) cos(p4 /2)) ] (3.103)

AR
< L(O)wngng > conn

CQ(G)CQ(F)/ d*p / d*k ﬂ%i Pa sin(q T'/2)
12 2mi | (@)t | 2m k2 52 (52 ﬂ&) tan(qs/2)

BZ BZ -
: lsinQ(kgRﬂ) sin(psT/2) cos(pa/2) R

sin(k3R/2) sin((p + k)3R/2)
sin(ks/2) sin((p +k)3/2)
- (sin? (ko T/2) + cos(kaT) ) sin(pa (T~ 1)/2)
+ (Sin(p4(T +1)/2) + Sin(p4(T + 1)/2)) sin(p3R/2) sin(p3/2)
(Zr(p3,0) — Br(k3, p3 — k3))

+ sin(py (T + 1)/2) sin? (p3R/2)R] . (3.104)

sin(ps R/2) sin(p3/2)

All of these contributions go to zero in the limit of large T.
What remains are the graphs with four temporal links and the graphs with
three temporal and one spatial link. Only these can give non-vanishing contri-

butions in the limit of large T; the first ones will be denoted by wgfl% and the
(4)

others with w }gTTT. The explicit results are:

< LOGEY S
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Co(G)Co(F) / d*p / ik [dg 1§
( (

4 4] o029 (22 .
3 g 2m) 2 2m) J 2m k2 pe (p _|_qz)
sin(psT'/2) sin(qT'/2)
tan(ps/2) tan(qs/2)

= -2

sin?(k4T'/2)
sin?(ky/2)
< 1O

_ Co(G)Cy(F) d*p d4k dq 1
- 2 : é (27r)4B/ 2; k2 2 ( )
5

sin (ks R/2) sin?(p3R/2) (3.105)

>conn

sin(psT'/2) Sln(q4T/2) sin? (k4T /2)
tan(ps/2) tan(gs/2) sin®(ky/2)
sin(qaT'/2) sin? (kyT'/2)
tan(qs/2) sin?(kq/2)

—4 Sin2((l€ + p)3R/2) cos((p + q)4/2)Or(p4, k4)Or(q4, —k4)l (3.106)

| sin®((k — p)sR/2)

+4sin((k — p)3R/2) sin((k + p)sR/2)

Or(pa, k4)

< LOWED >

_ GQ)C(F) / d'p / Ak [dg 1§
( (

2 g 271-)4BZ 2m)4 r 21 |2 W
) lQ SE;ZEZZ;Z}/;)) sin” (p3R/2) (X7 — E2T)|p4:7q4 cos(qa/2)
QS;TIEI(C:Z;QQ)) sinZ(kgR/Q) (23T — E4T) COS((p + q)4/2)

_sin(psT/2) sin(ksT/2)
tan(ps/2) sin(ky/2)
: (sinQ(kgR/2) cos(p3R) — sin?(psR/2) cos(kgR))

sin(psT'/2) sin(qsT/2)
tan(py/2) tan(qs/2)
sin?(k4T/2) . 5 . =
Wsm (ksR/2)

- (B7(pa; q1) cos((p + 9)4/2) = Or(pa, q4) sin((p + ¢)4/2))

sin(psT'/2) sin(k4T/2)

tan(ps/2) sin(ky/2)

- (37 (q4, ka) cos(qa/2) — Or(gs, ks) sin(qs/2))

sin(psT'/2) sin(k4T/2)

tan(ps/2) sin(ky/2)

(27 (K4, q4) cos(qa/2) — Or(k4, q4) sin(qa/2)) (3.107)

O7(qa, ka) sin(q4/2)

sin2(p3R/2)2T(Q4a —q4)

+ sin?(p3R/2) cos(k3T)

+sin? (ks R/2) cos(psT)

< LOLED) S
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 G(Q)Cu(F) / dp / dk fdu 1l i
B 6 2 (27r)4BZ (27r)477r 2m k2 P2 ([52 _|_qu)
- [2Sin(p4T/2)
tan(ps/2)
: [(21T = 2o7)|p,=gy + E7(0,04) — X7 (qa + ks, —k4)]
sin(k4T/2) | .
sin(l:4/2) sm2(k3R/2) cos((p + q)4/2)
(X5 — Bar) + X7(ps + g4, —ks) — Br(pa — k4, q4)]
2sin(p4:f/2) sin(qT'/2) sin? (ks T'/2)
tan(ps/2) tan(qs/2) sin®(ky/2)
: (sin2 (p3R/2) cos? (ks R/2) + sin? (k3 R/2) COSQ(pgR/2))
2sin(p4:f/2) sin(k4T/2)
tan(pg/2) sin(ky/2)
: (sinZ(pgR/2) cos(ksR) —sin® (ks R/2) cos(pgR))
(o B/ cos (b sin(psT'/2) sin(k4T/2)
(paR/2) cos (ks R) 073 sin(ha/2)
“(E7(ka, qa) cos(qa/2) — Or(k4, qa) sin(qa/2))
sin(psT/2) sin(qT'/2)

sin’(p3 R/2) cos(qu/2)

Or (K4, qs) sin(qs/2)

— sin? ; —
P e 2) tan(gaf2) T
2 sin(k4T'/2) cosloe sin(psT'/2)
(ks 12/2) sin(ka/2) (ps12) tan(pa/2)
(X7 (k4,q4) cos(qa/2) + Or(ks,q4) sin(qa/2))
_ . sin?(kyT/2)
_ Sln2(k3R/2)7sin2(k4/2)
(87 (4, qa) cos((p + q)4/2) — Or(pa, qa) sin((p + q)4/2)) ] (3.108)

<LOGED 5

_ Gy(G)Cy(F) / d'p / &k [dul  F
- 4 4 0 19 0 (22 o)
6 s (27) (27) 7 2m k2 p2 (p _|_qz)

BZ
sin(q T'/2)
tan(qs/2)
sin(ksT/2)
sin(kq/2)

sin(psT'/2) sin(qT/2) - . 5 =
tan(ps/2) tan(ai/2) o P
sin?(k4T'/2) sin((p + ¢)4T'/2)
sin2(k4/2) tan((p + q)4/2)

sin®(p3 R/2)

(X7(p4,0) — B (kg pa — k1))

+sin? (k3 R/2) (Sr(ka,pa + qa) — Sr(pa, qa + ka))

sin?(ksR/2)
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and
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sin(psT'/2) sin(k4T'/2) sin((k + q)4T/2)
tan(ps/2) sin(ky/2) sin((k + q)4/2)

: (sin2 (p3R/2) cos(ksR) + sin’ (k3 R/2) cos(pgR)) ] . (3.109)

c0s(q4/2)

A
< L(O) W%T])’T >conn

_ Cy(G)Ch(F) / d'p / d'k [dg 1 P+
@mt )

3 A 27r)43 27r)4_7r ﬁﬁ[ﬁ (132+qu)

sin? r N sin(pgT sin(q,T .

#‘f/ﬁ) sin(kyR/2) tar(f();f//;)) tai‘é‘i/;; sin2(psR/2)  (3.110)
(4B)

< LOwprr >conn

/ d*k [ dgs 1 1

—Co(G)Ca(F) DRy e
: : (2W)4BZ (27r)4—7r 2M k2 2 (ﬁ2+(ﬁ)

os]
N\
9
B
=

sin(ksT'/2) sin(qaT'/2)
sin(k4/2) tan(q4/2)

: lﬁ4 sin(ps(T — 1)/2) + 2G407(q4, ka)

. (cos(p4T/2) cos(p4/2) cos(qa/2) — sin(pa(T —1)/2) sin(p4/2)) ]

(3.111)
< LOWEEN > conn
Co(G)Cy(F) / d*p / d'k [ dg 1 1
B 4 4| 9n 72 9 (22 | )
2 s (27) s (27) J 2m k2 p2 (p _|_qz)

. lzm cos(ps/2) sin(psT'/2) cos(qa/2) sin®(psR/2) (S1r — Bor) |y, —q,

—2p4 cos(pa/2) sin(psT'/2) sin®(p3 R/2) cos (ks R) sin(qa/2) Or (qa, ka)
sin(q4T'/2)

tan(qs/2) Bk, —k1)
sin(k4T'/2)
sin(ky/2)

+p4 cos(p4/2) sin(psT /2) sin® (ps R/2)

+p4 cos(pg/2) sin(psT/2) sin®(p3 R/2) cos (ks R)

- (B7(qa, ka) cos(qa/2) — Or(qa, ka) sin(ga/2))
sin(qT'/2)
tan(qs/2)

+2pa sin(pa(T + 1)/2) sin?(p3 R/2) Y (ka, —k4)

_2gin2(ks12/2) S;if’(“:;g) sin? (ps 12/2)pa cos(pa/2) sin(paT'/2) S (k.q0)
st (u /2SI (T~ 1)/2 8 (ke )
+sin?(ks R/2) sin(kiT/2)

sin(kq/2)
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- (@1 (sin(pa(T = 1)/2) sin(ps/2) = cos(pT/2)) Or (k, )
—pasin(ps(T — 1)/2) cos(qa/2) Sk, CI4))
+pa (sin(pa(T = 1)/2) = sin(ps (T + 1)/2)) sin® (p3 R/2)
sin?(kyT'/2) sin(qaT'/2)
sin(k4/2) sin(qs/2)

sin(k4T/2)
sin(ky4/2)

(cos(k3R + sin2(k3R/2))

+25in®(k3R/2) sin?(p3R/2)

44 (sin(m(f’ — 1) sin(p4/2) — COS(mT/?)) Or (K4, Q4)]

< LOWER) > conn
B CQ(G)CQ(F)/ d*p / d'k [ dg 1 1
= - 7 T o2 a2 )
3 2 (27) 2 (27) J 2m k2 p2 (p _|_qz)

: lzm cos(pa/2) sin(psT'/2) cos(qa/2) sin?(p3 R/2)

' [(Z1T = or)|p,=q, + 27(0,94) — B (ks + ga, —k4)]
sin (k4T /2) sin(quT'/2)

21 cos(p/2) sin(paT/2) sin” (3 /2) sin?(k4/2) tan(qs/2)

-cos? (k3 R/2)
sin(k4T/2)

sin(kq /2) cos(ks Fi)

+2p4 cos(pa/2) sin(psT'/2) sin® (ps R/2)
+sin(q4/2)Or (K4, q)

—p4 cos(pa/2) sin(p4T/2) sin? (pgf%/Z)

sin(q4T/2)
tan(qs/2)
_pu cos(pa/2) sin(paT/2) sin® (ps B /2) cos (ks R) S;if’;}:% i)
* (27 (K4, q4) cos(qa/2) — Or(k4, qa) sin(qs/2))
sin(ksT/2) .
sin(ks/2)

- (cos(kaT/2) — sin(ps(T — 1)/2) sin(pa/2)) Or(ks, 1)

Y (ka, —ka)

—2sin?(p3R/2) sin’ (k3 R/2)

+py sin(ps (T — 1) /2) sin(p3 R/2) cos? (ks R/2)

65

(3.112)

sin®(k4T'/2) sin(qsT'/2)

sin(k4T/2)
sin(ky/2)

+25in?(psR/2) sin® (ks R/2)
-c0s(qa/2) 57 (qa, ka)

—25in%(p3R/2)p4 cos(ps/2) sin(psT/2)

Pa cos(ps/2) sin(psT'/2)

sin(qaT'/2)
tan(gs/2)

Yo (ka, —ka)

sin(k4/2) tan(qs/2)
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‘ R _ . sin(kyT/2)
+ sin®(ps12/2) sin® (g3 2/2) “sin(ka/2)
s (cos(paT/2) — sin(pa(T — 1)/2) sin(ps/2)) Or(ga, k)
+sin®(ps R/2) sin? (g3 /2) Sil'ﬂ(l(fl;ﬂm sin(pa (T — 1)/2) 2 (qa, ka)
sin(k4/2) R
— sin? (P3R/2)ﬁ4 cos(p4/2) Sin(p4T/2)%ZT(k4’ )

sin?(k4T'/2) sin(quT'/2)
sin?(ky/2) tan(gs/2)

+p1 (sin(pa(T + 1)/2) + sin(ps (T~ 1)/2))

-sin?(p3 R/2) (sin2(k31fz/z) + cos(kgR)) (3.113)

| IS

4FE
< L(O) wg{T])’T >conn

_ Cy(G)Cy(F) / d'p / d'k /”dq41 1
- 1 1 2 (2 )
3 BZ (2m) BZ (2m)" . 2m k2 2 (p +q§)

: lz sin(pg(T + 1)/2) sin®(ps R/2)

—2sin(py (T + 1)/2) sin?(p3 R/2) sin? (k3 R/2)
sin(kyT'/2) sin((g + k)4T'/2)
sin(k4/2) sin((q + k)4/2)

cos(qa/2)

sin(q47'/2)

tan(qs/2)

—sin(py(T — 1)/2) sin?(ps R/2) sin® (k3 R/2)
sin(k4T/2) sin((q + k)4T/2)
Sinke/2) sinllq + a2 )

+2 Sin2(p3R/2) sin(p4T/2) cos(ps/2) cos(qs/2)
(B7(q4,0) — Br(kay qs — ka))

+ sin?(p3R/2) sin(psT'/2) cos(p4/2)

+ sin(py (T — 1)/2) sin?(p3 R/2) T

sin(qT'/2) -
tan(1/2)
+ sin?(p3R/2) sin(psT'/2) cos(pa/2) cos(psR)
.sin(k4T/2) sin((q + k)4T/2)
sin(k4/2) sin((q + k)4/2)

cos(qa/2)|. (3.114)

The functions 17 and Yopr are obtained from 3; and 35 by replacing R
with T, p, with ps and k, by k4 (see section 2.2.2). The new functions ¥3p
and Y47 are the even parts of the following sums:

~ . . T-3 T-2 T-1 _ . _
Yar = el(k4*p4*2)(T*1)/2 Z Z Z 6*2k411 elp4l2 ezq4l3
11=012=l1+113=l>+1
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T-3 T-2

Yur = eHka—pa—2) NT—1)/2 Z Z Z eiPaly p—ikalz jiqals

11=01l2=l1+113=l2+1

The explicit results are:

1sin(q47'/2) sin(ps (T — 2)/2) sin(ks(T — 2)/2) cos(ks)
4 sin(qq/2) sin(py/2) sin(ky4/2)
1sin(q4T'/2) sin(ps/2 — ka) sin((p — k)a(T — 2)/2)
4 sin(qq/2)  sin(pg/2) sin((p — k)4/2)
1 cos((p +g)4 (T —2)/2 + q4/2) sin(ks (T — 2)/2) cos(ky4)
4 sin(qq/2)sin((p + q)4/2) sm(k4/2)

L cos(ps/2—k4) sin(p + ¢ — k)o(T - 2)/2)
4sin(gs/2) sin((p +¢)a/2)  sin((p +q —k)4/2))
1sin(q47'/2) sin(ky (T — 2)/2) sin(ps(T — 2)/2) cos(

4 sin(qq/2) sin(ky4/2) sin(p4/2)
1 sin(quT/2) sin(py — ka/2) sin((p — k)4(T — 2)/2)
4 sin(qs/2)  sin(ks/2) sin((p — k)4/2)
1 cos((q — k)a(T —2)/2 + q1/2) sin(pa(T — 2)/2) cos(ps)
4 sin(qs/2)sin((q — k)4/2) sin(py/2)
1 cos(py — kq/2) sin(p + ¢ — k)4 (T — 2)/2)
4sin(qs/2)sin((q — k)4/2)  sin((p +q — k)4/2))

Y3r =

(3.115)

P1)

Yur =

(3.116)

These results with L(®) above have to be compared to the expressions one gets
by inserting S(©) into the graphs with w®) in the limit of large T. The graphs
contributing to < S ©w® >¢ can be split in the same way as outlined above,
and with similar arguments as before, it can be shown that the contributions

4)  (4)

coming from wpp, wrs, and wl(é;zRT vanish in the limit of large T. Hence only
the results for the graphs with ngl% and W%%TT? which can be obtained from

the sections 2.2.2 and 3.2.2, are given here:

< SO S

R 22
QCZ(G)CQ(F) / d*p / d*k 1 k* +k sin®(psT/2) sin®(k4T/2)
4 452 /- N2 o2 =2
3 o (2m) o (2m)*p (kz) sin®(py4/2) sin®(kq/2)
sin? (ps R/2) sin® (ks R/2) (3.117)
< 80 )wE,,T) > conn

N 22

CQ(G)CQ(F)/ d4p / d*k 1]€2+k
B 9 27)4 204 B2 /70N 2
L@ e ()

sin?(p4T/2) sin?(k4T/2)
sin(py4/2) sin?(kq/2)

+402.(p4, k4)] - [sin? (p3RR/2) cos® (ks /2) + sin® (ks [2/2) cos?(ps /2)]

(3.118)
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< SOGED >

_ G(G)G(F) / d*p / d*k if# —i—l:c‘2 {4sin(p4T/2)
4 g (27T)4BZ (2m)* p? (];2)2 sin(p4/2)
sin?(p4T/2) (sinQ(k4T/2) B T) sin(psT'/2) sin(k4T/2)
sin?(py4/2) \ sin®(k4/2) sin(ps/2) sin(kq/2)
sin(psT/2) sin(ksT'/2)  sin((p + k)3T/2) - sin?(oa
( sin(pi/2) sim(ke/2) | sin((p T k)3/2) )} (psFi/2)  (3-119)
< S0 )wg,,T) > conn

(X117 — 2or)

cos(ksR)

= / / d4k 1 k2+k sin(paT)/2)
BZ (];2)2 sin?(py/2)
sin?(psT'/2) sin? (k4T /2) sin(pyT/2)
D) s R/ A T B = o)

sin(p,T/2) sin(k,T/2) sin((p, + k,)T/2)

et R) G 72) Sk /2) sin((ps + )/2)

| -sin(oa 2

(3.120)
< S(O)wg,flf) > conn
d4k 1 2 in2 .
_ / / ¢ *’; SUDT/2) 1 02 (s e 2)
) P () L)

sin(paT'/2) sin(ksT/2) sin((p + k)4T/2)

—sin o i/2)sin' (ks R/2) ~G 0 o ina2) snl(p + £4/2)

(3.121)
and
< SOwli ey >conn
= 0 (3.122)
< $Ouwh > conn

- d*p d'k 1 kshky sin’(k3R/2) sin(psT/2)
= CQ(G)CZ(F)Bé (27)4 B/ (2m)* p2 (k2) sin(k3/2) sin(ps/2)

sin?(k4T'/2) sin(psT/2)
sin(k4/2) sin(p4/2)

-cos®(p3R/2) [ + 2 cos(ksT/2)Or (ks, pa)

(3.123)

<80 )ngTJ)‘T > conn

_Gy(@)Ca(F) [ d'p d'k 1 khy
2 Bé (%)434 (2m)1 2 (,;2)2

sin(pyT'/2) sin® (k3 R/2)
sin(pg/2) sin(ks/2)

[2 sin?(psR) sin(ksR/2) 27 (ka,pa)
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sin(pyT'/2) sin? (k3 R/2)
sin(pg/2) sin(ks/2)
sin(pyT'/2) sin®(k3R/2)
sin(ps/2) sin(ks/2)

: (sin(k4T/z)zT(p4, k4) + cos(ksT/2)Or(pa, k4)) ] (3.124)

+2sin?(p3 R/2) cos(ksT'/2)Or (ps, ks)

+sin?(psR/2)

< S(O) ng{?’T >conn

_ 02(G)C2(F)/ d'p / d'k iiﬁ:aiﬁl
12 o (271')4BZ (2m)* p? (k2)2
sin(psR/2) sin?(ks R/2)
sin®(p3/2) sin(ks/2)
sin? (pyT/2) sin? (ks R/2) sin? (k4T /2)
sin®(py/2) sin(k3/2)  sin(k4/2)
sin? (pT/2) sin® (ks R/2)
sinZ(p4/2) sin(ks/2)
sin?(pyT'/2) sin(k3 R/2)
sin?(py/2)  sin(ks/2)
- (sin(kaT/2) S (pa, ka) — cos(kaT/2)Or (pa, k) ] (3.125)

< 8Owhidr >econn
__G(Q)Ca(F) / dip / d'k 1 ksky sin(psT/2)
2 (2m)t ) (2m)tp? (,;2)2 sin(py/2)

sin’ (p4T/2) sin(ksT /2) S (ps, ks)

+25in®(p3 R/2)

—4 Sin2(p3R/2) COS(k4T/2)OT(p4, k4)

+25in?(p3R/2)

sin?(psR/2)

sin?(k3R/2)
sin(ks/2)

sin((p + k)4T'/2)
sin((p + k)4/2)

sin(k4T'/2) (3.126)

Now using the expressions (3.105) to (3.126), it has to be shown that

lim < LOw® > = lim 1 < 50,0 > conn - (3.127)

T—o00 T—o00

(44)

For the parts with w'**/, this is easy to show; using

1
lim < L0, >eonn= lim — < S(0),(2) > conn -
T—o00 T—o0

one indeed gets:

1
Jim < LOWY > = Jim < SOLEA > (3.128)
—00 — 00
and
1
lim < LOwEA > = lim = < SOuGA > =0 (3.129)

T—00 T—soo T
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All the other contributions have to be checked explicitly by evaluating the eight-
respectively nine-dimensional integrals using a numerical integration routine
like Vegas [41]. This work, which requires lots of computer time, is still in
progress.



Chapter 4

Energy Sum Rule

In deriving the energy sum rule in the form

V(R,B) = lim

T—o0

1 S
n— < _Pt, + P; >qd—0 +Z Z < Tﬂ#($7t) >q7-0] » (4.1)
T

essentially three steps were necessary:

1. Taking the derivative (1.19) of the potential, calculated on an anisotropic
lattice, with respect to the anisotropy parameter £, and then returning to
the isotropic lattice £ = 1; this led to (1.20).

2. Introducing the abbreviations 71 and using the formula derived in [42]
for n4; the result was (1.23).

3. Taking the limit of large T and thereby restricting the sum over all pla-
quettes to one fixed time slice.

There is no problem with the second step; the formula for 7, used there
was proven in [42] analytically, as well as checked numerically. But the first and
third step are questionable; its not entirely clear if in the continuum limit, the
potential really becomes completely independent of ¢ (hence it is not clear if
the derivative (1.19) really is zero), and the behaviour for large 7' is not clear,
too.

In the first section of this chapter, some basic calculations will be done,
and the energy sum rule will be cast into an equivalent form which is easier
to check. The second section deals then with the explicit perturbative check.
This will lead to a better understanding of the various terms which contribute
to the potential energy (the energy in the electric and in the magnetic fields
and the trace anomaly). The various contributions will be classified and their
magnitudes will be compared in the third section. Finally, the limit of large T
will be examined.

71
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4.1 Preliminaries

It will turn out that it will be helpful to write the difference between the spatial
and temporal plaquettes in the first term of (1.23) in the following way:

—Py +Ps = =Py — Ps + 2Ps. (4.2)

Then the potential is given by:

A 1
V = lim — {77 < =Pi = Ps + 2P >4¢5-0 +ﬁL(gO) <S5 >q170}
T—soo T go
) 1 77 Br(g0)
= lim — <8 >
T—oo T 240 o
.1 9 9 Br(go)
= 1 - | = — q— q—
T1—>H;o [ 2d(F)77 <8 >yg 0+d(F)77 <Ss >qq0t—F5— %0 <S8 >¢-0]
(4.3)

where S denotes the part of the action which comes from summing only over
the spatial plaquettes.

Because the expectation value of the action appears in two places in the
formula above, the identity (3.5)

> 0 o

1
lim — <8 >45-05ubtr= V (4.4)

T—oo T L 8—93

becomes very useful now. When using it, one has to pay attention that the
self-energy contributions have to be subtracted. Inserting this identity above,
one gets:

) 0 L 9
go BL(g0) —V+ lim = 90 n— < Ss >qq-0 (4.5)

V= 24" “0g2 2 Nogg" " o T d(F)

Until this point, everything had been exact. Now the following expansions will
be used, where the explicit expressions for ; and f; were taken from [42]:

8/6t 8/65
( 9¢ © 86)

aF) (5 + %),
B d) (5 = ).

1
nt = By
= 5 (3¢ (8 2amrei 9 £ 1 240 ))
. ) 5 d(F) Ocs
= 5 (Br2ama 2t 5 éﬂ . @@rt3g3£)¢i+m
_ L5 O _ 5 Ocs >
= 3 (6+2d(F) ge TP E2E) G >51 +0(gp)

9%

+om@={z@a+m@§}+om@ (4.6)
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Additionally one needs the leading order of the expansion of the lattice beta
function:

B1(90) = ~a 92 = — gt + O(ah) @.1)
with
11y (@)

bo= 12

Then one arrives at:

. o ~ 1 0~ 1 0 ~
_ 2 Y s 4 - 4 Y

1
+ lim — [2 < S5 >qq-0 +gic < Ss >qq,0] +0(gd)

T—00
o - Oc o -
2 t 4
= @G-SV + =14
Yog " " 0t |y " 02
1
+ Jim [2.< Sy >qq-0 +98¢ < S5 >gq-0] +0(gl),  (48)
—00
where 9
Ct
—_ 2 __°
c+ By = 35

has been used. The formula (4.8) is equlvalent to the energy sum rule up to
next-to-leading order; it will be checked now in the following section.

All that is needed in order to do this are the expansions of the potential and
of < S5 >¢5—0. The explicit form of the potential up to next-to-leading order
can be taken from chapter 2; for the other term, one gets the following expansion
up to next-to-leading order, which is similar to the ones for < SW > onn (3.20)
and < LW >.onn (3.52):

< S >qq—0 = —93 < S(O) @ > conn +g§ < 5(0)8(2)&1(2) > conn,
_90 ) ) > conn +90 < S( )SEI‘])DW( ) > conn

(
—l—gé <S5 S,(n

(0) ()3 w? > +gi < S( )sW,® >
—ge < S( @ > +90 < 5( Vs3>
—ge < S( Jw® > —ge < Sg B >,
—gi < S( Jw® > o< w® > +0(gd). (4.9)

In contrast to (3.20) and (3.52), here a disconnected term (the last one) appears,
because of the definition (1.8) of < O >450.

For simplicity, but without loss of generality (because of the symmetry of the
lattice), in the following the Wilson loop will be chosen to lie in the 3-4-plane.

4.2 Perturbative check

4.2.1 Leading order

In leading order, (4.8) reduces to the following simple formula:

2 > conn (4.10)
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where use has been made of the fact that both the expansion for < S; >45-0
and the expansion for the potential start with g2. But the latter one leads also
to the following identity:
y 2 0 & 4
V =g555V +O0(g) (4.11)
095
hence in leading order, the energy sum rule is equivalent to the requirement

1
lim = < SPWw® > =0, (4.12)
T—oo T
i. e., in leading order, the expectation value of the spatial plaquettes has to
vanish in the limit of large temporal extent of the Wilson loop.
An explicit calculation for this correlator can be done by first looking at the
(0)

insertion of S5’ into an arbitrary gluon line:

~2 A
6 V. - 1
< AXP)AB()SD) >conn= 647 (2m)*5(p + q)t&i%éi (4.13)
with

1 u<4
62::1—6“4:{0 = 4 (4.14)

Then the result for the correlator with the Wilson loop is:

d*p cos(p4T) sinZ(pgR/2) (A_z B AQ)

(0),,(2) — _O(F /
< Ss W™ > conn,subtr 02( )BZ (271_)4 (152)2 sin2(p3/2) P3
(4.15)
Taking the limit, one obviously obtains:
1
lim = < SOuw® > 0 = 0; (4.16)

T—sco T

the expectation value of the spatial plaquettes (the energy in the magnetic
fields) does indeed vanish in leading order, and therefore the energy sum rule
is true in leading order.

Looking at the relevant Feynman diagrams makes this a bit clearer. On the
one hand, there are the possibilities where both gluon lines end on spatial lines
of the Wilson loop:

Here a sum over all spatial plaquettes is to be understood (which is denoted by
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the perspective view of the plaquette), and, as usual, the end points of the gluon
lines can be attached to all four links of the plaquette. Obviously, such diagrams
can give no contribution proportional to T; therefore their contributions to
< Sgo)w@) > conn,subtr Vanish when dividing by T and then taking the limit. On
the other hand, the sum over all of the diagrams of the following form:

(000 099

would give a contribution proportional to T. But such diagrams can not appear,
because the propagator in Feynman gauge connects only links which are parallel
to each other. Only spatial plaquettes appear here, hence no gluon line can
connect the plaquettes to temporal line of the Wilson loop.

4.2.2 Next-to-leading order

Using the result derived above

1
lim = < 8Ow® > 0 =0, (4.17)
T—00

one sees that only the higher terms in the expansion of < Ss >,7—0 can give non-
vanishing contributions in the limit of large 7. Hence the term g3 < S5 >45-0
in (4.8) is of order g§ and does not contribute in next-to-leading order:

Oc a . 1
89% 8g - géa—ggv + 2Tll_)II;o ? < Sy >q3—0 —|—O(gg) (418)

The remaining graphs which contribute to < S5 >4-0 can, as usual, be
divided into the three groups

e vacuum polarization graphs
e spider graphs
e graphs with two independent gluon lines

And again as usual, these three types of graphs will be examined separately.

The vacuum polarization graphs

The relevant graphs are shown in figure 4.1. Using the same argument as for the
one diagram in leading order, one sees easily that most graphs do not contribute
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bk
§) (¢ 1¢
) 17] [

Figure 4.1: Vacuum polarization graphs contributing to the expectation value
of the spatial plaquettes

Ry

-7

B oo0n] [T \os

for T — o0; only the second and the fourth graph survive:

< SgO)S(Q)(U(Q) > conn,ext = lim < Sg())%(s(l))?w@) > conn,ext

lim = -
T—00 T T—00 T
) (2) (0) o(2) , (2)
—  lim <S5 WA > conn — lim < S SFPAw > conn,
T—o00 T T—o00 T
(0) o(2) | (2) (1) o(1), ,(2)
_ Alim < 8s Smeafw > conn _ Alim < Ss7S fU > conn -0 (4.19)
T—oo T T—oo T

(because of the insertion of S§°), respectively SgZ), only graphs can contribute in
which at least one of the external gluon lines ends on a spatial line of the Wilson
loop—but the sum over such graphs does not give a contribution proportional
to 7' and hence vanishes in the limit). The subscript ”ext” in the first two terms

means that there, only the insertions of S§°) into ezternal lines are considered.
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The remaining graphs (number two and four) will be studied later in more
detail.
The spider graphs

As in section 3.4.2, there are two spider graphs which have to be taken into
account here:

The first graph behaves for T — oo like < SMw®) > ... the ordinary spider
graph without plaquette insertions:

lim 1. SO5MEB) > = lim 1 50u® 5 =0 (4.20)
T—oo T T—o0

Treating the second graph is even more simple; it does not contribute at all,
even for finite T"

< SWw® > = 0. (4.21)

The reason for this is that Sgl) contains a three-gluon vertex. Because this
vertex only incorporates spatial plaquettes and the gluon lines are in Feynman
gauge, all three gluon lines can only be connected to the spatial lines in the
Wilson loop. But then the polarizations of all three gluons which meet at the
vertex are identical—and for this configuration, the vertex vanishes.

Therefore both spider graphs give no contributions. The only graphs which
are left now, beside the two vacuum polarization graphs mentioned above, are

The graphs with two independent gluon lines

Here one has to consider two types of contributions. First, as usual, there are the
contributions coming from w®, but, as already mentioned, here additionally a
disconnected contribution appears. This is depicted in the following two graphs:
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The first graph gives contributions proportional to (Cy(F))? and to Cy(F) -
C5(G); the product of the two loops in the second graph gives a color factor
(Co(F))%. An explicit calculation yields:

< SOLUA >
d*p sin?(psR/2) sin?(psT/2) ( 1 1 )

_ 2
- HeE) Bé (2m)4 P> sin®(p3/2) " sin®(pa/2)

/ d*p cos(psT/2) sin®(p3R/2) (A_z —152)
g, BT s 2) 3
+C2(F)C2(G) - (...) (4.22)

and

<w® >0< 80,2 >

. o [ d'p sin’(p3R/2)sin’(psT/2) 1 1
= 2@ [ G 7 (7 * )
d'p cos(psT/2) sin®(psR/2) (-2 .o\
S o e e 7 ) 2

BZ

hence the contributions proportional to (Cy(F))* cancel exactly, and the dis-
connected part vanishes.

But there are still contributions left from w(®* which are proportional to
C5(F) - C5(G). These graphs can be classified into three categories:

1. Graphs in which only temporal links of the Wilson loop appear; these
links can not be connected with the spatial plaquettes using the gluon
propagators in Feynman gauge, and therefore their contributions vanish.

2. Graphs in which only spatial links of the Wilson loop appear; these do
not give contributions proportional to T" and therefore in the limit of large
T, they vanish.

3. Graphs in which temporal as well as spatial links appear - these have to
be treated explicitly.

In order to examine the contributions of the graphs of the third category,
split w(®) again into the parts A to F and then look only at the graphs with
spatial as well as temporal links; write for these w%’? ) to wgg ). The results for

the various contributions are:

< Sgo)wgﬁ) > conn

 G(F)G(G) / d'p / d'k i —p3 1 sin®(psR/2) sin®(kaT/2)
N 6 (27r)4BZ (

2m)* (p2)? k2 sin(p3/2) sin?(ks/2)
[1 — cos(k3R) — cos(psT') + cos(psT') cos(k3R)]
(G (.) (4.24)



4.2. PERTURBATIVE CHECK 79

< Sgo)wgf‘?) >conn

Go(F)C(G) / d'p / d'k F — 2 1 sin2(p3R/2) sin®(ksT/2)
A ( A (

2 271')4B 2m)* (p2)? k2 sin(p3/2) sin?(ke/2)
(4.25)
< Sgo)ngC) >conn
_ Ga(F)Ca(G) / d'p / &'k § -1
8 g, @otJ (2o () k2
[3sin2(p3R/2) <sin2(k4T/2) _T>
sin?(p3/2) sin?(k4/2)
_sin2(p3R/2) cos sin?(k,T/2) B
sin (p3/2) (paT) ( sin® (kg /2) 3T>
sin?(k4T/2) (sin®(p3R/2)
sin® (ke /2) <sin2(p3/2) _R> (1 = cos(ks R))
sin?(p3R/2) sin?(kyT'/2)
_2W cos(psT) W cos(kgR)] (4.26)
< Sgo)ng?) >conn
_ G(F)G(G) / d'p / &'k § -1
B 24 (@m* J 2ot (2)” k2
sin?(p3R/2) sin?(k4T/2)
[ Sn2(pa/2) sl (ka/2) (8 — 2cos(psT) cos(ksR))
L 8in’(p3R/2) (sin®(kaT/2)
3 sin?(p3/2) <sin2(k4/2) T)
_sin?(k4T/2) (SinZ(pgR/Q) B R)
sin?(k4/2) \ sin?(p3/2)
sin?(p3R/2) sin?(k,T/2)
—m COS(p4T) (m + 3T>
_sin2(k4T/2) o8 sin?(p3R/2)
g vt ("G ) 20
< Sgo)w%f) > conn
_ G(R)Cy(G) [ dp [ d% -3 1
- 12 Bé (27r)4Bé 2r)t (52)2 k2
sin?(p3R/2)  cos sin?(k4T/2) ~ cos
l375in2 e/2) T (1 (PaT)) + = o (5/2) R(1 (ksR))| (4.28)

And finally, because of the symmetry properties in the colour indices one gets
as usual:

< SO s =0, (4.29)
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Adding everything, the result is:

SO s = CDCE) / d'p / dk 7 -1

s WRT < conn;Cs 2 - 2 27)4 o2m)4 (p2)2 |2

| @y | ot )

sin?(p3R/2) sin?(kyT'/2)

— T———— ksR

s2(pay2) P 2y e
(4.30)

Divide by T and take the limit:
0 0) (4

lim < Sg )w(4) >cAonn;Cg(F)C’2(G’) — lim < Sg )wg{])’ >cAonn;Cg(F)Cg(G’) —0.
T—00 T T—00 T ( )
4.31

Hence nearly all contributions vanish, and only the vacuum polarization graphs
contribute to < Ss >47—0 in next-to-leading order!

Check in next-to-leading order

Making use of the fact that only the vacuum polarization graphs contribute to

the expectation value of the spatial plaquettes, the result is now simply:

<S>0 = g lim = (< SOSDW® >y — < SO (S0l >)

T—00

d®p cos(psR) 1)

(5,0). (4.32)
(2m)3 (_2)2 44

~ By [
BZ p

As usual, the self energy contributions have been subtracted here. The vac-
uum polarization tensor IT;,, (with the insertion of the sum over the spatial
plaquettes) is given by the sum of the following two contributions (given for an
arbitrary dimension d; see appendix C):

Loop,s
I,
22 A

ik ‘12‘:1 k 85 — kik;j

= (C5(G) —
? Bé (2m)d s (k2)2 (p + k)2

33 (p + 2k)u(p + 2k), cos(pi/2) cos(p;/2)

+0,,(2p + i)i(Qp/—F k)j cos(ky/2) cos(k, /2)
+0,i0,5 (P — k)2 cos((p + k)i /2) cos((p + k);/2)

-l-{dm <(2p: k); (2p: k), cos(ki/2) cos(p;/2)

+(p = k) (p + 2k), cos((p + k)i/2) cos(p;/2)
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o~ K)o (2p F ) cos((p + k):/2) cos(ky/m) } * {(w’) © (w‘)H

(4.33)
Hngpole,s

1 2(d — 2) (d+1)(d—2) , 2

= —502(6’){5;“/[ d Ao—onp}
. [@d—-5)(d-2) 7 (2d — 1)(d — 2) 1\ .
+5W[ i—1 AO_@Jr( 2dd—1) AO_E>pi

gy o (95 +02) + %Aoﬁmm}

+ (0P - g0a(@) {%V%Aoﬁ?

5, l <%ZA0 + %) P+ ;‘(1 d__2i§ Ao

—%Aomu (3 02) = (7204 3) ﬁ“ﬁ"5555} 30

with
85, =Y 0% 60} (4.35)
M,V

dik 1
A()E / e
2m)d [:2
BZ (2m)% &
(see appendix C).

As already explained above, vacuum polarization graphs in which the sum
over the spatial plaquettes is inserted into an external line can not contribute;
therefore the ghost graphs and the graph with the insertion of the integration
measure do not appear here, because they do not have internal gluon lines.

Only the ;1 = v = d = 4 components contribute in the limit of large T, and
from these, only the part with py = 0. Then the formulas above reduce to:

and the usual abbreviation

. 1 1 1 ~
Hffdp(’le’s(p, 0) = Cy(G)A (ﬁﬁz - 5) + CQ(F)gAOﬁz (4.36)
d*k 1

50 = 66 [
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2

1 79 - ~
- (1 - Zk‘*) (Z (20 + k) k) (4.37)
There is a source for a potential infrared divergence in the p-integral in (4.32);

one has to check that the vacuum polarization tensor goes to zero for p — 0.
Inserting p = 0 above, the results are:

1
HLadele’s (0) _ 5 02 (G)AO — _Hiloop,s (0)

and therefore
115} (0) = I 7% (0) + IIE7P*(0) = 0. (4.38)

Hence there is no infrared divergence, and the integral can be done without
problems.

Inserting the formula (4.32) for the expectation value of the spatial plaque-
ttes, (4.18) becomes:

- 0 -~ d3p cos(psR) (s)
V2 gl v eo,(F 4/ COSAP3Y) s
03"+ e |eo P agg" TR0 | oy @)

(p,0) (4.39)

Then the expansion for the potential

V=gVv® + gv® 1 0(gf) (4.40)
yields
9 e R) _(s
v -y e paoyr) [ SR, @)
€ £=1 ( ﬂ') (_2)
BZ p

The explicit expression for the potential can be taken from chapter 2. Addi-
tionally, use

act

1
3|, = ~7C2(F) - 0.586844 + 4G (G) - 0.005306, (4.42)

=1 4

derived in [42], to obtain finally the following expression, which is equivalent to
the energy sum rule in next-to-leading order:

dp cos(psR) _(s)
——1II;/ (p,0
/ (2w)3 (A_Z 2 44 (7, 0)
BZ p )
Cso (G A Cy(F
= 2( A) (0.023220 In R+ 0.057400) + 2( - ) 0.051644. (4.43)
4R 4R
Now it is convenient to split up II7%4° into two parts, corresponding to

the group theoretical factors:

11T adpole _ CZ(G)HTadpole,l + 02(F)HTadpole,2; (4_44)
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Figure 4.2: Comparison of the calculated values to the fitted curve; see text

then (4.43) splits also into two parts:

d3p COS(pgR) Tadpole,s,2 r » 1
costP v S2(50) = ——0.051644  (4.45
0 [ G S (4.45)
Z p
d3p COS(p3R) Tadpole,s,1 ; » Loop,s,1 ;-
an o () (I rete=1 (5,0) + 17 (7,0))
z p )
1 ~
= R(0.0232201nR+0.057400) (4.46)
T
In the first part (4.45), insert the explicit expression II. %% (50) =

%AO 52 ; the remaining integral gives in the continuum limit (see section 2.2.1):

d*p cos(psR) 1
= —. 4.47
/ (2m)3 5’2 4R (4.47)
z

Hence the first part of (4.43) requires simply the following formula to hold:

1
520 = 0.051644. (4.48)

Inserting for A the numerically calculated value (see appendix C), one sees
that this formula is indeed satisfied—to very good accuracy!

The second part (4.46) is a little bit more complicated. The integral on
the left hand side can be only evaluated numerically; this has been done for
R between 1 and 10 using again the routine Vegas from [41]. The resulting
numbers can be compared to the function on the right hand side.

A fit of the calculated values to a function of the form

 (alnE+b),

4R

using Mathematica, gives:

a = 0.02268 £+ 0.00078; b= 0.05792 £ 0.00132 (4.49)
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If the energy sum rule is valid, the results should be a = 0.2322 and b = 0.05740.
The numbers from the fit agree very well with this in the range of their numerical
errors. Hence the second part of (4.43) is also valid.

For illustrative purposes, figure 4.2 gives a plot of the calculated values (left
hand side of (4.46)), as well as of the curve on which they should lie if the
energy sum rule is valid (right hand side of (4.46)). The very good agreement
between the points and the curve is obvious.

Summarizing: Both parts, (4.45) and (4.46), of the formula (4.43), which
is equivalent to the energy sum rule in next-to-leading order, are satisfied with
good numerical accuracy, or in other words:

The energy sum rule is valid up to next-to-leading order with good numerical
accuracy.

4.3 Contributions to the potential

Using the validity of the energy sum rule and the results obtained for the spatial
plaquettes, one can now analyze the various contributions to the potential:

A~

V= electric field energy + magnetic field energy

+trace anomaly

.1 o1
= —n- Ahm = <P > qq—0,subtr 1)— Ahm = < Ps > qq—0,subtr

T—>OO T—o0

1 )

+7 Ahm 7 < ZTW > 04 0.subtr (4.50)
T—oo T

First, look at the contribution of the magnetic field energy.

77,
n- < Ps >q1770,subtr = F < Ss >q1770,subtr
1 2
= < Ss >q1770,subtr +5¢90 < Ss >q1jf(),subtra

2

where the constant c is again given by

_ <80t 803>
06 08 ) ey
the functions ¢; and ¢, can be found in [42].

As already pointed out in the last section, in the limit of large T', the leading
order of < S >g4-0 subtr vanishes, and the lowest non-vanishing contribution
is of order g§; hence up to next-to-leading order, the second term does not
contribute here. The first term is given by the two vacuum polarization graphs
where the sum over the spatial plaquettes has been inserted into an internal

line. According to the results obtained in the last section, one gets then for the
contribution of the magnetic field energy:

magnetic field energy
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.1
= n- A].lm —= < Ps >qq_0,subt7-
T—oo T

= B ( 15,2 90 In (7.501R> + 2 9 |, go + 802(F)go
F )
~ GF) g6 (C2(G) (0.0231n R +0.058) +0.052 Co(F)) . (4.51)
4R

For the electric field energy, use

< Pt >q1770,subtr (< S >qq 0,subtr — < Ss >q1770,subtr)

@ =

and .
1 -0V
lim — < § > g—0,subt :,B—A
Tso0 T T 0p
Inserting the explicit form of the potential and of < Sy >45-0 subtr, One then
obtains for the contribution of the electric field energy:

electric field energy

. 1
= —-n- Ahm = < P > qq—0,subtr

T—00
= = <90+ o2 6o In (7.501 1) > % 6:190+802(F)go
Oy (F)

Q

yo- (6% + 9Ca(@) (0.0701m B+ 0.141) +0.302 g3 Co(F)) . (4.52)

Finally, for the trace anomaly one can use

2
STl =7 kS

and again

lim & < 8> Tl

] = 7—0,subtr = =

Tosoo T RNV

Then one sees that the contribution of the trace anomaly to the potential is
given by:

trace anomaly

1
= - lim =< T ) > 4G—0.subt
4T—)ooT IZ un( qq—0,subtr

UG (F)Ca(G) g3

9672 4nR
4
~ —0.011C(F)0x(G) -2, (4.53)
4R

Looking at the three contributions (4.52), (4.51) and (4.53), one notices
several things:
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Figure 4.3: Contributions to the potential in NLO, proportional to (Co(F))?,
divided by g§: electric field energy (dashed), magnetic field energy (dot-dashed),
potential(solid)
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Figure 4.4: Contributions to the potential in NLO, proportional to Cs(F)Cs(G),
divided by g§: electric field energy (dashed), magnetic field energy (dot-dashed),
trace anomaly (dotted), potential (solid)

e The contribution from the electric field energy is negative and appears
already in leading order. Both group theoretical factors contribute in
next-to-leading order.

e The contribution from the magnetic field energy is positive and appears
first in next-to-leading order; but even there, only the vacuum polarization
graphs give a non-vanishing contribution. Again, both group theoretical
factors contribute.

e The contribution from the trace anomaly is negative and appears first in
next-to-leading order; it is proportional to Cy(F) - Cy(G).

Comparing the explicit numerical factors which appear in the three con-
tributions, or even better, looking at the plots where the magnitudes of these
terms are displayed (figures 4.3 and 4.4; for the special case of SU(3), see figure
4.5), one additionally sees that the energy in the magnetic fields is smaller than
the one in the electric fields, so that only a part of the electric field energy is
cancelled and the overall contribution of the energy in the fields is negative.
The trace anomaly gives an additional negative contribution, which for large R
is small compared to the energy in the fields. This is in strong contrast with the
situation for a confining potential, discussed in section 1.3.3, where the trace
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anomaly and the energy in the fields both gave exactly equal contributions to
the potential.

4.4 Restriction to a fixed time slice

What remains to be shown is that one can restrict the sum over the plaquettes
to a fixed time slice:

1
Alim — <P >q4—0 = Alim < 'Pt,(t) >qd—0 (4.54)
T—00 T T—00

1
lim = <Ps >g-0 = lm < PL(t) >gq-0, (4.55)
T—oo T T—00

where Pj(t) respectively P.(t) denotes the sum over all plaquettes on the time
slice ¢. Using

1
Pyt P =<8 (4.56)
p
and assuming that
1
lim — <8 >g0= lim < L(t) >4q-0 (4.57)
Tooo T T—o00

(see section 4.4), it suffices to show that the restriction to a fixed time slice
works for the spatial plaquettes; this is equivalent to showing that

1
lim = < S5 >45-0= lim < Lg(t) >¢5-0 - (4.58)
T—o00 T T—00

The left hand side of this equation has already been discussed in section 4.2;
for the right hand side, one gets an analogous expansion:
< Ly >qq-0 = _90 0) @ >conn +90 < L( )S( )w(2) >conn

(S( )) @ > conn +g[) < L( )Sgi‘])r'w( ) >conn

l\Dl'—‘

< L
—90 Lgo)
0 < Lg

O)Sr(ngas @ > conn +90 < Lg )S( )W(Q) >conn

©oo oo
o
w

o e e

Figure 4.5: All contributions to the potential in NLO for SU(3), divided by
gg: electric field energy (dashed), magnetic field energy (dot-dashed), trace
anomaly (dotted), potential (solid)
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—gt < LPw® > 0 +gd < LOSWGO) >
—93 < Lgo)w(4) >conn —93 < Lgl)w(g) >conn
—gé < LgU)W(Z) >conn< w? >0 +O(98)- (4.59)

4.4.1 Leading order

For calculating the correlator < Lgo)w@) >conn, 1t 18 convenient, as usual, first
to look at the insertion of LS’) into an arbitrary line. The result is very similar
to the one obtained when inserting SEO) (4.13); the only difference is that the

fourth component of the momentum is not conserved:

— S 5 174 - UV ¢s
< A4 A (@)L > o= 62B 2m)?0(5+ D) Y 6#%51/' (4.60)
w92 (0 +d)

With this, one gets the following simple result for the correlator with the Wilson
loop in leading order:

S

T ~2 R ] .
= —202(F)C2(G)/ Ip [ du_p —p5 s’ (pali)2)
BZ (2m)* 2m p? (;32-1-(}2) sin®(p3/2)

-sin(paT'/2) sin(quT/2) cos((p + q)4(neq — 1)), (4.61)

where again a Wilson loop lying in the 3-4-plane has been used and n.4 is
the fourth coordinate of the center of the loop. For T — 0o, this correlator
vanishes; for the special choice n.4 = t the correlator vanishes even for every
finite 7', because then the function under the integral is odd.
Thus one sees that in leading order, the restriction to one time slice indeed
works:
lim + < 8 Seq_o= lim < Ly(t) >ag-0 +0(gl). (4.62)

T—oo T T—o00

4.4.2 Next-to-leading order

The relevant graphs for the next order can be found essentially already in
section 4.2.2: the only crucial difference is that in that section, the plaquettes
were summed over all space-time, whereas here they are summed only over
the fized time slice t. Now, as usual, it is convenient to look at the three
different types of graphs seperately. For simplicity, again only the special case
ne4 =t =0 will be treated.

The vacuum polarization graphs

Here one can use arguments very similar to the ones in the sections 4.2.2 and

(0)

3.4.2. First look again at the graphs where L; "’ is inserted into an external line.
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They give a contribution proportional to

%ya;sm%m)m@JW“M%ﬂ”

/ d*p qu4sin2(p3R/2)
(

2 ..
i <H3J ~ ILy(p )) 943D — DjP3 (4.63)
sin(ps) sm(p4) (152 + q4)

Obviously the function under the integral is odd in ¢4 and therefore the integral
vanishes even for every finite 7'. This is in accordance with the results of section
4.2.2, where it was shown that in the limit of large T', the vacuum polarisation

(0)

graphs with an insertion of S5’ into an external line do not contribute.

(0)

Next consider an insertion of Ly

Jj=1

into an internal line and the two graphs

coming from the vertex insertions Lgl) and Lg2) (corresponding to the first two
graphs in figure 3.3, but here only with spatial plaquettes). These give the
following contribution:

dQ4 sin (p3R/2) sin(pyT'/2) sin(qsT/2)
ﬁBZ (152 + 4)

5304 - 5404 636 646 L
= 4.64
sin(pa/2) sin(gg/2) op (D' P4, qa), (.64

2Cy(F

(0)

where IT"s represents the vacuum polarization tensor with Ly
of its internal lines respectively the two contributions with the vertex insertions
Lgl) or Lg2). In the limit 7" — 00, this reduces to:

inserted into one

d3p sin? p3R/2 .
200 S [ 2 IO 1t 0,0, (4.65)
ﬂBZ (p )

Now first look at the gluon tadpole graph. The contribution coming from
this graph is proportional to:

> / G S em s)F,/%D(p,q,r,s)%i—(i;
@(@ﬁ —mm)x, (4.66)

where again the Delta-function coming from the four-gluon vertex has been
extraced explicitly from I". Now split this four-dimensional Delta-function up
into a three-dimensional spatial Delta-function and another for the temporal
components. Additionally, as explained above, it suffices to look at the special
case pg = q4 = O:

d*r d*s e o, (2m)35(7 + 5)
T | g T T A )
/ (2w>4Bé (! e (P )

> TARSP((5,0), (3, 0),7,5)55 (07 = 7pia ) 65
PA
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Carrying out the four s-integrations, using the second and third Delta-function,
gives:

dir J
S [ e 20+ DTS (00 0,007~y 2

T se (4.67)
p’ABZ (TQ)

If one compares this with the result one would have obtained if one would have
inserted the sum over all spatial plaquettes S§°), using (4.13), and then looking
again only at py = ¢4 = 0 (the only important part for 7' — oo), one sees that

one gets exactly the same result, and therefore:

lim < LOw®s® > = lim 1. 50,52 5 (4.68)

T—00 T—o00

holds, if only the insertion into the internal line is considered. But above it

(0

already had been shown that an insertion of Lg into an ezternal line gives for

(0)

T — oo the same result as an insertion of S5 '—therefore the result is finally

(0

that an insertion of L; into any line of the gluon tadpole graph is equivalent

(0)

to an insertion of S5’ in the limit of large T.
(0)

Exactly the same arguments can be made for the graph where L
into any line of the gluon loop graph. There one obtains:

is inserted

lim < L0 ($D)” 5= tim = < SO0 (50)* 5000, (469)

T—00 Tsoo T

So, summarizing, for the vacuum polarization graphs with an insertion, the
result is:

DN | =

T—00

- (_ < LOWDSD 50 + < LOWE)

— < Lgo)w(Z)S(F?])J >conn _ < ( ) ( )Sr(r%()zas >conn>

1 1 2
= lim - — < Sgo)w(Q)S(Q) >conn + < Sgo)w@)— (S(l)) >conn
Tooo 2
- < Sgo)w@)Sgl)g >conn — < SVwP SR > onn >’ (4.70)

where now insertions into all gluon lines are allowed.

What remains are the two additional vacuum polarization graphs, incorpo-
rating Lgl) and Lg2), analogous to the first two graphs in figure 3.3, but with
the sum over the plaquettes restricted to a fizxed time slice. The operators Lgl)
and LgQ) both only contain spatial links, but in the limit of large T, only the
4 — 4—component of the vacuum polarization tensor II contributes - hence the
contributions of these graphs vanish in the limit:

lim < LIVSWy® > 0= lim < LPw® >.0,,=0. (4.71)

T—00 T—o00
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Again that is identical to the results one obtains if one had inserted S; instead
of L, divided by T and taken the limit:

(1) o(1), ,(2) (2), (2)
lim <55 Yoo < 5 “’T Zeonn _ g, (4.72)

T—00 T T—o00

Therefore one sees that for all vacuum polarization graphs, in the limit of
large T', the contributions coming from an insertion of Sy (and dividing by T')
are exactly the same as the contributions coming from an insertion of Lg, so
for these graphs, the restriction to one fixed time slice works.

The spider graphs

In section 4.2.2, it was seen that the two spider graphs do not contribute in the
limit of large T'. Therefore if one calculates them with L, instead of S, their
contributions should also go to zero.

(1)

For the first spider graph, corresponding to < L w® >.onn, One can use
the same argument as in section 4.2.2: L'V contains a (slightly modified) three-
gluon vertex, which connects only gluons with a spatial polarization with each
other, and does not conserve the fourth component of the momentum. Using
Feynman gauge, the polarizations of the gluons at the vertex are the same as
the one on the Wilson loop; and because there is only one spatial direction
available on the Wilson loop, all three gluons meeting at the vertex have the
same polarization. But for three gluons with the same polarization, the three-
gluon vertex vanishes - hence the result is simply:

<ILWw® > =0 (4.73)

S

- and that is equal to the result for < Sgl)w@) >conn- Thus obviously one has

1
lim = < SWw® > = lim < LPw® > 0, . (4.74)
T—oo T T—00

The treatment of the second spider graph is more complicated; it has to be
calculated explicitly. Fortunately one can use the results of section 3.4.2 for
this; using that here only spatial plaquettes are inserted, the formula obtained
there simplifies considerably, so that in the end one gets:

< LO g,

d'p [ d'% [dg . e .
/(271')4 / (2m)4 o sin(p3 12/2) sin(p4T'/2)
BZ BZ “r

159 )2
oy 02N R ) ()8 20 + )
pieene (70 F) + )
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(0T a)a cos(p + k)3/2) (k - ) (2 T ks cos(aa/2R

+24
;52!%2 k +q p+k + p q))

>, (2p + k) jkjks cos(qa/2)

a2 —_\ 2 N2
i (F @) ((7+F) +(=0);

‘sin(k3R/2) sin((p — q)4T/2)
sin(k3/2) sin((p — q)4/2)

cos((p + k)3 R/2) cos(ksT/2)

(2p + k)3 cos(ks /2)k3 — X, (2p + k) ;s cos(ks /2)
i (| i) ((7+5) + (0=0)))
0= 20)scos(ps/2) (F — 13)
iz (F + ) ((ﬁTE)Q ¥ (pfq)i>
sin((k +q — p)aT/2)Or(ps + ks, —k3)
(k+q)acos(p+k)3/2) (7"~ 13)  sin(ksR2/2) sin((k — @)aT/2)

52 (7 + a3) <<ﬁ:ﬁ>2+(l{_\q)2> sin(ka/2) sin((k = q)1/2)

-2

4

-cos((p + k)3 RR/2) cos(k4T/2)] . (4.75)

A careful analysis of the individual terms reveals that for large T, all of them
go to zero, so that one indeed gets:

lim 1. SOM,B) > o= lim < LO§MWG) > o —o. (4.76)

T—o00 T—o0

The graphs with two independent gluon lines

There are again two graphs to consider here: first, the disconnected one, cor-
responding to < Lgo)w@) > conn < w® >0, and second the one containing
w®. But using the results obtained in leading order, where it was shown
that < Lgo)w@) >conn= 0, the disconnected contribution vanishes. In the same
way, one can show that

< L0 > o =0.

For the remaining graphs, it is convenient to distinguish between the following
three classes again, as already in section 4.2.2. The argumentation is also very
similar:
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1. Graphs in which only temporal links of the Wilson loop appear; these
links can not be connected with the spatial plaquettes using the gluon
propagators in Feynman gauge, and therefore their contributions vanish.

2. Graphs in which only spatial links of the Wilson loop appear; these will
be discussed below. The relevant parts of w(* will be denoted by w%}z.
3. Graphs in which temporal as well as spatial links appear - these are the
most complicated ones and will be also discussed below. The relevant
parts of w(*) will be denoted by wg%.
As usual, w™® is split into the parts B to F (part A has already been treated
above), and as usual, w(*F) gives no contribution at all.

Here again the results from section 3.4.2 can be used, but because only
spatial plaquettes are inserted, the formulas simplify considerably. The graphs
of the second category give the following result:
< LG >

™ 22
~ Cy(G)C(F) / d'p / d'k [dg 1 P —p3
2 2m)4 2m)4 21 j2 o (4
BZ (2m) Bz (2m) S Tk p2(p +qZ)
sin?(psR/2) sin®(k3R/2)
sin?(p3/2) sin?(ks/2)

sin((k — p)/2) sin((k + q)aT/2)

+4sin((p + k)4T'/2) sin((q — k)4T/2)OF (ps, k:»] (4.77)

< 0,49 >

_ OQ(F)OQ(G)/ d'p / d'k [dul § - p

2 BZ (27T)4BZ (27T)4—7r 2 i p? (1%2 +§Z)
-sin%l@;T/Z)% cos(paT'/2) cos(qsT'/2) (4.78)
12 (Z1 = 32) [y sk %23@3, —p3) + %ER(Z)&I‘B)]

< LV >

- CQ(F)CQ(G)/ dip / Ak [dp 1§ —
B ( (

4 4 2 20 (2L 4
6 2 2m) 2 2m) J 2m k2 p2 (p +QZ)
. sin(ksR/2 . .
. sin2(k4T/2)% cos(paT'/2) cos(qaT/2)

' [2 (1 = 22)|pyerk, T 2ER(0, —k3) — 2Er(ps — k3, —ps3)

sin(ksR/2) sin?(p3R/2) B sin(p3R/2)
sin(ks/2) sin®(p3/2) sin(p3/2)

Yr(ps, k3)
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sin(ksR/2) B
sin(hg/2) P p3)] (4.79)
< OG0 >
_ G(F)C(Q) / d'p / Ak [dg 1§ —p3
- 1 1 12 o (2 -
6 BZ (2m) BZ (2m) e 2T k2 2 (10 +QZ)
X Lo . sin(k3R/2) [sin(k3R/2) -
-cos(paT/2) cos(quT/2) sin? (k4T /2) s1r(1(l?;3//2)) SII(I(Zg//2))

(4.80)

sin(ksR/2) sin(psR/2) sin((p + k)g,fz/z)]
sin(ks/2) sin(ps/2) sin((p +k)3/2) |

Because of the fast oscillations of the two cosines for 7' — oo, the contributions
of these integrals vanish in the limit of large T'. On the other hand, the graphs
of the third category give:

< LG >
~ _02(G>02(F>/ d'p / Ak [dg 1§ —p3
= I I 2 o (2. -
2 BZ (2m) BZ (2m)* . 2m k2 (p +q§)
sin?(p3R/2) sin? (k4T /2)
sin(p3/2) sin?(ky/2)
< LOLUD >
_ Cz(G)C2(F)/ d'p / Ak [dg 1§ —p3
= I I 20 (2 -
2 Joemt) ent) ez (4 @)

cos(paT'/2) cos(qaT'/2) (4.81)

) T
. lw sin® (k3 R/2) cos (paT /2) cos(q1T /2) Sk (p3, —ps)

sin?(k4/2)
sin? (k4T'/2)
sin?(ky/2)

< L0 >

_ Oy(G)Ou(F) / d'p / Ak [du 1l § -9
- 4 4 79 . ~2 N
6 o (27) 2 (27) J 21 k2 p2 (p +QZ)
_ sin®(kaT/2)
sin?(ky/2)
sin?(k4T'/2)
sin?(k4/2)

sin?(p3 R/2)

sin2(k3R/2) cos (p4T/2) COS((MT/Q)W

] (4.82)

sin’ (ks R/2) cos(psT'/2) cos(qaT/2) Sk (p3, —p3)
; r . sin?(psR
sin? (ks R/2) cos(psT/2) cos(q4T/2)#33/;)]
(4.83)

< IO >

_ 02(G)Cz(F)/ d'p / Ak [dg 1§ — P
7Z ( 7Z (

4 4 2 2 a2 (2L -
6 2m) P 2m) J 2 k2 p2 (p +QZ)
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sin? (k4T'/2)

SRR sin? (ks R/2) cos(paT'/2) cos(qsT/2)R. (4.84)

sin?(kqT'/2)
sin?(k4/2)
a linear dependence on 7T', but the two cosines both give factors of 71, so that
in total all of these integrals go with 7= in the limit and hence vanish. Thus
one gets:

As already pointed out in section 3.4.2, for T' — oo, the factor gives

(0), (4)
lim < LOw® = lim =22 Y > g (4.85)

N S ~
T—00 T—00 T

Taking together all of the results obtained in the last subsections, one sees

that indeed g
. . < > 0i—
lim < Lg >45-0= lim =55 79q0
T—o0 T—o0

(4.86)

is satisfied up to next-to-leading order—up to that order, the restriction to one
fixed time slice works for the spatial plaquettes. Thus the check of the energy
sum rule is now completed.






Chapter 5

Summary

In this work, it was shown that in lattice perturbation theory, both sum rules,
(1.12) and (1.23), hold up to next-to-leading order in the coupling constant.
Additionally, the possibility to restrict the expectation value of the action and
the expectation value of the magnetic field energy to the sum of the plaquettes
on a fixed time slice has been investigated. Two spin-offs of the check were
a proof of the transversality of the gluonic vacuum polarization on the lattice
in leading order and a proof of the gauge invariance of the expectation value
of the Wilson loop up to next-to-leading order. This is not completely obvi-
ous, since gauge transformations on the lattice are implemented via unitary
transformations of the link variables.

The scaling behaviour of the potential which is used in the derivation of the
action sum rule was checked explicitly by using known results for the potential
(30, 39, 34]. The crucial part of this sum rule is the identity (1.7) respectively
(3.5). The perturbative examination of this identity yielded methods and valu-
able results which could be used in the examination of the energy sum rule.

Additionally, it opened up a way to proof the gauge invariance of the ex-
pectation value of the Wilson loop perturbatively up to next-to-leading order.
By expressing this expectation value as a polynomial with respect to the gauge
parameter, it was possible to show that its dependance on the gauge parameter
vanishes in all orders of the gauge parameter and up to next-to-leading order of
the coupling constant. For eliminating the dependance on the gauge parameter
in first order, the action sum rule could be used.

The examination of the restriction of the expectation value of the action
to one fixed time slice (the possibility to replace this expectation value by T
times the expectation value of the Lagrangian, the sum of all plaquettes on a
fixed time slice) turned out to be much more difficult. It was first shown that
this is possible in leading order. For the graphs in next-to-leading order, this
was accomplished for the vacuum polarization graphs, the spider graphs and
some of the graphs with two independent gluon lines; work on the rest is still
in progress. The eight- and nine-dimensional integrals have to be evaluated
numerically, and that requires lots of computer time.

On the other hand, all parts of the energy sum rule were shown to be true up
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to next-to-leading order: first it was checked without the restriction to a fixed
time slice. It was shown that both the expectation value of the magnetic field
energy and the contribution from the trace anomaly vanish in leading order, so
that the only contribution to the potential in that order stems from the energy
in the electric fields.

In next-to-leading order it turned out that the expectation value of the
(euclidean) energy in the magnetic fields receives its only contributions from
the graphs in which the sum over the spatial plaquettes is inserted into internal
lines of the gluonic vacuum polarization. By computing the contributions of
these graphs numerically and examining the two parts of the potential with
different group theoretical factors separately, the validity of the energy sum
rule was confirmed with good numerical accuracy.

For the expectation value of the magnetic energy it was possible to show
that it can be restricted to one fixed time slice. The leading order was again
relatively easy and could be demonstrated and explained explicitly. In the next-
to-leading order, similar arguments as before concerning the expectation value
of the action could be used to take care of the vacuum polarization graphs. The
contributions from the spider graphs and from the graphs with two independent
gluon lines were calculated explicitly and shown to vanish, as expected.

Now the questions which were posed in the introduction can be addressed
using the results obtained in the checks. Unfortunately the conclusions which
were obtained here are not very helpful because they apply only if the coupling
constant is small enough to allow perturbation theory to give sensible results.
In contrast, in real physical systems like mesons, the coupling constant is large
and perturbation theory breaks down. But the proven validity of the sum
rules in the small coupling regime suggests that they are true also in the non-
perturbative region, hence it it still possible to draw some sensible conclusions
from the results.

The first interesting point to notice is that there are cancellations between
the expectation values of the energy in the electric and in the magnetic fields:
the (euclidean) electric field energy is always negative, the magnetic field energy
is positive. This is true for both contributions (with different group theoretical
factors) to the potential. But here the magnitude of the magnetic field energy
is much smaller than the magnitude of the electric field energy, in contrast to
Monte Carlo simulations in the non-perturbative regime where they both have
comparable sizes. Hence the problem of large cancellations between these two
contributions which appears in these simulations does not appear in the weak
coupling limit.

Another result is that the trace anomaly contributes only a very small part
to the potential for large quark-antiquark separations; this is in strong contrast
to the case of a confining potential, where it contributes exactly one half of the
potential energy!

To close, I will give an outlook to the open problems, possible extensions and
future projects. Now that the sum rules have been checked perturbatively in
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the regime of a small coupling constant, one should use Monte Carlo simulations
in order to perform a check in the physical regime of large coupling constant.
There the same questions will be interesting as investigated here: the problem
of cancellations between the contributions from the magnetic and electric field
energies and the contribution of the trace anomaly, which is expected to have the
same magnitude as the energy in the fields in the confining region. Additionally,
a look at the sum rule for the glueball mass would be interesting.

Another promising approach is using a nonperturbative model like the sto-
chastic vacuum model of Dosch and Sominov [43]. A recent calculation of the
quark-antiquark potential in this model and subsequent comparison with the
predictions of the lattice sum rules gave good consistency [44].

On the other hand, one could use the sum rules to check the consistency of
the results obtained in Monte Carlo simulations. One first step in this direction
was done already in [29], where a (corrected) version of Michael’s action sum
rule was used.

A possible extension is the incorporation of dynamical fermions into the
sum rules, so that one could study the effects of string breaking more closely.
Alternatively the sum rules could be investigated for finite temperature, which
should shed some light on the phase transition to the quark-gluon plasma.

Hence there is much potential for future work on the lattice sum rules, and
lots of additional interesting results can be expected.






Appendix A

General SU(N) formulas

A.1 Basics

The Lie group G = SU(N) has N2 — 1 generators. In the fundamental repre-
sentation of the group SU(N), these generators, denoted by T, are given by
hermitian, traceless, complex N X N matrices. They obey the following basic
commutation and anticommutation relations:

(T4, TP = iy fapcT (A1)
C
1 .
{TA,TB} = M(SABde(R) —l—ZdABcTC, (A.2)
C

where d(F) = N is the dimension of the fundamental representation F' and
id 4y denotes the d(F')-dimensional identity matrix. The real numbers f4pc
are called structure constants.

In the adjoint representation, the generators are denoted by ¢t and are given
by complex (N? — 1) x (N? — 1) matrices, whose elements are:

(tA) e = —ifapc. (A.3)

A.2 Traces

For the generators T in any representation R, one always has:
Te(TAT?) = T(R)4P (A.4)

with a constant T'(R) depending on the representation. For the fundamental
representation, T'(R) is simply %; for the adjoint representation, it is N. Using
this and the commutators and anticommutators given above, one gets:

Te(TATP) = %(V‘B (A.5)
1 .
Te(TATPTC) = 7 (dapo +ifapc) (A.6)
1 1
To(TATPTYTP) = ——6apdcp — = Y (faBefepe — dappdepr)
4d(F) P
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i
+3 > (faBedcpr + dasefepE) (A7)
E
Tr(t*t?) = Niag. (A.8)
A.3 Sums
For any representation R, the quadratic Casimir operator Co(R) is defined by
" TATA =: Cy(R)idyr).- (A.9)
A
In the special case of the fundamental representation F', one gets
N? -1
F) = A.10
and for the adjoint representation G:
C>(G) = N. (A.11)
Additionally, the following relation holds for every representation R:
Ca(R)d(R)
T(R) = ——F71— A.12

where d(G) is the dimension of the adjoint representation, which is equal to the
order of the group, i. e. the number of its generators. Hence for SU(N), the
formula gives:
Ty - CoRIR)
N2 -1

This agrees with the results for T'(R) given above for the fundamental as well
as the adjoint representation.

Using the formulas given above and the symmetry respectively anti-sym-
metry of the structure constants and the dspc, the following sums can be
evaluated:

(A.13)

> daap = 0 (A.14)
DZEfA;EfC’DE = C3(G)dac = Néac (A.15)
;dADEfCDE — 0 (A.16)
S dappdens = (40 ~ gz~ C2(0) S0 = X500 (A1)
A;CfABCfABC = (5(G)d(G) = N(N? -1) (A.18)
A%ichBcfABc = 0 (A.19)
A,XB;CdABCdABC’ = d(G) (402(F)—di()—02(c)> _ 13\§N2 4)

(A.20)



Appendix B

Sums along the Wilson Loop

Some sums along the Wilson loop appear so often that it is convenient to
summarize them here.
B.1 Unrestricted sums
The easiest sum is the one which contains only one vector potential:
2.4
R—1 -1

R—1
= Y Aulno+1i)+ > Ay(no + Ra+10) — > Au(no + R+ T — 1j3)
=0 =0

~

=0
-1
Ay(ng + T — D) (B.1)
=0

Insert the Fourier representation for A:

4 . .
Aala) = [ (Z rAa(p)e e (B.2)
T
This yields:
> A
l
d4p ipn ipul+ipu/2 ! ipy R+ipyl+i /2
- Z/—4Aa(p)ep 0 Zepu Puf? 1 G, 37 eiPulttipiltips
a (2m) 1=0 1=0

R—

T-1
Z R—I—zp,,T ippl—ipu /2 _ 5041/ Z eipuT—ip,,l—ip,,/2>

=0

d4p ) zpu -1 zp,, -1 N
e —Aa pno 5& 505 ’LPV,R
zo‘:B/ (2m)4 (p)e ( " 2isin(p,/2) ooy, sin(p,/2) ¢

_ a“LeimRHpuT _ (w& ipy T
—2isin(p,/2) —2isin(p,/2)
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. / d'p Ay ()P0 AR/2+0T[2) l(; _sin(p,1/2) (e 12 — /2
’ sin(p,/2)
e Sln(pVT/2) (efipﬂfz/2 - eip,,R/2)
Sln(pl,/2)

Aa(P)Opa — dva)
_ ip(no+aR/24+0T/2) =
2 2/ 7 sin (puR/2) sin(p,T/2)e™® sin(pa/2)

Using this, one immediately gets:

Z < A Af(z) > (B.4)

- 9 / d4p sin puR/2) Sln(pVT/Q) e (no+pik/2+0T /2—x) 5#6 — 51/,3
p? sin(pg/2)

Z < All l2 0 (B5)

l1,l2

B AB d*p sin (puR/2) sin (p,,T/Z) 1 1
= / ( (sin ( >

+ —
J, @n)t P’ 2(pu/2)  sin®(p,/2)

The last sum is the main ingredient of < w® > and is also crucial for calcu-
lating the vacuum polarization graphs.

B.2 Restricted sums

The following sum appears in w® as well as several times in w® and thus is
needed often:

d'q d'k i(q+k)(no+ak/2+0T/2)
> il = [ Gir [ gy (@) AR
l1 <tz BZ BZ

) { — 20,0y sin((k + q),,T/2)OT(kN, Q)

sin(k,R/2) sin(q,R/2)
sin(ky,/2) sin(q,/2)

sin(k,T'/2) sin(q,R/2)

sin(k, /2) sin(q,/2)

- (cos(q,T/2 = ky2/2) + isin(g,T/2 + k,R/2)) }

+i080 sin((k — Q)VT/Q)

+5,3u v

—{uHV,R(—)TH (B.6)



Appendix C

Some common integrals

In several calculations, integrals of the form

d'p Puby -
| G G (e

appear. All of them can be evaluated exactly, leaving only one constant which
has to be determined numerically up to n = 2, and an additional constant for
n = 3. For convenience, all results here will be given for arbitrary dimension
d as well as for the relevant case d = 4. Hence the denominator is in general
given by:

d
p=>p. (C.2)
un=0
Now first, the three most elementary integrals are:
[k - (©3)
| Gt T
dip 1
— = A 4
é(%)dﬁ? ’ (4
/ @ pu _ (C.5)
| G T " |

the first following from the symmetry of the lattice, the third from the fact
that the integrand is odd, and the second simply being a definition of the one
remaining constant Ag. This constant can be calculated more easily by noting
that the corresponding integral can be rewritten in the following way:

dip 1 o0 dd 3
| G = [ g
s s
BZ P ° Bz
00 ddp d )
= / dt/ Wexp (—4t251n2(pﬂ/2)>
° Bz p=0
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ks d
_ [T dp .2
= /0 dt ( o, ©XP (—4ts1n (p/2))>
x d
— /oo dte—2td (/ d_pe—2tcos(p)>
0 2

L[ _idgd
_ 5/0 dt e T8(), (C.6)

where it has been used that the integral

/ dr et cos(x)

gives 27 times the Bessel function Iy(¢). The remaining one-dimensional integral
can be evaluated using numerical integration routines much more easily than
the original d-dimensional one. In the relevant case d = 4, the explicit result is:

A = 0.154933. (C.7)
From these three elementary integrals, one immediately gets:
d'p P2 1
— = —A,. C.8
| e = a® (€
BZ

The general idea to treat the more complicated integrals can be found in ap-
pendix B of [37]; they can be evaluated using partial integration. For example:

oo [ 0 siiny
(2”)d8pu P2

/ (ddp <cos(pu) B sin(py,) - 4sin(p,/2) cos(pu/2)>

2 2\ p? (p?)?
_ / dip (1—2sin(pu/2)2 B Ssin2(p#/2) COSQ(p”/2)>
2 (2m)4 p? (p?)?
B ddp 1— lﬁQ ;52 — lp4
- Bé (%)d( 7 M) (€9

and therefore, using the elementary integrals mentioned above:

~4
/ddp P, 4-—2d 1
.

i = d Mty (C.10)

Now make again use of the symmetry of the lattice:

L / d'p (p*)*
o, 2m)T (p%)?
d’p P, d* )
— d/ p._r +(d2—d)/ b Pup
BZ

J ent )
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with 4 # v in the second term. This gives:

= Ay for p # v. (C.11)

/ d'p prp,  2d—4
(2m)4 (p%)?  d(d—1)

BZ

Using the same methods, all integrals of the type (C.1) can be evaluated.
The results up to n = 2 are given here:

d'p P, 4—2d 1 2d — 4
L e = T A g g
1 1
= Ouw(—Ao+ Z) +(1- 5W)§A0
4-2d 1 2d — 4
_ Ao+ =)o + 272 A
(g7 Dot ) Mo
4 1 1
= (_§A0+Z)6W/+§A0 (C.12)
— 2
d'q p+a) _ o 1
/(%)d S = <A0—2—d>+1. (C.13)

BZ

For n = 3, one needs an additional constant, which is defined in the following
way:

dip 1
A= (d—4) i (C.14)
Bé (2m) (p2)°

Then one gets the following results:

Bé %% = o (C.15)
oN\2

Bé (ng ((2223 - gt g (C.16)

Bé (;jjf))d g{;i = on + d(dl— 1)A1 for y #v (C.17)
)

[ s
N 2 R

Bé (;liz))d % = on + ﬁﬁl for p#£v  (C.19)

Bé (;lil))d p?;ir;i ~ d{d fdl)_(dG ) S T S(d —y (G20)

for p #v # A
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For d — 4, the additional constant A; can be calculated exactly by extracting
the infrared divergence: The integral

/ dip 1
(2m) (52)°

BZ

is divergent for p — 0. But in that limit, 52 can be replaced by p?:

d

1
(}lin}lm:(}lini(d—z;)/(;l—z)’d?.
— — . s (p)

Additionally, the region of integration can be restricted to a (small) sphere
around the origin:

r dp 1 Q
. T _ a-1_9% 1 _ d_ pd—4
fimy 0= (=) [ e [ = i e

where (24 is the surface of the d-dimensional sphere. Taking the limit and
inserting the explicit value Q4 = 1(2m)2, one finally gets:

lim Al =

d—4 2(2m)?° (C-21)



Appendix D

Fourier transform of the
potential

In section 2.1, the following expression for the quark-antiquark potential in
momentum space was given:

2 a
V(@) = —90;2 ) ou(F)
71'2 A
Lt () [/30 @W ot %) _ALom +R(N)H

In order to get the dependance of the potential on R, one has to perform
a Fourier transformation. In the literature usually only the result is given;
here T explain explicitly how the calculation can be done. The first term is
easy—simply use the residual theorem:

/ L iei(ﬂ:2
(2m)* ¢
1

d3q 1 i B 1 7 1 )
_ : qR _ 1: 2 iqRz
B f}zlg%)/(%r)?’qﬂ—i—oﬂe _f}zlg%) (2%)2/qdq/dxq2+a2e

0 —1

00
_ : 1 q iqR 1 —ar
N (}zlg%) (2m)2%iR / q + a2® dq = (}zlg%) 4nR°
—00
1

In the second term, additional to the pole, there is a branch cut on the
positive imaginary axis because of the logarithm. Thus one has to use a more
complicated path of integration:

i *+5>
/ d*q In (H2)eiq‘-ﬁ ~ lim d*q ln( u? )ezq-ﬁ
(2m)3 @ a,—0/ (2m)3 G2+ o?
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L1 7° ¢ (2B oy
= 1m n (&
a,f—0 (2m)%iR | ¢®+ o? w2 7
—0o0
: 1 q ¢+ B\ ir
= 1 —_— 1 1itd
Py (2m)%iR / ¢+ o? " ( w? c

2 2 .
/ . q . In <q _’;B ) ezquq
7+ a n

a

2, 32
q ¢+ 67\ ir
- /q2—i—a2 ln( 2 )eq dq (D.3)

The first term can again be evaluated using the residual theorem, the second
vanishes, and the third gives a contribution from the discontinuity across the
branch cut:

2
1 2 ZZImln( e ) )
= lim—In|— | — lim kg
ﬁl—% 4T R < ) ,,3—>0( zR / q ¢ 1

Z—E

100

2 1

= lim —1In[% | + lim “IRd
550 4TR (,u2> * 80 27TR 7

1 32 _
_ lew D.4
FL ey < )ﬂho 27TR/ ¢ (D-4)

Now the second term gives a modified Gamma function, which can be evaluated
exactly in the limit 8 — 0:

i o (20 4 r(0, AR)
= 1m ——1Iin lm—
;ﬂ B=027R

1 B2 1
— lim——In (%) - lim—(
P (,ﬂ) tim 5o I(BR) +7)
S 0 et (D.5)

Putting everything together, the potential in coordinate space is given by:

)
V(R) = 4°7TRC(F)
2 2 A
|14 g2(a) lﬁg <1n R + +§;> WJFR(N)H
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