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The deconfining and chiral phase transitions of an SU(X) gauge theory are discussed at large X.

Though it remains insoluble, an SU(N) gauge theory
simplifies greatly in the limit of large N. ' In this paper,
I consider the large-N theory at finite temperature. I
presume that the essential physics is unchanged as 1V~ op,.
for instance, that the large-% theory confines. From a few
plausible assumptions such as this, the possible phase
transitions at large X can be understood. As I shall make
clear, in some crucial aspects, the phase transitions at
small 1V are not like those at large N. Even so, from large
N qualitative insight into the finite-temperature behavior
of an SU(3) gauge theory can be gained.

I start with the large-X theory without quarks, showing
that if the deconfining transition is of second order at in-
finite X, then universality requires the glueballs to have a
mass spectrum of the Hagedorn form. " I then observe
that at large N the presence of quarks does not significant-
ly affect the deconfining transition. If there are massless
quarks, I extend results of Coleman and Witten at zero
temperature to show that, as the temperature is raised,
chiral symmetry cannot be restored before deconfinement.
I conclude by considering how the results at large X might
be reflected in hadronic matter.

I. LARCxE N WITHOUT QUARKS

I begin by reviewing why one expects a phase transition
at finite temperature in an SU(N) gauge theory without
quarks. The operator Q( x ), the Wilson line, is defined as

P
Q(x)-trP exp, i I gAo(x, t)dt (1)

where P denotes path ordering, and Ao( x, t) lies in the fun-
damental representation of SU(N). In Euclidean space-
time at a temperature T, I choose a gauge where the fields
A„(x,t) are strictly periodic in the time t with period
P T—)

The Wilson line is invariant under any local gauge
transformation. Consider, however, the global gauge
transformation generated by the function A( x, t), where

A(x,P)=AA(x, 0), with A a constant element of Z(N).
Since A commutes with all SU(N) matrices, A(x, t) is an
allowed gauge transformation in that the gauge-
transformed A&(x, t) remains strictly periodic in time. In
contrast, under this gauge transformation, Q( x)—+AQ(x )

for all x. Hence Q(x) probes the response of the gluonic
vacuum to global Z(N) flux.

By the usual arguments, (Q ) is related to the free ener-

gy of an infinitely massive quark, so confinement at zero

(Q*Q)'+ (Q*Q)' . (2)

For stability at large 0, c6 & 0. In L,o, as 0 is a complex-
valued field, the global symmetry is actually U(1)=O(2).
To break it to Z(N), the term

Lz(N) cz(N)[Q + (Q ) ] (3)

must be added.
At zero temperature, c2 must be large and positive to

ensure (Q)=0. As the temperature increases, c2 de-
creases, eventually becoming negative. This is opposite to
what happens in ordinary spin systems, and occurs be-
cause the Z (N) symmetry is broken, not restored, with in-
creasing temperature.

N =3 is unique, in that because of L,z~» alone, the
deconfining transition is of first order. For N =2 or
X)4, if c4) 0, there will be a second-order transition as
c2 —+0; if c4 &0, there will be a first-order transition for
some value of c2 & 0. I henceforth assume that c4 &0 for
all 1V; equivalently, that the deconfining transition is of
second order whenever N&3. Numerical simulations in-
dicate this is true for X =2, while N & 4 remains an open
question. For N) 4, as I.z~~~ is a marginal or irrelevant
operator, the critical behavior about Td will be that of an
O(2) theory in three dimensions.

I take it for granted that, as has been proven for the lat-
tice theory, in the continuum, Td remains finite as
X—+ go. That is, on a scale in which the glueball masses
are —O(1), Td -O(1). By the usual rules of the N ' ex-
pansion, at large X any connected 2m-point function of
the Q's is -N ' ", so in Eq. (2) thee's are all of O(1).
Above Td, (Q)-N, and receives contributions from an
infinite number of planar diagrams.

On the other hand, it is not at all apparent how there
could be a second-order phase transition at infinite X. '
For large X, any glueball decay amplitude is -% ', while
any scattering amplitude is -3f . At infinite W, the

temperature obliges (Q) to vanish. The deconfining tran-
sition occurs at Td, where Td is the greatest temperature
for which (Q) =0. Above Td, the gluonic vacuum spon-
taneously breaks the global Z(N) symmetry, and sources
of Z (N) flux have finite free energy.

For finite temperatures in four space-time dimensions,
the deconfining transition can be described by a Landau-
type theory in three space dimensions:

I.n = —,
' (();Q*)(B;Q)+—,cpQ*Q
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—m ~ T ~ exp( —mlT) .
m))T

(4)

The total free energy is

Fp(T)= I pg(m)F(m)dm, (5)

where pg(m) is the density of glueball states. Since the
glueballs behave as an ideal gas at infinite N, Eq. (5) is ex-
act.

The contribution of any finite number of glueballs gives
a free energy which is analytic for all T, so only the
behavior of pg (m ) as m ~ oo matters. If
pg(m)-exp(m') as m ~ oo, then for a & 1, Fp(T) remains
analytic for all T, while if a & 1, Fp(T) is infinite for any
nonzero temperature. Thus, asymptotically pg(m) must
be of the Hagedorn form

exp(m ITH ), (6)pg(m) —m

where T& is the Hagedorn temperature for glueballs.
From Eqs. (4)—(6), it is easy to show that "'

Fp(T) — —(TH —T) G+ ~ ~ ~ (7)
H

where the terms neglected, such as those from light glue-
balls, are more regular as T~TH. Clearly, at infinite X
the deconfining transition occurs entirely because of the
Hagedorn spectrum, with T~ ——Td. Further, from the
form of Eq. (7), ag ——ao~2&, where ao~2~ is the critical in-
dex for the specific heat of the O(2) transition. The best
theoretical estimate for this O(2) index is'
txQ(g) = —0.007+0.006.

Statements about the theory above Td can also be made.
At large N, the total free energy can be written as

F(T) =N F2( T) +NFi ( T)+Fp( T) +
For a theory without quarks, at large X the expansion pa-
rameter is N, ' so all terms odd in N (Fi,F i, . . . ) van-
1sh.

It is now necessary to observe that while the total num-
ber of glueballs is infinite, the degeneracy of a given glue-
ball will be finite as N~co. Then pg(m)-O(1), and as
indicated by Eq. (5), below Td there are only contributions
to Eo.-"

Fp(T)=0, T&Td .

In essence, this condition is what is meant by
confinement —the -X gluons are not asymptotic states,
and contribute to the free energy only through their bound
states. A more formal argument for Eq. (9) can be con-
structed by considering the series of gauge-invariant, local

mass spectrum consists entirely of massive glueballs
which are both stable and noninteracting. But how can an
idea1 gas of glueballs develop the thermodynainic singu-
larities of a second-order phase transition?

For a single glueball of mass m, its contribution to the
free energy is

d3
F(m)=T I in{1—exp[ —P(p +m )'~ ]I

(2m)

The latent heat of the transition, f2TdN +O(1), is deter-
mined solely by the free energy above Td to -2V . For a
first-order transition, there is no interesting restriction on
pg(m).

Whatever the order of the transition at infinite N, while
all glueballs should be massive below Td, this will not be
true above Td. When X = oo, as the vacuum spontaneous-
ly breaks a continuous [Z( Op )] symmetry above Td, there
will be a single massless state, a "Goldstone glueball. "
The Goldstone glueball is excited by the Wilson line:

(0'(x)Q(0)) —
i (Q)

i

2

x ~&g)
T)Td

(12)

It is worth emphasizing that confinement below Td was
essential to obtaining constraints on the mass spectra. For
example, consider a self-coupled scalar field y, where y is
an N XN matrix. In a confining theory, p(m)-O(1) con-
tinues to grow as m —+Op. In the unconfined y theory
there are only a few states with different mass, but one of
them, say at m =m', has p(m')-N as N~oo. The p
self-interactions, -X at large X, are balanced by the
N states at m =m' to give effects of -O(1). Likewise,
for the y theory, Fz&0 at all temperatures.

By smoothness of the limit N~ oo, a Hagedorn spec-
trum should persist at large but finite N. Since at large X
interactions are small (-N ), TH must provide an abso-
lute upper bound to Td, if the deconfining transition
remains of second order, most likely T~ ——Td. Interac-
tions will alter the relation between o.G and aQ(2) so
ag ——ao~q~+O(N ). The Z(N) symmetry is discrete for
finite N, so Eq. (12) -exp( —mg

~

x
~

) with mg the mass
of the (almost) Goldstone glueball. The (mass) of nearly
Goldstone particles are typically linear in the parameter
which breaks the symmetry. For the pure glue theory,
this parameter is N, so mG -X at large %. This is
similar to the g', for which mz -1V

There is some indirect evidence for a Hagedorn spec-
trum at small N. Numerical simulations of an SU(2) lat-
tice gauge theory indicate that Td-200 MeV is much

operators which can be used to excite glueballs, such as
tr(G~p), trDs(G~p), trDsD&(G~p), etc. There is an in-
finite string of these operators, but they correspond to
glueballs with increasingly greater spin. For a glueball
with a given spin, the number of independent operators
which can excite it is inevitably finite, and essentially in-
dependent of' N, as N —+ Oo.

At very high temperatures, by asymptotic freedom the
free energy will approach that for an ideal gas of (N —1)
gluons, and so Fz(T)&0 for T & Td. Since F2 is the dom-
inant contribution to the free energy for T & Td, by
universality, the manner in which F2 vanishes as T—+Td+
must mimic that as T~Td ..

F,(T) — (T —T,)— (10)
T~ Tg+

I note that if the deconfining transition is of first order at
infinite X, then

Fq(T) — f2(T —Td) .
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lower than the mass of the lightest glueball, mo-1200
MeV. ' This could happen due to extremely strong in-
teractions between the glueballs, but as the Boltzmann
factor exp( m—o/T~)-10 for the lightest glueball, it
could be that TH Td——for all N&3. (For N =3, presum-
ably Td ~ TH. A first-order transition occurs before the
second-order transition controlled by the Hagedorn spec-
trum. ) Even at large N, while TH and mo are each
-O(1), there is no reason why, numerically, TH could
not be significantly less than mo, indeed, this is rather
natural for a rapidly increasing density of states. If T~ is
much smaller than mo, as the SU(2) data suggest, then
even the light glueballs are very rare about Td. While the
probability of an individual, very massive glueball is van-
ishingly small, there are so many heavy glueballs that they
end up dominating the free energy below Td.

II. LARCyE N WITH QUARKS

Fo(»=Fo(»+Fo (T» (13)

where Fo is given by Eq. (5), and

Fo (T)=J p (m)F(m)dm (14)

with p~(m)-O(1) the mesonic density of states. Since
glueballs and mesons decouple at large N, however, there
is no significant restriction on the asymptotic form of
pM(rn). It is plausible that mesons do have a Hagedorn
spectrum with the same Hagedorn temperature as for
glueballs, but this is not necessary.

With quarks, F
& ( T)&0 above Td, while like F2 ( T),

F&( T) =0 for T & Td. F& ( T) is not the dominant contribu-
tion to the free energy above Td, so all that can be said
about how F

& ( T) vanishes as T~ Td+ is that
Fi(T)-(T—Td), aM & 1.

At large but finite X, the effect quarks have on the
deconfining transition can easily be estimated. As sources
of Z(N) flux, quarks will induce a value of (Q)&0, and

For a finite number of colors, confinement is merely a
qualitative notion in the presence of quarks. Quarks,
which I take to lie in the fundamental representation of
SU(N), themselves carry Z (N) flux, and so external
sources of Z(N) flux, screened by virtual qq pairs, will
have finite free energy. As a heuristic example, the quark
bilinear trg(x, P)g(x, O) is like the Wilson line, in that it is
invariant under local gauge transformations, while under
the global transformation A(x, t) of Sec. I, it becomes
A *trP( x,P)g( x,O).

In contrast, even with quarks, confinement can be pre-
cisely characterized if there are an infinite number of
colors. The coupling to quarks of any glueball, or that of
gluonic operator such as the Wilson line, is suppressed at
least by -% ', and vanishes at infinite X. ' Thus Td,
the order of the deconfining transition, the glueball mass
spectrum, etc., are all unaffected by the presence of
quarks. ' This is simply a consequence of there being

gluons but only -N quarks at large %.
With quark s, besides glueballs, there will also be

mesons, whose masses are —0 (1). (Baryons have masses
-N, and so can be ignored. ) Below T&, the total free en-
ergy is a sum of glueball and mesonic contributions,

so act as a background magnetic field for Q

Iq ——hqQ . (15)

Relative to the L n of Eq. (2), Lq gives a (0 ) —0 ( 1) if
h~-O(1). This is correct: without quarks, (0)-N
above Td. At large X, each quark loop gives a factor of

so diagrams with a single quark loop yield
(Q) -O(1) at all temperatures.

At finite N, if the deconfining phase transition is of
second order without quarks, there is, in the thermo-
dynamic sense, no true phase transition with quarks. '

This is because the background magnetic field, due to the
quarks, prevents the critical fluctuations from diverging
as T~Td. For large N, h~-O(1) is small, and this only
happens very near Td. To estimate it, I use mean-field
theory. With c2 ——t, where t is the reduced temperature
t =(T—Td)/Td, (0) -Nt' as T~Td+. Then
L~ -N t, L, -Nt', and quarks do not cut off the criti-
cal fluctuations until L,~-Lq, or t-X . Hence, while
there is no true phase transition, at large X there is a
tremendous qualitative change in the theory, between a
free energy of -O(1), and a free energy of -N . This
change occurs at a temperature which, to -X, is that
of Td in the pure glue theory.

If the deconfining transition is of first order at infinite
X, the presence of quarks can only reduce the latent heat,

without quarks, by an amount -N. Then at large
N, while there is no precise measure of confinement, there
is still a (first-order) deconfining phase transition.

To derive more interesting results, I assume there are
Xf flavors of massless quarks. Since the g' is a Goldstone
boson for infinite X, ' the global flavor symmetry is
U(Nf ) && U(Nf ). Under very plausible assumptions, Cole-
man and Witten showed that, at zero temperature, the
N = oo vacuum must spontaneously break U(Nf ) XU(Nf )

to U(Nf). I assume there is a finite temperature T,h at
which the U(Nf ) &&U(Nf ) symmetry is restored to the vac-
uum, and extend the arguments of Coleman and Witten to
show T,h) Td. While there are reasons for believing
T,h ) Td for any X, ' it is worth knowing that this is una-
voidable at large X.'

The logic of Coleman and Witten proceeds in two steps.
The first is the observation that diagrams with a single
quark loop dominate the effective potential for chiral-
symmetry breaking at large ¹ This is valid for the effec-
tive potential at any temperature, and implies that either
the chiral symmetry is broken completely to U(Nf), or
remains unbroken. Thus there must be a single chiral
transition, at which the full chiral symmetry is restored.
[For a large number of flavors, it is easy to imagine that
there might be several chiral transitions, with only partial
restoration of the U(Nf ))&U(Nf) symmetry until the last
transition; this is ruled out at large N.]

The second step depends on the anomaly equation.
Consider the color-singlet, chiral current j= t/iA (1—y5)y g, for some flavor matrix A. If
I ~~(p, q, r) is the three-point function for this current,
where p, q, and r are the three external momenta,
p+q+r =0, then
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The anomaly equation remains valid at finite tempera-
ture. ' Since the current j is a quark bilinear, in Euclide-
an space-time at a finite temperature, its momentum will
be like that of a boson; e.g., if p =(p, p), p =2mnT, .n an
integer, etc. In Eq. (16), I take each external momentum
to have zero energy, and a to be timelike. Precisely as at
zero temperature, from the permutation symmetry of I
in the external momenta, at nonzero temperatures, I will
not be analytic at p = q = r =0.

The crux of the matter is that I is a physically measur-
able quantity, being a correlation function of gauge-
invariant quantities. In order that I not be analytic at
p= q =r =0, there must then be, as physical excitations,
massless particles which couple to j~.

If this massless particle is a scalar (i.e., a pion), by
Goldstone's theorem the vacuum must spontaneously
break the chiral symmetry; this happens for T &T,h.
Without confinement, and with explicit chiral symmetry
(T & T~, T,h), massless quark (qq) pairs will themselves
saturate the anomaly at zero momentum.

Assume that T,h were less than Td. For temperatures
T,h & T & Td, the nonanalyticity of I' cannot be due to
scalar particles (as T & T,h), nor to bosons with spin 1 or
greater, nor to free quark pairs (as T & Td ). Therefore,
when T,h &T &Td, there must be at least one type of
baryon, which I term a nucleon, which is exactly massless.
I stress that the necessity of massless nucleons for
T,h &T &Td follows only from the anomaly equation,
and is valid for any N. In general, in a confining, chirally
symmetric phase, all baryons need to be parity doubled.
The anomaly equation shows something much stronger—
that for some baryons, parity doubling must manifest it-
self via masslessness.

For two massless flavors, the appearance of massless
baryons when T,h & T& Td can also be seen from a o
model. ' In a o model, (o)&0 below T,h, (o)=0
above T,h. Since (o ) is proportional to the nucleon's
mass, the nucleons are massless above T,h. The anomaly
equation demonstrates that this conclusion is not peculiar
to the o- model.

To satisfy the anomaly, however, the nucleons must not
only be massless, but couple to j . It is here that a con-
tradiction is obtained at large X. j is a quark bilinear,
while any baryon has N quarks. As Witten observed, 3 if
the probability for creating an additional qq pair from one

qq pair is x (x & 1), the probability to produce N —1 extra
pairs is x '. At large X, the amplitude for j to pull
any BB pair (massless or not) out of the vacuum vanishes
exponentially at large N -exp( —yN), y = —lnx & 0.

Therefore the anomaly equation cannot be satisfied if
T,h&T &Td, and so T,h&Td at large N. Since the
gluons dominate the quarks at large N, prejudice favors
T,h ——Td, but there is no simple reason why T,h& Td
could not be true; rough arguments suggest T,h cannot be
much greater than Td. '

What of the nature of the chiral transition? At large N,
the e expansion predicts that the chiral transition is of
first order if there are two or more massless flavors.

Since the quarks only contribute -N to the free energy,
relative to -N from the gluons, the chiral transition is
unavoidably weakly first order.

I conclude this section by considering the large-N
theory in the presence of a quark chemical potential p&0.
As has been seen, usually the effects of quarks are
suppressed by X '. For any N, though, naively one ex-
pects that the phase diagram should be similar for p and
T&0, as when Ju, =0, T&0; I argue that this is in fact
true.

To generate a net density of quarks over antiquarks, a
term -pg P is added to the quark Lagrangian. In a con-
fining phase, @&0 can only manifest itself through a net
density of baryons. While the baryon mass m~-N,
since each quark color is affected by p&0, the natural
scale for p is when Np-mz, or p-O(1), as it is for the
temperature.

Analogous to hadronic matter, I assume that the light-
est baryons are those with the smallest possible total spin
(e.g., spin —,

' for odd N, spin 0 for even N); then these
baryons will be the first to condense. When p, -O (1), the
density of quarks dz -Wp -X. If pf is the Fermi
momentum of the baryons, the density of baryons is
dz-pf . As each baryon is composed of N quarks,
Ndz-d~, and so the baryon pf-0(1). Note that while
dz -0 (1), the Fermi energy for the baryons is
ef -pf /2m~ -X ', and the baryon condensate is highly
nonrelativistic.

Because baryons are singlets under Z (N), the Z (N)
symmetry is not broken merely by the presence of a
baryon condensate. The effects of p&0 will manifest
themselves indirectly, by the (virtual) interactions of the
Wilson line with the baryon condensate. Following Wit-
ten, the interactions of Q with the condensate, like those
of mesons or glueballs, are strong, -0(1). For instance,
single-gluon exchange is nominally -1V ', but as the
gluon can be exchanged with any one of N quarks in the
baryon, the cumulative effect is -0(1). This is not in
contradiction with the previous estimate of BBproduction
from the vacuum, -exp( yN). At p&0—, the interactions
of 0 with baryons are only with those in the condensate,
and not with those in the vacuum per se. A typical pro-
cess will be exciting a baryon, with momentum p &pf in
the condensate, to a state with p ~pf, and so on; the
momentum transfer -0(1) is customary of glueball (or
meson) scattering.

I showed above that for large N, it is meaningful to
speak of a deconfining transition in the presence of
quarks. The strong interactions of Q with the baryon con-
densate should decrease Td by an amount -0(1), for in-
creasing p&0; similarly for T,h. When p&0, T,h &Td
cannot be excluded as was possible at p =0. Nevertheless,
this appears extremely unlikely for any p. Because of the
anomaly equation (which of course remains vaHd for p,
and T&0), if T,h were & Td for some p&0, the baryons
in the condensate would have to be massless for
T,h & T & Td. No matter how strong the interactions in
and with the baryon condensate, it is difficult to imagine
why, at @&0, a highly nonrelativistic condensate with
e&-N ' (for T & T,h), should become an extremely rela-
tivistic condensate with ef -0 (1) (for T,h & T & Td ).
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The phase transitions at large X may be a rough guide
to those of hadronic matter, as described by SU(3) color
with three light flavors.

There is experimental evidence for a Hagedorn spec-
trum in hadronic matter with T~ —160 MeV. Since the
width of very high mass states is comparable to T~, this
value is not an absolute upper bound to whatever is meant
by a deconfining transition at Td. Even so, the value of
T~ suggests that, as for the pure glue SU(2) theory,
Td( -200 MeV?) may be significantly less than the masses
of most mesons and baryons. The observed value of the
subleading power index for the Hagedorn spectrum,
a„p- —,, is not close to that for glueballs Rt infinite X,
~,=~«„-0. Granted the experimenal uncerta1nty 1n

the determination of cx„p, and that a„p is Ineasured from
mesons and baryons, this does not necessarily mean that
corrections ln X to exp cx«2) alc large Rt X =3.

To say the very least, in the present view, the Hagedorn
spectrum is not the result of a limiting temperature, , but
that of a (more or less) commonplace phase transition in a
confining theory.

Preliminary estimates indicate that the (first-order)
deconfining transition in a pure glue SU(3) theory may be
washed out by the quarks. But at temperatures of -200
MeV, surely there is a significant di.fference between a
phase dominated by pions, and possibly the tail of Hage-
dorn spectrum, and a deconfined phase of quarks and
gluons. After all, counting color and flavor degrees of
freedom, in the former there are only three types of pions,
while in the latter, there are eight gluons and six quarks.
Perhaps the deconfining transition in hadronic matter is
llkc that of R second-order dccoIlf1I11ng tI'Rns1tloIl Rt large

That is, the free energy is analytic for all tempera-
tures, but increases rapicI. ly in value at some temperature
which can be approximately characterized as Td.

There remains the chiral phase transition, which almost
certainly occurs in hadronic matter. In the end, the most
dramatic effects may be associated with the chiral transi-
tion, RIld Ilot directly w1th dcconflncIIlcnt.
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by the National Science Foundation under Grant No.
PHY77-27084, supplemented by funds from the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration.

~G. 't Hooft, Nucl. Phys. 872, 461 (1974).
2G. 't Hooft, Nucl. Phys. 875, 461 (1974).
3E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. 8160, 57 (1979).
R. Hagedorn, in Cargese Lectures in Physics, VOI. 6, edited by

E. S.h.t. ~ (Go.do ~ d B--h, N.w Y:.k, 1973).
5S. Coleman and E. Witten, Phys. Rev. Lett. 45, 100 (1980).
68. Svetitsky and L. G. Yaffe, Nucl. Phys. B210 [FS6], 423

(1982), and references therein.
7J. Kogut et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1140 (1982); 50, 393 (1983);

51, 869 (1983).
sC. Borgs and E. Seiler, Nucl. Phys. B215 [FS7], 125 (1983);

Commun. Math. Phys. 91, 329 (1983).
9This will not hold below four space-time dimensions. In three

space-time dimensions, as a discrete Z(X), but not a continu-
ous Z(oo), symmetry can be broken at finite temperatures,
Td, as defined in the text, will diverge as X~~, see also Ref.
6. Similarly, in two space-time dimensions, the discrete Z(X)
symmetry cannot be broken at T&0, so Td will be infinite for
all 1V (obviously, as without quarks the gluonic theory is trivi-
al anyway).

10A. Gocksch and F. Neri, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 1099 (1983),
have shown that at X =- ao, timelike Wilson loops are indepen-
dent of temperature for T ~Td. From this, they conclude
that the deconfining transition is of first order at X= ~. At
finite temperatures, however, the physical string tension is
measured not from timelike Wilson loops, but from the two-
point function of Wilson lines (Ref. 6). The latter can be
shown, say in strong coupling, to depend on temperature even
at X = oo. F. R. Klinkhamer, Phys. Rev. D (to be published).
Hence the temperature independence of timelike Wilson loops
for T ~ Td does not necessarily imply a first-order deconfin-
ing transition at X = ~x) . The order of the X =- Oo deconfining
transition will eventually be settled by numerical simulations:
A. Gocksch, F. Neri, and P. Rossi, Phys. Lett. 1308, 407
(1983); F. R. Klinkhamer and P. van Baal, Utretcht report,

1983 (unpublished).
"N. Cabibbo and G. Parisi, Phys. Lett. 598, 67 (1975).
~2C. B. Thorn, Phys. Lett. 998, 458 (1981). Thorn also con-

sidered a large-X gauge theory at T&0 with some overlap;
e.g. , Eq. (9).

~3J. C. LeGuillou and J. Zinn-Justin, Phys. Rev. 8 21, 3976
(1980).

&4E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. 8156, 269 (1979).
~~B. Berg, A. Billoire, and C. Rebbi, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 142, 185

(1982) 146 470 (1983).F Brooks III et ah Nucl Phys 8220

[FS8], 383 (1983);B. Berg, A. Billoire, S. Meyer, and C. Pana-

giotakopoulos, Phys. Lett. 1338, 359 (1983); M. Fukugita, T.
Kaneko, T. Niuya, and A. Ukawa, ibid. 1348, 341 (1984).

~68y my comments in Ref. 9, Td ——oo in two space-time dimen-

sions. This is illustrated by the explicit solution at infinite X
(Ref. 2). With massive quarks, the spectrum consists entirely
of a single Regge trajectory of mesons. Since p~(m)-m as
m —+ ~, Fo (T) is analytic for any finite temperature.

i7T. Banks and A. Ukawa, Nucl. Phys. B225 [FS9], 145 (1983).
~8R. D. Pisarski, Phys. Lett. 1108, 1» (1982).
~9In the strong-coupling limit of a Hamiltonian lattice gauge

theory, T,h &&Td [Ref. 17; F. Cireen, Phys. Lett. 133B, 99
(1983). This is very possibly an unphysical artifact of the
strong-coupling expansion, e.g. , anomalies [Eq. (16)], which

are essential to establishing T,h & Tq at large X, only appear
as the lattice spacing a —+0 (see also Ref. 17).

20S L Adler Phys. Rev. 177, 2426 (1969); J. S. Bell and R.
J-k, N:- C me t. A6O, '107(1967).

'

2~H. Itoyama and A, H. Mueller, Nucl. Phys. 8218, 349 (1983),
have studied the axial anomaly at T&0 for arbitrary X. They
show that in most cases, the anomaly does not rule out a
phase with massless baryons at T+0, as it often does at T =0
(Ref. 22). I am able to establish that T,h & Td here because
the coupling of BE pairs to quark bilinears is so strongly
suppressed at large X. That T,h & Tq at large N has also been



29 FINITE-TEMPERATURE QCD AT. . . 1227

argued by F. Neri and A. Gocksch, Phys. Rev. D 28, 3147
(1983).
G. 't Hooft, in Recent Developments in Gauge Theories,
proceedings of the NATO Advanced Study Institute, Cargese,
1979, edited by G. 't Hooft et al. (Plenum, New York, 1980).

Albeit not in the present language, the possibility that T,h & Td

was first suggested by T. D. Lee and G. C. %'ick, Phys. Rev.
D 9, 3471 (1974).

~~R. D. Pisarski and F. %ilczek, Phys. Rev. D 29, 338 (1984).
P. Hasenfratz, F. Karsch, and I. Q. Stamatescu, Phys. Lett.
133B, 221 (1983); T. A. DeGrand and C. E. DeTar, Nucl.
Phys. B225 [FS9],590 (1983).


