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We give a simple proof of the nonrelativistic duality relation { W20 uounq) ~{ W?0ge.) for ap-
propriate energy averages of the cross sections for e *e ~—(gg bound states) and e *e ~—(free g7
pair), and calculate the corrections to the relation by relating W20 to the Fourier transform of the
Feynman propagation function and developing a short-time perturbation series for that function.
We illustrate our results in detail for simple power-law potentials and potentials which involve com-

binations of powers.

I. INTRODUCTION

There is an assumed duality between the observed

(bound-state) cross section for e*te~—(confined g7

system)—hadrons and the (free) cross section for
ete ™ —(free g7 pair) calculated in perturbative QCD: if
both cross sections are appropriately averaged over energy,
the averages are approximately equal,

(W 000una) = { Woee) (1)

where W is the total energy of the e te ™ pair. This duali-
ty has been used extensively in the analysis of heavy-quark
data.

Until recently, the nonrelativistic duality relation had
been demonstrated to hold only in the JWKB or Thomas-
Fermi approximations' or in numerical calculations in
specific potential models.? The corrections to the relation
were not known. In two earlier papers, we gave proofs of
nonrelativistic duality for the single-channel® and
coupled-channel* problems, and investigated the correc-
tions to Eq. (1). (The corrections were also investigated by
Pasupathy and Singh® using an extension of the JWKB
aproximation.) We subsequently extended the JWKB
proof of duality to the relativistic Bethe-Salpeter problem
and investigated the relativistic-nonrelativistic connection
in detail.®

Our method of proof of the nonrelativistic results was
based on a short-time expansion of the Feynman propaga-
tion function. (The possibility of using this method was
noted by Bell and Pasupathy in Ref. 1.) As presented in
Refs. 3 and 4, our method required that the g potential be
analytic in r? at the space origin. We have since extended
our results to general potentials, and have used them to in-
vestigate the extent to which the Shifman-Vainshtein-
Zakharov’ (SVZ) program of determining bound-state pa-
rameters from perturbation theory (as modeled by poten-
tial theory) can be improved by including higher-order ef-
fects. We report that work in this and the following® pa-
per.

In Sec. I A, we review the connection between the cross
section for e *e ~—hadrons in confining potential models
and the Fourier transform of the Feynman propagation
function, and use the result to give a precise definition of
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the duality relation. In Sec. II B, we establish the series of
corrections to the simple duality relation in Eq. (1) by
developing the short-time Born series for the propagator.
We illustrate our results on the short-time perturbation
series for the case of power-law potentials in Sec. IIC,
give some examples in Sec. II D, and apply the results to
the duality relations for the exponential moments of SVZ
(Ref. 7) in Sec. IIE. In Sec. IIF, we consider the case of
the Coulomb-plus-linear potential, and show how the du-
ality relations can be improved by extracting Coulomb
corrections and treating them exactly, as was discussed in
Ref. 3. We conclude with some comments in Sec. III.

In the Appendix, we derive exact expansions for
K(0,0,—i7) [the Euclidean propagator K(T',T,—iT)
evaluated at the origin T' =7=0] for the harmonic-
oscillator, linear, and Coulomb potentials. This function
determines the SVZ exponential moments of the nonrela-
tivistic e te ™ annihilation cross section. Our results for
the linear and Coulomb propagators are to our knowledge
new.

In the following paper,® we use the results obtained here
to study the nonrelativistic version of the SVZ method’
for determining the nature of the (relativistic) gg interac-
tion and the energies of g7 bound states from duality. Our
work extends the earlier analysis of the SVZ method given
by Bell and Bertlmann,” and we propose some improve
ments of the method.

II. SHORT-TIME PERTURBATION THEORY
AND DUALITY

A. Duality and the Feynman propagator

Our derivation of the duality relation in Ref. 3 was
based on two observations, first that the free and bound
cross sections for e te ~—¢g@ can be expressed in terms of
Fourier transforms of the corresponding Feynman propa-
gators, and second that the two propagators are approxi-
mately equal at short times. We begin by reviewing and
extending these results.

The nonrelativistic cross section for e Ye ~ annihilation
into a g7 pair bound in a confining potential V (r) is given
for three quark colors by
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Tbouna=24102e,2my T2W 2 S | ,5(0) | 28(E — Eps) .
n

(2)

Here a is the fine-structure constant, e, is the quark
charge in units of e, m, is the quark mass, W =2m,+E is
the total energy in the center-of-mass system, and ¥,s(T)
is the g7 wave function for the nth S state. The sum in
Eq. (2) is just the Fourier transform K (0,0,E) of the Feyn-
man propagator K (T’,7,¢) for the gg system in the con-
fining potential, evaluated for zero-quark separation,

K(?'»F)t)= zd’nlm(?' Je ¢:lm(?) > 3)

nlm

—iEyt

R rE)= [~ dte™K (' ,T,0
=27 3, Yot (T Wi (T)S(E —Epy) . (4)
nlm

Since only S states contribute to K for =T1=0, the cross
section in Eq. (2) is simply proportional to K(0,0,E),

Ovouna = 12m%a%e,’m, ~*W ~*K(0,0,E) . 5
Similar results hold for the free cross section,

af,ee=6‘lrazeqva‘2 | ¥Ee(0) ] 2

Zeg*my, 2 W 2K(0,0,E) , (6)

=127a’%,*

where K(T"',T,t) is the free propagator,

3/2
Ko/, Ey) = |l
ot r L L= it +e)
q (F' —7)?
-4 7
X exp 4 it +€ J ™

K, is its Fourier transform,
Ko(0,0,E)=m,% /27, (8)

and v =(E/m,)'/? is the velocity of either quark in the
center-of-mass system.

Although the energy dependence of the cross _sections
Opouna and o, [or equivalently, of the functions K(0,0,E)
and K,(0,0,E)] is drastically different, the propagators
K (0,0,t) and K((0,0,t) are nearly equal at short times. In
particular, in the presence of a potential ¥ (r), K is related
to K, by the integral equation

K,(0,0,)=(—i)" fo'dt,, fot"dt,,_y“ f;zdt, [ d*,

K&, T0=Ko(F", 5,0 —i [ di’ [ d% "Ko(F",F"t —t')
X V(Tr")K(T",T,t').
9)
The integral term vanishes relative to K, as t—0 for po-
tentials ¥ () less singular than »~2 at the origin. To make
use of this information and obtain a duality relation con-
necting Opoung and o, We average the cross sections over
a range of energies by convoluting W20 with a smooth
function f(E’' —E),'® and use Egs. (5) and (6) and the con-
volution theorem for Fourier transforms to write the re-
sults in terms of K (0,0,¢):

(W)= [~ dE'f(E' —E)W0(E")
=127, *m, =2 [ © dE'f(E' ~E)R(0,0,E")
——-12‘rr20126.’qzmq_2 f_w dt f(1)K(0,0,2)e’E . (10)

If f(E' —E) is chosen so that its Fourier transform f(¢) is
sharply peaked around ¢ =0, we may use the approximate
equality of K and K at short times to obtain the simple
duality relation in Eq. (1). This relation corresponds phys-
ically to our expectation that a g7 pair produced at r =0 is
unaffected by the potential for a short period of time, i.e.,
until the quarks encounter the confining potential barrier.
We will next make this assertion more precise, and obtain
a corrected version of Eq. (1).

B. Short-time perturbation expansion

In Ref. 3, we estimated the corrections to the duality re-
lation by using the operator expression for the full propa-
gator K (1',T1,2),

K(F' T t)=e HT Ng7" _7), (1

H(' )= ——V?,Z/mq +V(r'), and making a (Wigner-
Kirkwood'!) expansion in terms of derivatives of the po-
tential evaluated at the origin. This procedure fails for
potentials which are singular or have singular derivatives
at the origin, and we have since found it much more con-
venient to use the integral equation in Eq. (9) directly, and
solve for K by iteration. This gives the Born series

K (0,0,t)= K(0,0,#)+K,(0,0,)
+K,(0,0,t)+ - -+ (12)

with

.t f dsrlKo(o,F,,,t_tn)V(rn)KO(?n)?n—l’tn’—tn—ll

XV(ryp_1) - V(r))Ko(7,,0,2;) . (13)

It is straightforward to perform the time integrations in Eq. (13) recursively using the explicit form of K, in Eq. (7) and

the identity!?

2 iyxr2 VT X X _ 2
x /=t )=x"/" _ Y U + e(x+x)/t‘ (14)

1
dt' ——————e¢
f" [(¢—2" ) P2 377 xx'

We find that
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372 n
_ | ™ Tq 3, ... 3 Fn+¥yn_1+ " +ry+r;
Kn(0,0,0)= | = — ] Jdira-- [ & Vi) Vi) R
Xexpl —my(ry+rpn_1+ -+ * +r)? /4t +€)], (15)

-

where r;;= | T;—T; | . The remaining spatial integrals can be simplified somewhat by referring the polar angle of T; to
T;_1, cosB;; _=F;*F;_, and the azimuthal angle to the plane defined by T;_, and T T2 The integrations over the n —2
azimuthal angles and the Euler angles which specify the orientation of T and T, are then trivial, and give a factor

-
¥;

2:(2m)". The integrations over the angles 6;;_; can be replaced, finally, by integrations over the lengths 7;;_;, and we
find that K,,(0,0,¢) is given by
372 n
K, 0,0,0=2|—02 | |_Ta
mEEEETT 4wit 4-€) 2

x [ Tdry - fwder(r,,)“- Vir)

f +' ’2+’1
f|r —r, drn,n-—l"' flrz_rlldr21(7n+rn,”_l+-.. +r1)

X exp[ —mg(ry+7pp_1+ -+ +r)?/Mit+€)] . (16)
Equation (16) gives K,(0,0,t) as a weighted average of V(r,):-- (rl) over the region with the »; and
rii_1 <(t/mq)1/ 2, i=1,...,n (This is the region which can be sampled by the quarks in a random walk in time ¢.)

Successive terms in the Bom series in Eq. (12) therefore differ in magnitude by a factor ~¢{¥'),, where (¥), is an aver-
age of V(r) for r <(t/mq)” 2, and the series will give a useful expansion of the full propagator for t{ V), sufficiently
small. We conclude that Eqgs. (12) and (16) give a short-time perturbation expansion for K (0,0,t).

When we substitute the series for K (0,0,¢) in the expression for { W20pounq) in Eq. (10), we obtain our corrected duali-
ty relation,

(W 20pouna) = 121%a%e, ’m, 2 fw dt e’B*f(1)[K(0,0,8) + K 1(0,0,6)+ - - * ]
= (W20} + 1270, m, =2 [ © dt e (0K, (0,0,04 -+ . (17)

By the arguments above, we can make the correction terms in Eq. (17) small by making use of the short-time convergence
of the perturbation series, and choosing f(¢) to be sharply peaked around ¢ =0, that is, by using a broad, smooth smear-
ing function f(E’' —E) in the convolution in Eq. (10). We will use power-law potentials in the next section to illustrate
the short-time nature of the perturbation series, and explicitly calculate the corrections in Eq. (17).

C. Perturbation series for power-law potentials

General power-law potentials of the form

r)—Vof “dvp(v)(r/a), —2<Vapin (18)

Vmin

have been used extensively in the analysis of quarkonium systems, and are flexible enough to be of broad interest. For ex-
ample, the popular Coulomb- plus -linear potential,'> the Martin potential ¥ =4 +Br*,'* and the logarithmic potential
considered by ngg and Rosner!® are all in this class. [In the last case, p(v)= —8&'(v).] The short-time character of the
perturbation series for K (0,0,¢) is also particularly clear for power-law potentials, so we will consider them in detail.

The nth-order term in the perturbation series is given for a power-law potential by

32
K,(0,0,t)= 2" [ —(it +€)V,]" e —
47r(it +€)
. v+ +v,)72
X fdv,,p(v,, fa'vlp 1) i”_‘*_‘_zi)_
mgya
X fo dx,,x,," f a’x,xl fl dx,,,,,_,
Xy +x - x cee 4 x, )2
O I 1 (19)

where we have mtroduced dlmensmnless variables X; =[m, /4(it +€)]"/?%;. The factor [mg /4w (it +€)]*/% in this expres-
sion is just K((0,0,7) [Eq. (7)]. The leading ¢ dependence of K, (0,0,t) is clearly determined by the minimum power in the
potential V (r),
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n(l4v,

min

/2)

K,(0,0,¢)/K(0,0,1) < £ (20)

In the case of a single power, ¥V =V,(r/a)", K(0,0,t)/K,(0,0,t) is given by a power series in ¢t'**/2, From Eq. (19), we
can identify the nth term in the series for K with the nth power of tV((t/m,)'/?), where (t/m,)'/? is the characteristic
distance discussed after Eq. (16).

It is straightforward to calculate K| and K, for the general potential in Eq. (18). A simple calculation for K, gives

. vy /2 v
K1(0,0,)=—Ko(0,0,)it +€)V, [ dviplvy) [ =TS | T |14 21)
mga 2
The calculation for K, involves a triple integration on the spatial variables. Integrating first on x5, we find that
K,(0,0,8)= Ko(0,0,0)4[ (it +€)V,]?
. vz . v a2 )
x [ dvip(vy) [ avip(vy) ﬂ“%el] Ty [ dex e T e T )
mya

where x . is the greater of x;,x,. The remaining integrals can be evaluated in terms of gamma and beta functions, with
the result
K,(0,0,1)= K(0,0,)[ (it +€)V,]?

(vi+v,)/2
1

r vi+vy+2 I'(vi+ DI (v 4+ 1)
7

(vi+D(vy+1)  Tvi+v,+2)

VitV
2

it +€
az

x [ dvap(vy) [ dvip(v) 1+

q
(23)

We will use the general results in Eqgs. (21) and (23) later to discuss the physically interesting case of the Coulomb-
plus-linear potential. For the special case of the simple power laws V(r)=V,(r /a)", p(v;)=8(v; —v), these results reduce
to

. v/2
K1(0,0,0)= —Ko(0,0,0(it +€)Vo | LS| 142 (24)
mqa2 2
and
. 1 v 1 r2(v+1)
1) = ,0,2 2| H+€E r 1 _ .
K,(0,0,6)=K(0,0,0)[ (it +€)V,] e Rl Py (25)

We have not evaluated K;(0,0,¢) for a general power-law potential. However, one of us [J.B.W. (Ref. 16)] has per-
formed the rather lengthy calculation for a single power with the result

‘ W2 (3v43)
K+(0,0,)= —K,(0,0,0)[ (it +€)V,]? | LEE 5
3 0 (it +€)Vo] o ETw Ty
Clv+D)  40(v+ DI(2v+2) 2 1 [EBLL e
'(3v+-3) (v+1)I'(3v+3) (v+1)? | (2v+2)? 2 12y 43,2v43 ,

where 3F, is a generalized hypergeometric function.

D. Examples: The oscillator, linear, logarithmic, and Coulomb propagators

It is interesting to examine the expansions of K (0,0,#) more closely for some familiar cases, for some of which exact
results are known. For the oscillator potential V(r)= %mqwzrz, Egs. (7), (24), and (25) give the expansion [see Eq. (A4)
with 7—if]

372
1+ 50+ ggo'tt+ ), @7

Kosc(o:oyt)=

q
47(it +€)
in agreement with the expansion of the exact result for v=2 (Ref. 12):

K (0,0,8)=(mgyw /4mi sinwt)*/? . (28)

The expansion of K (0,0,2)/K(0,0,¢) converges in this case for |wt | <. It could also be obtained as in Ref. 3 using the
Wigner-Kirkwood expansion. !
For the linear potential V (r)=br, our expansion gives
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Klinear(o’()’t) =

47(it +€)

372
i } {1—3Va[Mit +OP2+ St +OP+ - -}, A=(b2/m)'/?, (29)

again in agreement with the exact result discussed in the Appendix [Egs. (A10) and (A12)]. In this case, V' (r) is not ana-
lytic at the origin in three-dimensional space, and the Wigner-Kirkwood expansion fails as noted in Ref. 3. The present

methods are clearly superior to those used there.

The logarithmic potential ¥ = Vln(r/a) discussed by Quigg and Rosner!’ is a special case of Eq. (18) with
p(v)=—8'(v). The approximate expansion of K(0,0,?) can be obtained from our general results in Egs. (21) and (23) by
differentiating with respect to the independent indices v; and v, and then setting both equal to zero. We find that

372
mg 1 it +€
—_—_ —_ ] —_—
K5(0,0,2)= At £ €) [1+2(II+E)V0 vy—In q112
(it +e€) 252
+%[(z‘t+e)Vo]2‘ y—In [~—2 +———8]+-~ ] (30)
mga 6

Finally, the expansion of K(0,0,¢) for the Coulomb potential can be obtained by taking the limit v— —1 in Egs. (24)
and (25). The singularities in the I functions in Eq. (25) cancel, and we find that for V(r)= —a/r,

372

mq

Kou(0,0,8)= At re)

{14 [ma’mg(it +e)]1/2+%‘n'2a2mq(it +e)+---1. (31

This result agrees with the expansion of the exact Coulomb propagator derived in the Appendix,

372

a'm
(it +e€)

2 n/2

mg 4‘/;7_ i §(n)

Keom(0,0,)= | 72y i, Tl(n —1)/2]

where £(n) is the Riemann ¢ function.

2 ) (32)

E. Duality for simple power-law potentials

The duality relation in Eq. (17)can be restated conveniently in terms of the (convolution) average of K(0,0,E),

(K(0,0,E))=(K(E)) .

Using this notation, and the result in Eq. (21), we find for a simple power-law potential ¥V (r)=¥,(r /a)* that

v/2

it +€
+ ¢ r
mya

v
1+ X
+2

(RE) = [~ dt e®F(0Ko(0,0,0 | 1—(it +€)V,

o]

=(Ko(E))+{(K(E)+ - .

The sizes of the correction terms (K (E)), etc., depend on
both the potential and the choice of the function f(¢), or

(33)

r
clidean or imaginary time propagator for the gg system,

equivalently of the smearing function f(E’' —E) in Eq. g _ 2, ~(Eps—E)T

(10). Several choices for f have been used frequently in re- (K(E) 27% [¥as(0)|%e

cent work, e.g., the Gaussian smearing used by Barnett

et al.'” and the inverse power moments and so-called ex- =2meE™K (0,0, —iT) (36)

ponential moments used in Ref. 7. The corrections were
investigated in Ref. 3 for Gaussian smearing and power
moments using our earlier methods. We will now illus-
trate the content of Eq. (33) using exponential moments,
thus connecting with the work of Shifman, Vainshtein,
and Zakharov’ which we will examine in detail in the fol-
lowing paper.®

Exponential moments are defined by the smearing func-
tion

This connection with Euclidean propagators was recog-
nized earlier by Novikov, Shifman, Vainshtein, and
Zakharov’ and by Bell and Bertlmann.’

We can develop a perturbation expansion for
K (0,0, —it) by iterating the Euclidean version of the in-
tegral equation for K, Eq. (9), or equivalently and more
directly by evaluating the time integrals in Eq. (33) using
the Cauchy residue theorem. [This procedure is valid for

f(E'—E)=0(E' —E)e—"E'—B) 50 (34)  E <0. The general result follows by analytic continuation.
_ 1 It is important in this calculation to know the branch of
ft)= pr (35)  the (it +€)~3/2+7+nv/2 in Eq. (19), hence our retention

With this choice of f, (K(E)) is proportional to the Eu-

throughout of the €.] The result for the simple power po-
tential V(r)=Vy(r/a)’ is
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v/2

T r

mq
4T

3/2
[ I—TVO

_—

This expansion was given to first order by Bell and
Begtlmar‘l‘n9 in their nonrelativistic study of the Shifman-
Vainshtein-Zakharov’ program. The method of derivation
used by Bell and Bertlmann is to apply a Borel transform
to the energy Green’s function for the g7 system. While
this technique appears natural in the field-theoretic con-
text considered by SVZ, in our view it obscures the simple
connection of the exponential moments to the convolution
averaging basic to duality.

The leading correction term in Eq. (37) has the magni-
tude

(K((E))/{Ko(E))=K(0,0,—i7)/K(0,0, —i)
v/2

r

K (0,0, —iT)= [

—7V ,

2
mga

1Y
+2

(38)
where we note that

Ko(0,0, —iT)=(my /4mwT)*"% . (39)

More generally Eq. (38) gives a reasonable estimate of the
leading correction for any smooth smearing function
f(E’' —E) with a width 77! in energy space. The condi-
tion that this correction be small then determines the
minimum allowable width for f(E' —E).

F. The Coulomb-plus-linear potential

It is important to recognize that (for fixed ¥V, and a) the
series in Eq. (37) converges less rapidly for singular than
I

372
m
g [1+a(77'mq‘r)1/2+ -2—77'2

4t

2

(K(E))=2meET™ a’m,T

=K couEN[1—F(m/m) b7 4 (7 —3)abr?+0(r"?)] ,

where (K cou(E)) sums the Coulomb terms only. In this
form, the correction to the leading Coulomb contribution
is of order 772, and is easily made small.

In terms of the cross sections, Eq. (41) and its generali-
zations state that?

(W20 p0und? = W20 ot range? +small corrections ,
g
(42)

where Ognort range 18 the cross section calculated including
only the singular short-range components of the interac-
tion (e.g., the Coulomb components). This relation was
used by Barnett et al.!” in their tests of perturbative QCD
in ete ™ annihilation. Those authors compared a Gauss-
ian average of the physical cross section for
ete~—>hadrons with the same average of the free cross
section calculated including short-range gluonic correc-

4
1+ X
+2
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v

1 TXv+1)
v+41 2IN(2v+-2)

+(TV0)2 2

'(v+1) [
mga

(37

for nonsingular potentials. This becomes important for
potentials which combine more than one power of ». For
example, the Coulomb potential gives a series in powers of
712, Eq. (31), while the linear potential gives a series in
772, Eq. (29). The first-order corrections for the physical-
ly interesting Coulomb-plus-linear potential therefore
differ by a factor of 7, and it is quite possible for the
linear correction to be negligible while the Coulomb
correction is still significant.

This quite different behavior of the correction terms in
Eq. (37) for different powers is illustrated in Fig. 1, where
we have plotted the ratio K (0,0, —i7)/K((0,0,—i7) as a
function of the dimensionless variable

x :V(Z)/(2+V)(mqa2)~v/(v+2)7. (40)

for the (attractive) linear and Coulomb potentials using
the exact results discussed in the Appendix, and also for
the Coulomb-plus-linear potential. The corrections are
dramatically different for the different potentials.

As we noted in Ref. 3, we can greatly improve the dual-
ity relation for the Coulomb-plus-linear potential by ex-
tracting the slowly convergent Coulomb series and treat-
ing it exactly. (The same technique can be used in princi-
ple for other singular potentials.) Thus, using the results
of Egs. (21) and (23) for V(r)= —a/r +br (and exponen-
tial smearing), we find that

3/2—%(7r/mq)1/2b7-3/2~%ab72+0(75/2)]

41)

[

tions. The effects of the (nonperturbative) confining in-
teraction are suppressed by the averaging, and the success
(or failure) of the comparison tests the calculated cross
section.

III. COMMENTS

In this work, we have used the connection between the
Fourier transform of the Feynman propagation function
at the origin and the nonrelativistic e *e ™ annihilation
cross section to establish a (quantitative) duality relation
connecting convolution averages of the cross sections for
ete™ (g7 bound states) and e*te”— (free g7 pair).
The convolution averaging procedure allowed us to
transform the problem to one involving the short-time
behavior of the Feynman propagator K (0,0,f) which we
could investigate using the Born expansion for K. (Other
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2.5 T T
r a 7
2.0 " Coulomb, v=-% -
x’ 1
< 0 ]
L =—%+br

1.0
F CLineor, V=br 1
I ]
055 O‘.I . o.Lz 013
FIG. 1. Plots of the ratio K(0,0, —i7)/K(0,0, —i7) of the

exact Euclidean propagator to the free Euclidean propagator for
power-law potentials ¥V (r)=Vy(r /a)” as functions of the dimen-
sionless variable x = V' ‘2+")( 2a%)~"/?*¥Yr The curves show
the very different rates at which the correction terms grow for
the linear potential (v=1), and the Coulomb potential (v= —1).
We also show the correction to second order for the realistic
Coulomb-plus-linear potential for a=0.25, b =0.2 GeV?, and
mgy=1.5 GeV, with x scaled according to the linear term (v=1).

averaging procedures do not give such a simple method
for calculating the corrections to-the duality relation.) We
illustrated the short-time nature of the duality relation in
detail for the case of (simple or multiple) power-law poten-
tials, and presented a number of examples. We emphasize
the important conclusion that duality holds as usually ap-
plied if the smearing function used in the energy averaging
is sufficiently broad and smooth, so that the conjugate
time variable is small, and that the corrections are calcul-

function f(E’' —E) in Eq. (10) to isolate the contribution
of a single state. This procedure leads to large corrections
in Eq. (17). They then attempt to obtain information
about the confining interaction of the energies of the
bound states by comparing the corrected expressions with
experiment. We will examine the limitations of this pro-
cedure in detail in the following paper,® and will suggest
improvements based on our present results.
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APPENDIX

We collect here some exact results on the Euclidean
propagators K (0,0, —i7) for the oscillator, linear, and
Coulomb potentials. These have been useful in checking
our expressions and investigating the rate of convergence
of the short-time perturbation series in Eq. (37) and the
transition to the exponential behavior at long times im-
plied by Eq. (36). The results for the linear and Coulomb
propagator are to our knowledge new.

Harmonic-oscillator potential

The exact propagator for the oscillator potential

V(r)=tm,w’r?* is well known'® and gives
3
. mgo
K(0,0, —iT)= | 7= (A1)
47 sinhoT

We obtain a series expansion for this quantity by using the
Taylor series for sinhwr, then expanding the result using
the binomial and multinomial expansions.'’

able for a given model of the interaction. Ly , & 2
A very different and important use of duality was pro- K (0,0, —i7)=K0(0,0, —i7) |1+ 1§1 ciloT) (A2)
posed in the relativistic context by Shifman, Vamshtem,
and Zakharov.” Those authors use a narrow smearing  where
]
! 3
2 m!
= 2 > . . R (A3)
=1 nyeeny (3N ' WS Pnyt - (214101 'R
n+ - +n=m
ny+2ny+ 0 iny=1
Explicitly,
372
m
K (0,0, —iT)= Z;;'q;: [ 1— (07 + 555 (07)* — T (0T + Tomaes (07)8 — s (0T) 104 - - - ] . (A4)
Linear potential Ai(—a,)=0, n=12,... . (A6)

The bound-state energies for an S-state g7 pair confined
in the three-dimensional linear potential V(r)=br are
given by

E,s=(b*/my))a, , (AS5)

where a,, is the nth zero of the Airy function,

The square of the bound-state wave function at the origin
is independent of n,%°

[ ¥s(0) | 2=-4~"— (A7)

The exact Euclidean propagator for the linear potential is
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(b)

FIG. 2. (a) The contour of integration C in the exact expres-
sion for the Euclidean propagator for the linear potential, Eq.
(A10). The crosses denote poles of Ai'(—a)/Ai(—a) at the
zeros of the Airy function. (b) The expanded contour C’ used in
the evaluation of the integral. We must take the overall scale of
the contour to oo with 8> 0 in order to use the asymptotic ex-
pansion of the integrand in Eq. (A12).

therefore given by
K(0,0,—in)=3 | ¥ns(0) |2 "
n
_ mqb —a,Ar
T 4rm e ’

a

(A8)

n
where

A=(b%/my)'" . (A9)

We can easily convert the sum in Eq. (A8) into a con-
tour integral:

_arr Al (—a)

K(0,0,—iT)= Al —a)

mgb 1
47 2 fcdae

_ mqb _1_ —alAr d
T Am 2w fcdae da

Indi( —a) ,

(A10)

where the contour C encircles the zeros of Ai(—a) as
shown in Fig. 2(a), and —a=e ~"a, 0 < arga <2m. If we
expand the contour outward to C’ with
|arg(—a)| <7 —3& as shown in Fig. 2(b), we can use the

asymptotic expansion of the Airy function?!
. Vi
Ai(z) ~ —zlz_l/4exp( —12372)

(=T 3k +3)
X ’
K=o T(k +3)T(k 4+1)(3623/2)

|argz | <7, (All)

to calculate the logarithmic derivative in Eq. (A 10) on the

contour, and find that

—Al(—a)=(— —
da M= ) T R a2 T sa
1105
—W—i—"' , |arg(—a)|<‘n'.

(A12)

When this result is substituted in Eq. (A10), the integrals
on a can be evaluated using Hankel’s representation for
the reciprocal of the I" function,??

1
2

_ (Ar)y !
I'(s)

The result is the desired expansion of the Euclidean propa-
gator for the linear potential,

fc, da(—a) e~ = (A13)

372
K(0,0,—ir)= |2 | [1-+vVEAn 24 L)
4T
— V()
+ g (AT)— - ] (A14)

This result is probably exact despite our use of the asymp-
totic expansion of Ai(—a) in the integral. Vainshtein
et al.” have obtained the first terms in this expansion by a
somewhat different method, but their result contains some
errors as published.?’

Coulomb potential

The expression for the Euclidean propagator for the
Coulomb potential V' (r)= —a/r includes an integral over
the continuum as well as a sum over the discrete bound
states,

- o ¢
N

Y

[ 0 ¢
N )

(b)

FIG. 3. (a) The contour of integration C in the exact expres-
sion for the Euclidean propagator for the Coulomb potential,
Eq. (A19). The crosses denote the poles of the integrand at
x=1/n% n=1,2,.... (b) The modified contour C’' used in
Eq. (A20).
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K(0,0,—ir)= [ " dE p(E) | 4£(0) | %~ E" ! [am r
o | s (0) | 2= —— | —% | , (A17)
+ 3 g0 2757 (A15) 8m |
n=1 and
Here p(E)=mq3/ 2E172 /47 is the usual density of states, a*m
¥x(0) is the continuum S-state wave function at the ori- E,= 2” , n=12,.... (A18)
gin, 4n
| $5(0) [2= 21y n= a |mg (A16) It w111 be convenient to use a scaled energy E =Ez,
£ 1—exp(—2my) ’ 2 | E ’ Ey=+a mq, in Eq. (A15). With this convention,

|

o 1 —Ey7z & 1 Eyr/n?
d. 42 —e °
fO Zl—exp(—zar/\/_z‘)e +22 5e ]

K (0,0, —iT)= o'my’
= e

n=1M1

aqus dz 1 e —Eyrz
16m YC¢  1—exp(—2w/VZz)

(A19)

In the second line we have used the fact that the entire expression in square brackets can be written as a contour integral
on the contour C shown in Fig. 3(a). We can complete the contour as shown in Fig. 3(b) by adding and subtracting a seg-
ment below the real axis,?* and find that

3,3
a’m 1 —Ey1z 1 —Eyrz
K (0,0, —it)=—2 d 0 d. ° (A20)
( in=er | Jo & —expl—27/vz) . T Jy 1—exp(+27/Vz) ©
The second integral can itself be related to K (0,0, —i7) by using the identity
© 1 —Ey7z © 1 —Eyrz
dz——————¢ ° = | dz|1— 0
fo 1—exp2n/vz) ¢ fo z 1—exp(—27/vZ) |°
L ["a ! ¢ ~Fom (A21)
Eqr 0 " l—expl—2m/VZ)
and the first equality in Eq. (A19). The combination of these results with Eq. (A20) gives the expression
3,3
a’m 1 —E,rz 1 & 1 Egr/n?
K (0,0, —it)=—~ dz—————Fe¢ T4 ——42 3 —e° A22
( ” 27 f 42 1—exp(21r/\/2)e + Eyr + n§1 n (a2

We can evaluate the contour integral in Eq. (A22) by expanding the contour so that |z | > 4, using the Bernoulli expan-
.25
sion

n
1—exp(-i27r/\/;)=~2_;_n§0 \2/_7% » 1zl >4 (A23)
and integrating term by term. This gives
J. 2 1—exp! _1277/\/2 N =B ,é’oem/z (2:):13,, r[((foz): )/jz]
_ (E;,,‘.}:VZ 2—"1 szg(iki ; (Eqr)f=37 (A24)
where we have used the relations?®
B,=0,n=3,5..., By, 1)"+‘39(é”))(—2”) (A25)

to express the Bernoulli numbers B,, in terms of the Riemann £ function.
We can convert the series in Eq. (A22) to a power series in 7 by expanding the exponentials and then summing on the
principle quantum number n. The result is

) 2 EOT/I! _ 2 5(12“’((/;1 (Eqr) (A26)
n=1 n k=1

Combining Egs. (A22), (A24), and (A26), we obtain as our final result the remarkably simple expression
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a3mq3 (EoT)_3/2

K (0,0, —iT)=

E 28(n) (Eqr)n—372 }

327 2\/_ Eo <, I'l(n—1)/2]
_ mg é(ﬂ) n/2
" | 4nr 2 I‘[(n—l)/z] (Eor)
m 172 ,
= 47TqT 14+2Vm(Eer)'* + —2'73'T‘—EOT+4\/E§(3)(E07-)3’2+ : ] , (A27)
Eozfazmq N
where £(0)=— 3 and
. &(n) _1
e M —n/21 "2 (A28)

This result holds also for the repulsive Coulomb potential if we insert an extra factor (—1)" corresponding to the re-
placement of a@ by —a. One of us (J.B.W.) obtained a particularly compact derivation of the latter result using the identi-

ty16

1 1 otio

e?—-1 2

ds a™°T(s)§(s)

o—iw

(A29)

in the second integral in Eq. (A20) (the integral for the repulsive Coulomb propagator), integrating over the energy vari-
able, and then evaluating the remaining integral by closing the contour in the left half plane.
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