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I propose a simple set of equations for mean-field non-Abelian statics with c-number sources, at general inverse
temperature 3, working from the Euclidean path-integral representation of the Hamiltonian partition function. The
problem of finding the background-field configuration, and the mean-field potential, for point sources can be
reduced to a classical differential equation problem involving a suitably defined thermal effective action functional.
As an application I study the interaction of a pair of static classical sources coupled to a quantized SU(2) gauge field,
using the simplified model defined by keeping only the leading-logarithm renormalization-group improvement to the
local Euclidean action functional. I prove that the mean-field potential in this model grows at least linearly with the
source separation, giving a simple model for bag formation. The use of these methods to construct a leading
approximation to the g7 binding problem in SU(3) quantum chromodynamics is discussed in two appendices.
Appendix A describes the use of color-charge-algebra methods to generate an equivalent classical source problem,
while Appendix B develops the properties of the transformation to a running coupling constant for which the one-
loop renormalization group is exact. As a consistency check, in Appendix C I calculate the total mean-field ground-

state energy, with source kinetic terms included, and show that it has the expected form.

I. EFFECTIVE-ACTION FORMALISM FOR
NON-ABELIAN STATICS

I analyze in this paper the question of calculating
the mean-field potential of classical point sources
coupled to a quantized SU(2) gauge field, at zero
and at finite temperature. This problem is of in-
terest both in itself as a mathematical model, and
because arguments based on the use of color-
charge algebras suggest1 that c-number source
models should give a leading approximation to the
problem of calculating the heavy quark-antiquark
static potential in quantum chromodynamics.

My analysis proceeds from a field-theoretic gen-
eralization of the Euclidean (imaginary-time) ver-
sion of Feynman’s sum: over histories. In poten-
tial scattering in one dimension, with Minkowski
Lagrangian

Lu= 2(3;‘) Vi), (1)

the Euclidean sum over histories reads
(x,’e BH| gy = Nf [dx)e™S . (2)

On the left-hand side of Eq. (2) |x) and |xp are
position eigenstates and H is the Hamiltonian,
while on the right-hand side N is a normalization
constant and S is the Euclidean action

S= f dt[ (d—") +V(x)], (&)

and f [dx] denotes a functional integration over all
paths x(¢) obeying the boundary conditions x(0)

=x;, x(B)=x,. Setting x,=x; and integrating over
initial states gives a formula for the partition func-
tion,

Tr(e_BH)zfdx‘(xile—w]xo

-—Nfdx, I (dx]e™s (4)
X .
where the paths in Eq. (4) now run from x(0) =
back to x(8) =x;. The generalization of Eq. (4) to
a boson field theory containing spin-0 scalar fields
and spin-1 gauge fields, denoted collectively by ¢,
can be written as
¢
Z=Tr(e™® Nfd¢,f d¢] - (5)

On the left-hand side of Eq. (5), H is the Hamil-
tonian operator defined from the stress-energy
tensor

H= fd3x7‘°°, (6)
while on the right, Sz is the Euclidean action

8
s =f a [ axs,, (7)
=) f E

obtained by continuing gy, from -1 to 1 in the gen-
erally covar1ant form of the M1nkowsk1 Lagrangian
dens1ty

£E=_£gencuvl-l=goo~>l. (8)

The trace on the left is understood to be evalu-
ated in any canonical gauge, where the Hilbert
space contains only physical states, while the path
integral on the right again extends over periodic
paths, with ¢(0)=¢(8)=¢,. The following obser-
vation makes the form of Eq. (5) intuitively plausi-
ble: For a field theory of scalars and spin-1 gauge
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fields, the generally covariant Lagrangian density
is linear in gy,

LT =8¢+ L1800 5 (9

with £, 1) independent of gy, whence from Eq. (8)
we have

Lu=L) - L)y, -

(10)
L=—(Ly t L)) .
But forming the Minkowski energy density 7%,
0L
0_ 000 _ u
T=g"fu-2 0800
=(=1)(Lq) = L)) = 28, = £, (11)

we see that it is identical to the Euclidean Lagran-
_gian density £;. Hence, the Euclidean action of
Eq. (7) is a functional representation of the opera-
tor BH, just as in the potential theory case. A de-
tailed justification of Eq. (5) can be obtained by a
transformation from the conventional canonical
formalism given by Bernard.®

I now apply Eq. (5) to an SU(2) gauge theory
(with gauge potential b and electric and magnetic
fields E/ and B’) coupled to a system of massive
sources, and replace the source current density by
its expectation, represented by a time-independent
c-number external source f .- The equilibrium
gauge field can be studied by keeping only the
terms in H and Sz which explicitly depend on the
gauge field variables, while omitting the source
dynamics (hence, H in the following formulas is a
truncated Hamiltonian, and not the Hamiltonian
for a closed system). With this simplification, we
have

> - -~ Sui L .

Z[j,1=Tr(e®) =N fdb,“j_: dlb,le 5e, (12)
Dug
where on the left
11 > = o

H=fd3x(?§(E’~E’+§f-B’)-—b;,'],,) (13)

is an operator, while on the right
? 3 (L1 =y =y oy e
Sg= A at | d’x ?E(E *E'+B/-BY)~b,j,.)
(14)

is a functional. The mean-field potential®® as-
sociated with the static external source distribu-
tion j,=(j, #0, 7, =0), including self-energies, is
defined as

8 Vinean field E< fd3x BO * 6]7))
= Tr(e"’” fd3x50 . Gi))/Tr(e-B") . (15)

Since

fdaxﬁo-ﬁﬂ,:—

we can reexpress the mean-field potential directly
in terms of the partition function®

- b
fd3xajo~——6j, H, (16)
0

1 > b -
6 Vinean ﬁeld=—B‘fd3x5]0' a—;— InZ[j,]

~a% nZz[j,], (17a)

= Vinean field=% {ll’lZ[j;]— an[6]} 3 (17b)
where I have fixed the constant of integration so
that Vimeanniea vanishes for vanishing source density.
The problem of calculating Z[j:] can be further re-
expressed in terms of a classical differential equa-
tion problem involving a classical background field
¢, and a vacuum effective action functional I'(¢, Wl
To do this, we write

Z[j’u]ze-swcj‘“]; ‘ ' (18)

and we introduce the time-independent classical
background field c (x) induced by the time-inde-
pendent external source distribution ]“(x)

- W
“(x)~— éj’“(x)
S R 8 .
=z N f db,, [ “e d[b“](% f dtb“(x))e‘sx
0

buy

(19)
In this notation, the mean-field potential is given
by
V mean tiea = = WIT, 1+ WiG]. (20)

Defining the Legendre-transformed functional
Ic,] by

W =T, - [ @&, -5, (21)
a standard calculation’ shows that
GP{Cu]
= 22
5, (x) =(x) . (22)

Equations (18)—(22) are the principal result of
this section. They show that the mean-field po-
tential, for any inverse temperature 8, can be cal-
culated by solving the classical differential
equation problem of minimizing the functional
T - f d3x , WithT" the thermal effective action
functmnal '3 Tn the limit B -, where I reduces
to the Euclidean vacuum effective action functional,
this minimum problem reproduces the variational
principle of the “Euclidean statics” method which
I have advocated elsewhere,1 but with some signifi-



cant differences in physical interpretation. 10

According to Egs. (28)-(22), the problem of
studying the mechanism for confinement in the
model discussed here can be rephrased in terms of
the following two related questions. )

(1) Is there a physically reasonable class of vacu-
um action functionals for which Egs. (18)-(22) give
a confining potential for static point sources?

This question is answered in the affirmative in the
following section.

(2) Does the exact vacuum action functional cal-
culated from the functional integral of Eq. (20) be-
long to the confining class?

The methods appropriate to studying these ques-
tions are quite different. For a given functional
or class of functionals I, the first question is one
of classical analytic or numerical methods for in-
vestigating partial differential equations. In the
following section, Eq. (22) is investigated analyti-
cally for the leading-logarithm approximation to
the renormalization-group improved local effective
action functional, fc_>_r which I" takes the simple
form T[¢,]=T(E’-E!+ B’: BY); numerical methods

’eeff = £eff(F2) :
L @B B B[, B8+ B0 B
= '2_ (—gz'—— 1 + 'i'bogz ].n —[1.4_

=4b,F? In[F?/(ex?)] ,
Lmin = Lo (k*) = — bk,
4

X

e

’:

=y
o4

8
ax’

= 8 - 1+ - - -
Bi =ikt B—x-*—cl-*.—z—chxcl)’ F:=E!-E/+B/.B',

As has been extensively discussed in the litera-
ture,12 the minimum of £. occurs at the nonzero
field strength F=«k. The source density i is
taken to be a pair of classical sources of equal
magnitude,

o= Q0% (x =~ x0) +@8%(x —x,)
lx1—x2‘ =R, ‘§1| =|Q}| =Q.

In analyzing the model defined by Egs. (18)-(25),
I make the physically plausible technical assump-
tion that it suffices to minimize over potentials ¢, "
for which E?-E7 is axially symmetric around the
line joining the sources.

The variational equations following from Eqs.
(22)-(24) are

(25)

B .

2_ B -4/Gpe _1 1 1 1
=" s bo=gT ClsU@) =77 5,
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of solution applicable to this class of functionals
are currently being developed. L1t The second
question is probably best studied by numerical
Monte Carlo methods for doing the functional in-
tegral. Since confinement is an infrared effect,

it should suffice to establish the properties of I
for slowly varying source currents f « and back-
ground fields c,. In this case, appropriate lattice
transcriptions of the functional integral of Eq. (19)
may give quantitatively accurate estimates of the
behavior of the continuum effective action.

II. A SIMPLE MODEL FOR BAG FORMATION

As an illustration of the formalism developéd in
Sec. I, I analyze the following simple model, ob-
tained by keeping only the leading-logarithm re-
normalization-group improvement® to the local
Euclidean action functional

T[] = [ dx(& - £3), (23)

with

)

(24)

D(eEY) =7, (26a)

€M™ D, (B™) =" x (¢E*), (26b)
(gt Lt 4 2/, 2

e—e(F)—8(%F2)-—Tboln(F/x). (26c)

Acting with D, on Eq. (26b) and using Eq. (26a)
gives the constraint

0=2c"%Jy; (27)
hence, if we write

S =é)c(x), &-é=1, ‘ (28)
we have

&(x1) xQy = E(xp) xQ, =0, (29)
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which implies that

Co(x) + Jolx) = c(x)i(x) , (30)
with either

7(x) = £Q[6%(x — x1) = 6%(x = x)] (31a)
or

7(0) =2Q[6%(x = x1) + 8%(x = x,)] . (31b)

From here on it will be convenient to work in the
gauge with é(x) =2, in which we have

2 - - /
Fu(—jf,—) +AEIxaR+ BB (32)

I now will show that the minimization of W with
respect to the vector potential ¢/ can be carried
out explicitly, with the result

x?’in w=Wlel= f dsx{.éen[(ffj')z] = C(x)j(x)} ,
Fur [(:—;,—)2] =0 for <ff,—)2 si, (33)
af(5r) ]2 (357 ]

- &5 for (-:—;,—)2 >,

To prove Eq. (33), we note that £ (F2) - Ler(k?) is
a monotonic decreasing function of its argument
for 0 < F* <%, and is a monotonic increasing func-
tion of its argument for k? <F?. Hence, W is min-
imized by the following choice of vector potential,
=25%alp,2), p=(+y)'?,

]
alp, z) =f0 dp’ Alp’, 2),

ad ) T

271/2 2
, ac dc
Alp’, z) :[KZ —<_8x’ ) ] , where (—ax’ ) <g?,

which gives (with ¢’ the azimuthal unit vector)

: o \? (34)
A(p’,2)=0, where <_c_> 2

cix2=0,

Bi=-2¢'A(p, 2) =

ac
Fl= max[(‘—ax, ) , KZ] ,

and from which Eq. (33) immediately follows.
(Note that it is at this point in the argument where
the axial symmetry assumption has been used.)
What is happening is that wherever the color-elec-
tric field is less than x in magnitude, a color-mag-
netic field fills in to bring the total squared field
strength up to the value «* at which £, is mini-
mized.

(35)

We are now left with the purely Abelian problem
of minimizing W[c], to which we apply simple flux
conservation estimates introduced by ’t Hooft. '3
Varying W, we get the flux conservation equation

) N
W‘D'=](x) )

Pyl (36)

with

- {e(E’E’) where E‘E!=«?,

€= (37

0 where E'E!<y?,
Evidently, wherever the E field strength is less
than x, the D field vanishes. This fact can be
exploited to get a lower bound on Vmesnfield and an
upper bound on W, which by Egs. (33), (36), and
(37) can be rewritten as

Wat equilibrium = f dax[f'eff(E!Ej) - E!Dj] ) (3 8)
D>0

with the integral extending only over the region
where D’ is nonvanishing. Dividing the integrand
of Eq. (38) by D=(D’D)'"?, we get

D EID! - Egl=k[1u+ 1 Au)] (39)
with'¢ (in the domain where D> 0)
u=(EEN? k=1,

ut -1
u Inu?

(40)

=1,

fl)=

To turn Eq. (38) into a meaningful inequality, it
is necessary to exclude the divergent self-energies
of the charges by defining W7 to be the contribution
to Eq. (38) coming from the exterior of small
spheres of radius 7 centered on the charges. We
then get

wrs kI,
V fean fietld > KI7, (41)
D>0
I"= fd3xD, A =domain ,x—x1| =y
A
lx - X | BN

The final step of the argument is to write d°x
=dldA with [ the length along the flux lines of D’
and dA an element of area perpendicular to the
flux lines. Denoting the flux by &, we have

dAD=d|e|>d®,
(42)
[@xD> [ a8 1®)> & b
A A

with I, the length of the shortest flux line. For
the charge orientations of Eq. (31b), where the
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flux lines terminate at infinity, we have

‘bmt=2Q, (43)

Imin=10,

and I is infinite.!® For the charge orientations of
Eq. (31a), the flux lines run from the positive to
the negative charge, giving

@0t =@,

Imin =R =27,

W< -kQ(R-2),

14 = kQ(R - 27),

(44)

r:ean field
which proves that the mean-field potential in-
creases at least linearly for large RB. In the limit
of small R, a simple calculation shows that

Q° o

47R 1+b,g* In(1/Rp) ’

(45)

as expected from a leading-logarithm renormaliza-
tion-group improved formalism. Hence, the sim-
ple model of Eqs. (18)—(25) interpolates smoothly
between asymptotically free behavior at small
source separations, and “baglike,”!® confining be-
havior at large separations. The above analysis
readily generalizes to the full renormalization-
group improved local effective action functional,®
provided that the effective action minimum remains
at nonzero Euclidean field strength «.!" More gen-
erally, the results obtained above support the con-
jecture that a bag will form for large source sepa-
rations, irrespective of the functional form of
1"[5“], whenever the minimum of T" occurs at po-
tentials 5“ with nonvanishing mean-square field
strength.

V mean field — S€lf-energies =~ —
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APPENDIX A: CONNECTION WITH SU(3)
QUANTUM CHROMODYNAMICS

I briefly describe in this appendix how the meth-
ods of the text, together with the color-charge-

algebra analysis of Ref. 1, can be applied to give
a leading approximation to the ¢gq binding problem
in SU; quantum chromodynamics (QCD). In the
static quark limit,! the gluon source current for
the gq binding problem in QCD is

i*=0,
A =QA6%(x ~ xy) + Q6% (x — x3)

with @4 and @F the quark and antiquark color-
charge matrices. As discussed in Ref. 1, the
gluon source current is now a 9 X9 matrix opera~-
tor acting on the nine-dimensional Hilbert space
spanned by the g, g color states. The analysis of
Sec. I can be extended to this case by including a
factor %trq tr; in all formulas and symmetrizing
all inner products, so that Eq. (12) becomes

Z[jA]1=1% tr tr;Tr g,u(m(e_s")

A

bug -
=N§tratr,(fdb;}, ];A“ dlbAle SE), (A2)

ri

where on the left

(A1)

H= f d:’x[% %(E“E“" +BAip4)
g

1
~jotit+ o) (4)

is an operator in the product of the g, g and gluon
Hilbert spaces, while on the right

8
Sp= f dat f d3x[—17 l(EA’EAHBMBM)
0 g 2

1
-0kt itt)] (a0

is a functional in its dependence on the gluon vari-
ables, but is still a matrix operator in the finite
dimensional ¢, 7 color Hilbert space.'® Using
cyclic invariance of the trace, the steps leading to
Eqgs. (18)-(22) go through just as before, giving

Zljl= v, | (a5)
V mean field = — W[fﬁ] + W[OA] ’ (AG)

sWljal= =% tr, tr; ( J' d3xcﬁ(x)5jﬁ(x)), (A7)

wljal=rlcd]- §tr, tr; U d3xcﬁ(x)j2(x)) , (A8)

6T[chl=§ tr tr; ( f d’x 5c,’i(x)j;3(x)> . (A9)

Note that Eq. (A7) defines c* to be a potential
which, like the source current jﬁ, is matrix valued
in the nine-dimensional gq Hilbert space. To con-
struct a QCD analog of the analysis of Sec. II, we
must calculate a leading approximation to the ef-
fective action. In the classical limit, the effec-
tive action density is given by!®
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1
£cl=gF2,

Fl=1ttr, tr;(E4/E4! + BAIBY),

9
Aj_ -2 LAV opA(L§ 0
E g7 € iP{(ci,c"), (A10)

9
BA! —edrf
N P

At —ZEP?(Ck, C')) ’
Pi(u,v) = !Z“fABc(quc +0%5) .

The renormalization-group improvement of Eq.
(A10) is obtained by taking g° to be a running-coup-
ling function of the argument g?£,, giving, in lead-
ing-logarithm approximation (cf. remarks in
Ref. 28),

Tleul= f B[ L4g(F?) = £0(k)], (A11)

4
£ (F) = 36, F In(F?/ei?), %=+t /00",
€ (A12)
1
by= 87 - 3 Cz[SU(3)]—-

To carry out the remainder of the analysis of
Sec. II, we must reexpress Eqs. (A8)—(A12) in
terms of number valued, as opposed to matrix
valued, source density and gluon variables. To do
this, let us recall® that the qq color-charge alge-
bra is spanned by a basis wf,. . . , wf, which
satisfies the SU(2) x U(1) outer product algebra

Wy, ¥,8,t=1,2,3

1
(w,, ’M)s) =iy 2 rs

, (A13)
P/w,, 74{4) =0,

is orthonormal in the color-trace inner product,
Ftr trs(wiwd) =46, (A14)

and over which the quark and antiquark color
charges have the expansions
V5
Qg =%wf tuf +—uf,
(A15)
V5
QF =Fwl —wi -5~ wf.
[As a check, we note that + tr, tr;(Q2Q%) = (8/27)
x(18/4)=4/3.]
Expandmg Q% Q%,74,ch, E*, and B* over the
basis w,, with c-number coefficients, reduces the
variational problem

6T[ch] - 5 tr, tr;( f d*x 5cﬁ(x)j;:(x)) =0 (A16)

to a classical SU(2) x U(1) problem, analogous to
that discussed in Sec. II. According to Eq. (A15),
the U(1) effective g and g charges are opposite in

QA
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sign, while the SU(2) effective charges have equal
magnitudes. ‘Hence, the quark and antiquark ef-
fective charges can be made antiparallel by an
SU(2) gauge transformation,20 leading to a solution
with the same form as that obtained from Eq. (31a)
in Sec. II, apart from the substitutions®!?*

Q- (%‘)1/2 ’
1 (A17)

bo~ 81r

APPENDIX B: TRANSFORMATION OF THE
RUNNING COUPLING CONSTANT TO EXACT
LEADING-LOGARITHM FORM

As already noted, the argument given in the text
for a confining mean-field potential generalizes to
the full renormalization-group improved local-ef-
fective-action functional, provided that the effec-
tive-action minimum remains at nonzero Eucli-
dean field strength. When expressed in terms of
the B function, this condition translates® into the
requirement that the integral

” _dg’_ Bl)
B(g") (

should be convergent at its upper limit. Assuming
convergence of the integral in Eq. (B1), I show in
this appendix that one can make a nonanalytic
transformation to a new running coupling constant
gr for which the one-loop renormalization-group
structure is exact. The transformation is simply
(with ay =g§3, a =g2)

1 1 ® da’

— =-xb = B2

og 7 09 A B(a/) ’ ( )
where B= gB has the power-series expansion [with
the coefficients given for SU(3) QCD with N, light
quark flavors?®]

Bla)=~[7 bya® +b,a° + O(a*)],

' (B3)
b~i—(11~2N) b—l (51 - 42N
0"‘87’,2 FiNgl 1"‘2( 2)2 .

Substituting the expansion of Eq. (B3) into Eq.
(B2), we learn that for small running coupling con-
stant,

agp=a-qd*(Ina+const)++-+, g= i—b]“ (B4)

0

and so &g ~0 when @ —-~0. On the other hand, the
convergence of Eq. (B1) implies that

lm [ 22

o732 ), Bla’)
and 80 o, - a8 ¢ — . Hence the transformation of
Eq. (B2) gives anonsingular mapping from the half

=0, (B5)



23 EFFECTIVE-ACTION APPROACH TO MEAN-FIELD... 2911

(B2) gives a nonsingular mapping from the half
line 0 < a <« to the half line 0 < @z <w., The re-
normalization-group structure in the new variable
@y is determined by Bg(az), given by

Brla) =A(@) 228 _ F(a)(-at) 228

=-3byag’, (B6)

and so has exactly one-loop form.
A particularly interesting case of Eq. (B2) is ob-
tained when B(@) terminates at two- loop order,

E(a).:-('if baa2+b1as)’ (B7)

a situation which can a.lwa.ys24 be achieved [pro-
vided Eq. (B1) converges®®] by an analytic trans-
formation of the running coupling constant li.e.,
by a rearrangement of the perturbation series
which does not introduce coupling-constant logari-

thms]. In this case, Eq. (B2) can be explicitly
integrated to give the transformation

1 1 1

g =53 a[ln( >+ In(1 +aa)] (38)

which for small ga can be developed into a series
expansion

al—R=lz—a1n( ) E(“") (B9)

The series of Eq. (B9) can be inverted by sub-
stituting

a=ay(l+agf), (B10)
which after some algebra gives

__Z (-f)"aR'"l + aln(a(!R) - az ——E‘L—

n=1

(maag)"(1 + agf)"
+a§: R (B11)
Substituting
f=i by, (B12)

into Eq. (B10), and equating the coefficients of like
powers of ap, gives explicit expressions for the
coefficients f, as polynomials in In(aag),

fo=aln(aag),
f1=f0 +af0—a,. PO (B13)

Hence, starting from any convenient calculation-
al scheme (for example, minimal subtraction in
dimensional regularization), the QCD perturbation
series can be reexpressed in terms of ay by a
two-step transformation: First, one transforms
to a running coupling constant for which B(a) is
given by Eq. (B7), and then one substitutes the

inverse transformation given by Eqs. (B10)-(B13),
yielding a series expansion in powers of &y and
In(qag).? In this series, the terms of order af
contain only powers 0,1,. . ., n—1 of In(aag).

An important property of the one-loop running
coupling @y is that it simultaneously maximizes
the domains of analyticity of the renormalization-
group improved local effective action .SS,,(FZ) and
of the B function 8(a@). For a general running coup-
ling a(¢), the renormalization-group improved lo-
cal effective action density is given by’

1 F*
2 o) (B14)

t=4In(F*/ex?) .

m(FZ) =

Substituting the one-loop running coupling ag,
1

a:(—t)— =Dbyt (B15) .
gives
L00 f(FY) =+ by F* In(F*/ex?), (B16)

as used in Eq. (23) of the text. As a function of
complex F 2, Eq. (B16) is analytic apart from a
cut in the F? plane running along the negative real
axis from F?=0 to FZ=—w, Such a timelike cut
is expected from unitarity, and so £,z has the
maximum allowed analyticity domain in F¥, To
study the analyticity properties of the general
L,0e(F?), let us calculate the derivative

—1—+1d(1) (B17)

LalF)=5 3y * 5 7 a@

d(F2

From Egs. (B2) and (B15), we get

a(1\_FR
dt (a(t)) -za" (B18)
and so
d_ 1 1 1 Be@)
2 Sl FI=5 0 " 4 e (B19)

We have seen above that at the spacelike F?
where ¢ vanishes, both oy and o become infinite.
Hence, d&,.(F?)/d(F?) is singular at spacelike F*
unless B(a)/a? is bounded as & becomes infinite.
This is possible with B(a) an entire function [which
corresponds to the maximum allowed analyticity
domain for the function B(a)] only if B(a)/a? is a
constant. Hence, the one-loop running coupling
gives the maximal analytic extension of the renor-
malization-group substructure of QCD.?*" This re-
sult suggests that the one-loop model of Sec. II
may give a universal, -leading, semiclassical ap-
proximation to the confinement problem. 28
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APPENDIX C: TOTAL GROUND-STATE ENERGY

As a consistency check on the formalism of Sec.
I, I show here that when source kinetic terms are
included, the ground-state expectation of the total
Hamiltonian for a system of two well-localized
sources, in mean-field approximation, is

(O|H 7|0} = V pean et (¥1, %2) + recoil terms + constant .
(c1)

To most simply parallel the discussion of the text,
I consider only the case of massive distinguishable
fermion sources, with classical?® SU, charges, for
which H; has the form

HT=fd3xT°°=3c + 50

(s (L1 "J."1+"1."/_*.*)
Jy= lP;Q.ﬂlh + 9JQu0s 5

Son= [ &x@liogd + liogtn)

Taking the ground-state expectation of Eq. (C2), ’

we have
(0| Hz| 0y =(0]3e] 0) +(0] 3y, |0 . (C3)

To apply mean-field theory, one assumes a Har-
tree factorization of the ground state (g =gluon,
s =source)

"O> = , 0>g| O>s (C4)
with
x<0|0>1=s<0|-f)>s=1’ R R (C5)
(0] 0| 0 =Q18%(x — %) + Q8% (x = x2) =7y .
Hence, for (0]3c|0) we get
©|seloy=,(0|H|0),,
(ce)

H:fd3x<§2—-21‘(§’~ﬁ’+§’-§’)—50-i)),

which involves the truncated Hamiltonian intro-
duced in Sec. I. Since in the limit 8-« only the

0, Vimean fiewd (%1, x2) = f dPx Colx) * 615,153(96- x1)

ground state contributes to the partition function,
from Eqs. (12), (18), and (20) of the text and Eq.
(C6) we learn that

(0|s¢e|oy =WIjy) = = V mean iea(x1, %) + constant . (C7)

To evaluate the second term in'Eq. (C3), we use
the source field equations of motion

i99 = Q131 - By(x) + recoil terms,,

- (C8)
i9ydy = Qafy - by(x) + recoil terms, ,
which, together with Eqs. (C4) and (C5), give
056 |00 = 0] [ ExBa) T, (C9)

The right-hand side of Eq. (C9) can be reexpressed
in terms of the 8 — « limit of the partition function
and then further rewritten using Eq. (19) of the
text, giving

(] f d®xBy * Jo(x) | 0),=1im l(a— an[Aﬂ,]) '
£ 4 I R B 2N A=l

(C10a)

= f d®x Co(x) +o(x) . (C10D)
Hence, we have

(0| 3Cin | Oy = Colx1) - Qg + Colaa) - Qs (c11)

and we can complete the proof of Eq. (C1) by show-
ing that

(C12a)
(C12Db)

Co(#1) * Q1 = V mean rieta(x1, x3) + constant,
Co(%2) * Q2= V mean fieta(%1, %) + constant .

To prove Eq. (C12a), let us write ¢y(x) in the
form

Co(x) = &*(x, 21, %) + 2 (x, x1) (C13)
with ¢(2 chosen so that ¢i’ is regular near x=x;
and satisfies

0,5 519 0. (c1

Using Eq. (15) of the text, in the B — limit, we
get

- f d3x Eé‘“(x, X1 xz) '615x153(x— xl) + f dax Eém(x, x1) '615,‘153(36— xi) . . (C15)

The first term on the right of Eq. (C15) can be rewritten, by use of Eq. (C14), as

5x1fd3x€ém(x, X1, xg)-§153(x—x1)—fd?’x[ﬁxlaé‘“(x, x15 xz)]-6163(x—x1)=5,1[66‘“(x1, x1, %) *Qq),  (C16)
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while the second term on the right of Eq. (C15) is
independent of x,. Hence, Eq. (C15) implies

Vmean field (JC1, xz) - 61 M Eo(."ﬂ) = Vt(x1) + Vz(xz) ’ (C17)

with V; independent of x; and V, independent of x;.
But since translational, rotational, and local SU,
gauge invariance imply that both terms on the left-
hand side of Eq. (C17) depend only on the relative
distance x;—x; , the terms V,; and V, on the right
must be constants, proving Eq. (C12a). A similar
proof, using 6,,, gives Eq. (C12b).

According to Egs. (C11) and (C12), a consistent
mean-field approximation to the source wave equa-
tions is given by

i85 = Cy(x1) - @y + recoil terms
= [V mean fieta(1, %) + constant]y; + recoil terms,

9y = Co(xz) - Qaihy + recoil terms
= [V smean tieta(1, x2) + constant]y, + recoil terms .
(C18)

These are just the usual one-body wave equations
obtained from the potential theory of two sources,
interacting through a potential Vmean fieia(%1, %), in
the limit that the sources are well localized.
Hence, the formalism of Sec. I reproduces all of
the expected potential theory results. *

IR. Giles and L. McLerran, Phys. Lett. 79B, 447 (1978);
S. L. Adler, Phys. Rev, D 17, 3212 (1978); S. L. Ad-
ler, ibid. 20, 3273 (1979). For a review, see S. L.
Adler, in The High Enevgy Limit, proceedings of the
of the 18th International School of Subnuclear Physics,
“Ettore Majorana”, edited by A. Zichichi (Plenum,
New York, to be published). Further references are
given here. [In QCD, the quantized gauge field is the
underlying SU(3) gauge field, while the effective c-
number sources lie in an unquantized, overlying SU(2)
x U(1) gauge field. See Appendix A for a detailed dis-
cussion.]

% define £5"° to be a scalar, so that

SM=/ d“x ‘/-:g—sf’encov.

3C. W. Bernard, Phys. Rev.D 9, 3312 (1974). I thank
L. Dolan for bringing this reference to my attention,
For a discussion of the generalization of Eq. (5) to the
case when fermions are present, see D. J. Gross,

R. D. Pisarski, and L. G. Yaffe, Rev. Mod. Phys. 53,
43 (1981). Equations (12)—(14) remain valid for mas-
sive fermion sources at rest.

“The functional measure in Eq. (12) is understood to in-
clude the exponential of the gauge-fixing term, and
the compensating Faddeev-Popov determinant (which
can be represented as an additional functional integral
over ghost fields). When the kinetic terms and func—
tional integrals for the source fields producing j Jy are
included, Sy is properly gauge invariant, justifying
use of the Faddeev-Popov functional measure. In the
situation studied in this paper, where the only sources
present are infinitely massive sources at rest, the
source current can always be made time independent
by an appropriate time-dependent gauge transforma-
tion. In such static-source gauges, the source func- -
tional integral can be omitted, leaving the expression

_for the partition function given in Egs. (12)~(14), with
J?u = (]?0;‘ 0, i- =0) and with .To time independent. The
static-source formalism is no longer invariant under
all gauge transformations, but remains invariant under
the subclass of time-independent gauge transforma-
tions. Since in a stationary state we have d(bj Y/dt
=d&;/dt =0, we are assured that the mean-field po-

tential can be calculated from the expectation of the
scalar potential (by) =§&,.

5In a linear system the incremental potential 6V mean ricid
can be defined as either (fd3x50 - 530y, Which gives the
mean energy change when an increment in source den-
51ty 83, is brought in from infinity, or as (6fd3 1§ . Bi/
g ), but in general these expressions are not equiv-
alent: only the former can be used for nonlinear
systems and is renormalization group invariant. When
we study the nonrelativistic motion of the sources, the
leading coupling of the sources to the gluon field in-
volves only the values of f)o at the source positions.
Hence, an average potential calculated from ( f d’x b,
-0 30) is the correct starting point for a mean field,
potential theory analysis of the source motion. See
Appendix C for further details.

fFrom Eq. (17) we can see that the zero temperature
(B — =) mean-field potential is nof the same as the
static potential calculated from the Wilson loop, which
in the notation used here is

Vsaiic = 1im {wii5) - wio.

The physical interpretation of V. is that it is the
ground-state eigenenergy of a static qg system. [See,
for example, the derivation of the Wilson-loop formu-
la given by L. S. Brown and W, I. Weisberger, Phys.
Rev. D 20, 3239 (1979).] Since eigenenergies are de-
fined only by continuation back to Minkowski space-
time, it is not surprising that an imaginary source
occurs when we formally represent Vsuiic by a Eu-
clidean path integral. The motivation for introducing
Vimean field 18 that it can be calculated strictly within the
Euclidean formalism. In a perturbatlon expansion in
the external source strength ]p, the mean- ~field and
Wilson-loop potentials agree in order ( ]u) , but differ
beyond this order. In the Abeha.n case, there are no
terms of higher order than ( ]") , and so the two form-
alisms give the same static potential., In the non-Abel-
ian case, the formalisms are inequivalent, and give
different formulations of the confinement problem. It
appears that the simple effective action approach to
confinement developed in this paper can be obtained
only by using a mean value formalism. I wish to thank
R. F. Dashen for several discussions of these points,
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(See also Appendix C and Ref. 30 below.)

E. S. Abers and B. W. Lee, Phys. Rep. 9C, 1 (1973).

8since T is not gauge invariant, the gauge-fixing condi-
tions used in solving for 6,1 must be chosen to be com-~
patible with the gauge noninvariance of T,

9The use of an effective action in this context was first
suggested by H. Pagels and E. Tomboulis, Nucl, Phys.
B143, 485 (1978).

10 particular, Eu is not to be used as Minkowski space
Cauchy data and time evolved, as was implied in Ref.
1. In canonical gauges, the physical interpretation of
¢, is that it is the expectation of Bu , and is Minkowski
time independent. Also, in Ref. 1 I used the incorrect,
renormalization-group noninvariant formula for the
potential (see Ref. 5 above).

115, 1,. Adler and T. Piran, in High Energy Physics—
1980, proceedings of the XXth International Conference,
Madison, Wisconsin, edited by L. Durand and L. G.
Pondrom (AIP, New York, 1981), p. 958.

121, A. Batalin, S. G. Matinyan, and G. K. Savvidi, Yad.
Fiz. 26, 407 (1977) [Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 26, 214 (1977)];
G. K. Savvidy, Phys. Lett. 71B, 133 (1977); H. Pagels
and E. Tomboulis, Ref.9. See J. Ambjorn and P, Ole-
sen, Nucl, Phys., B170, 60 (1980) for a discussion of
corrections to the local effective action approximation,
and extensive references. Many of these references
consider only constant color fields, which has tended
to obscure the fact that the gauge theory vacuum lead-
ing to the effective action of Eq. (23) is Lorentz in-
variant, with O] 5¥|0y=©|E’]0y=(0|B?(0)=0 in the
absence of sources. The vanishing of these expecta-
tions is reflected in the fact that the minimization of
IN| Eu] of Eq. (23) leads to a partially indeterminate
variational problem, solved by any random color-elec-
tric and magnetic fields E/ and B satisfying E/ - E/
+BI.BI =%, When sources are added, the variational
problem of Eq. (22) is fully determinate only in the in-
terior of the “bag”, where D > 0, but remains parti-
ally indeterminate (in the sense described above) in
the exterior region where D =0, As a result, one
cannot argue that there are nonvanishing gluon gauge
potential or gauge field vacuum expectations by con-
sidering the limit of the exterior solution as a weak
source is turned off; this line of reasoning applies only
when the variational problem in the presence of sources
is fully determinate in all of space. ‘

13G., °’t Hooft, in Recent Progvess in Lagvangian Field
Theory and Applications, proceedings of the Marseilles
Colloquium, 1974, edited by C. P. Korthes-Altes et
al. (Centre de Physique Theorique, Marseilles, 1975).

Uro provef(u) =1, lety=f—1, ¢=2/(x Inu?. Asimple
calculation shows that y satisfies the differential equa-
tion

dy u —1)°
+ oy = .
au oY Lr—-lgu nu >0 for u>1

Integrating up from « =1 (where y =0), this implies
that ¢ is positive for » > 1.

1511 this case, one camnot neglect the surface term (as
was done in the text) in the integration by parts leading
from Eq. (33) to Eq. (38) but rather, one must work
directly from Eq. (33). For the charge orientations of
Eq. (31b), simple estimates (see H. Pagels and
E. Tomboulis, Ref. 9) show that W has a positive in-
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finite infrared divergence at equilibrium, correspond-
ing to a vanishing partition function Z. Hence, the
configuration with nonvanishing color flux at infinity is
automatically excluded from the physical spectrum.,
Note that when the correspondence with QCD is made
as in Appendix A, charge-conjugation symmetry or
permutation symmetry will select either the effective
charge orientations of Eq. (31a) or those of Eq. (31b),
but not both, In the g7 problem, the averaged poten-
tials c'f are charge-conjugation odd, selecting Eq.
(31a). For the gq sector, the averaged potentials ¢ ;}
are symmetric under permutation of the sources, se-
lecting Eq. (31b), and giving a vanishing partition func-
tion contribution. This is the expected result for a
system which cannot be in a color singlet state.
165, Chodos, R. L. Jaffe, K. Johnson, C. B. Thorn, and
V. F. Weisskopf, Phys. Rev. D 9, 3471 (1974).
117¢ £ attains its minimum at F=0, and vanishes there
as F%, a simple estimate shows that the asymptotic
behavior of the potential is V mean fiela ~R(%=3/@=1)
This confines for o > 3, but gives a linear potential
only in the limit o —~ <, (See H. Pagels and E. Tom-~
boulis, Ref. 9.)
T am assuming a standard canonical quantization, in
which only the constrained components of b;f are ma-
trix valued. Hence, the differentials d bl‘f‘ and d [b ;}]
in Eq. (A2) are ordinary numbers. The assumption
of canonical quantization is consistent with the conclu-
sion reached at the end of the analysis, that the mean
matrix-valued potential cf} is Abelian apart from a
time-independent gauge transformation. This means

* that cf' is nonzero, while ¢/ contains only a single

spatial degree of freedom. The two spatial degrees of
freedom in b;‘ which are orthogonal to cj‘ can then be
canonically quantized by the standard Dirac bracket
procedure. For example, taking the ¢ and g to lie on
the z axis, the gauge transformation rotating the g
effective charge to be antiparallel to the g effective
charge can be chosen to depend on z only, giving cf,
cf=0, but ¢2 , =0. This matrix-valued structure in
the potentials is compatible with axial-gauge quantiza-
tion,

BThe classical limit of the effective action can be read
off from Eq. (A2) by approximating e~SE by

e'szl—SE,

and so is given by the field-strength terms in Eq. (A4),
acted on by the quark color trace% tr, try. :

@color-charge-algebra solutions of this form have been
discussed by I. Bender, D, Gromes, and H. J. Rothe,

Z, Phys,. 5C, 151 (1980).

2111 the formulation of Ref. 1, there arose the issue of
how to fix the integration constants K;, in the La-
grangian for the overlying algebra. The present analy-
sis corresponds to taking the K, ’s all equal, which
differs from the rule which I had originally postulated.

2The effective Lagrangian analysis of the ¢q7 binding’
problem has the following Feynman diagram interpre-
tation: Working in Coulomb gauge, the effective La-
grangian for the Coulomb gluons arises from Feynman
diagrams which may be characterized as a central
“blob, ”” containing one or more closed gluon loops,
from which n =2 Coulomb gluons emerge. The effec-
tive Lagrangian contribution to ¢4 binding is obtained



by stringing such “blobs” between ¢ and g lines,
attaching each emerging Coulomb gluon to either the g
or the g line, This procedure yields the usual re-
normalization-group improved one-Coulomb-gluon ex-
change graph, and its nonlinear generalizations, which
are responsible for the weak field-strength modifica-
tion in the effective action which leads to confinement.

%previously in this paper, T have taken N, to be 0.

%3, ’t Hooft, in The Whys of Subnuclear Physics, pro-
ceedings of the International School of Subnuclear
Physics, Erice, 1977, edited by A. Zichichi (Plenum,
New York, 1979), pp. 943-971. ’t Hooft restricts his
discussion to the case of analytic running coupling
constant transformations. Nonanalytic transforma-
tions similar to those of Eq. (B8) have been recently
investigated by Y. Frishman, R. Horsely, and
U. Wolff, Phys. Lett. (to be published) and Weizmann
Institute report (unpublished).

%N. N. Khuri and O. A. McBryan, Phys. Rev. D 20, 881
1979). :

%similar coupling-constant logarithms have been found
in three-dimensional QCD (which is related to the
behavior of the four-dimensional theory at high-
temperature phase transitions) by R. Jackiw and
S. Templeton, Phys. Rev. D 23, 2291 (1981), and in
chiral perturbation theory by H. Pagels, Phys. Rep.
16C, 219 (1975). In using the modified expansion to
evaluate Euclidean Green’s functions, it may be im-
portant to keep the —i€ in the Feynman denominators
even after continuation to the Euclidean section. This
gives a definite prescription for circling the spacelike
pole in oy and chooses a definite branch of the space-
like cut in Inay. The rearranged power series will in
general contain imaginary contributions to the Euclid-

.ean Green’s functions in each order, but (under the
conventional assumption that the Euclidean Green’s
functions in QCD are real) these will cancel when the
entire series is summed., Hopefully, the rearranged
series will give real contributions to the Euclidean
Green’s functions which converge fast enough to give
useful estimates (as, for example, is the case in the
Wilson-Fisher expansion in critical phenomena when
applied in 3 or 2 dimensions). Good convergence of the
rearranged series would be an indication that the infra-
red behavior of QCD is effectively controlled by a weak
coupling regime.

Y There appears to be a close analogy between trans-
formations of the radial coordinate in the theory of
Schwarzschild black holes in general relativity, and
transformations of the running coupling constant in
QCD, with the concept of maximal analytic extension
playing a key role in both cases. In both theories the
natural coordinate (or coupling) in which one does cal-
culations does not give the maximal analytic exten-
sion. Moreover, the transformations which yield the
maximal extension have very similar functional form:
Eq. (B8) relating ozR‘1 to o=t closely resembles the
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transformation »* =7 + 2M1In|¥/2 M —1| which is used
to remove the coordinate singularity at the horizon in
black hole physics.

A second interesting analogy is the fact that the leading
logarithm effective action '

Focfd4xF2(x) InF%(x)

has the same structure as the quantum-mechanical
entropy

S=—kgTrplnp,

which has many special and useful formal properties
[see A. Wehrl, Rev. Mod. Phys. 50, 221 (1978)]. Per-
haps this analogy can be exploited to understand the
thermodynamic aspects of hadronic behavior. As a
simple application of the entropy analogy, suppose that
in the discussion of Appendix A we had applied the re-
normalization group improvement argument locally in
the ¢, 7 color space, thus obtaining '

Les (fz) =%b0trq trF[ fz ln(fz/eKz)] ,
fi=4(E4I gAY + BAIBAY),

instead of Eqs. (A10) and (A1l), which in terms of 2
read

Lo (FY =5htr, try £ In (r,trg f2/ex?).

Since I yields the same stress-energy tensor trace
anomaly as does £, it is also an acceptable form for
the effective action density. By some simple algebra,
we find

Losr (F%) =Ler (F2) =5 by br, try fO)tr, trz (p1n p),

p =Y/ ttr trg £2), trytrzp =1,

Since p is a color density matrix, we can use the posi-
tivity of the entropy to conclude that

Lo (fB) S8 oy (FY,

and so the use of l¢r would give at least as strong a
linear potential as is obtained with £ .

®The discussion of Appendix C is readily generalized to
the QCD case by taking ;(0|+--|0), to be an expecta-
tion with respect to the source spatial (but not color)
wave functions, and including the source color wave
functions in | 0),. Following Appendix A, the only
changes are then the replacement of arrows by octet
colorindices, and the inclusion of a factor 19 tr,trzin the
inner products involving ¢, appearing in Eqgs. (C10)—
(C18).

$In contrast to the mean field approach, the Wilson-.
loop formula evaluates <0|HT] 0) directly, without ap-
proximation, in terms of a Euclidean functional inte-
gral with imaginary sources. (See also the remarks in
Ref. 6 above.)




