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We study pure SU(2) gauge theory in the Hamiltonian formulation in 2 + 1 and 3 + 1 dimensions.
We treat both the vacuum sector and the sector having two static color charges. These two sectors
are required for calculations of glueballs and string tension. All gauge arbitrariness is eliminated,
and we formulate the Hamiltonian in terms of variables that are gauge invariant except for freedom
under a single global SU(2) transformation. The Hamiltonian is given explicitly as a differential
operator in the parameters for these essentially gauge-invariant variables. We discuss practical ap-

plications of the Hamiltonian.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with the Hamiltonian formula-
tion of SU(2) lattice gauge theory in 2 + 1 and 3 + 1 di-
mensions. It is straightforward to derive the Hamiltoni-
an, but the resulting operator commutes with operators
generating (time-independent) gauge transformations at
each site on the lattice. Since gauge generators at differ-
ence sites also commute, Hilbert space is the union of sub-
spaces characterized by definite values of the color charge
at each site. The Hamiltonian has nonzero matrix ele-
ments only within each of these subspaces. The most in-
teresting subspaces are those having no charges (for the
purposes of examining the glueball spectrum) and two
charges (string tension).

The task of characterizing the general vector belonging
to each subspace is nontrivial. However, Miiller and Riihl
have shown how to achieve this for the vacuum subspace
in 2 + 1 dimensions on a lattice having free boundaries.!
Their procedure begins with a change of variables. Ini-
tially, the Hamiltonian is written in terms of group ele-
ments g; on every link on the (spatial) lattice. These de-
grees of freedom are replaced by a new variable set con-
sisting of the g; on a “maximal tree” on the lattice togeth-
er with variables

ys=I1 @,
lePp,
where P; is an oriented path on the lattice, and o;= + 1
or —1 depending on whether P passes through link / in
the positive or negative direction. The y; are invariant
under gauge transformations except those at sites begin-
ning and ending P,. In Ref. 1 the beginning and end
points of all P are at a common site, so the y, are like
untraced Wilson loops.

The next step is to rewrite the Hamiltonian in terms of
the new variable set. The terms arising from space-space
plaquettes—the magnetic terms in H—are easily reex-
pressed, and depend only on the y, variables. The electric
terms in H, being differential operators in the group pa-
rameters of the g;, are more difficult to rewrite. In Ref. 1
it was noted, however, that an explicit transformation is
possible if the paths P; are chosen to follow a particular
pattern.

The final point observed in Ref. 1 is that in terms of
the new variable set it is easy to characterize states in the
gauge-invariant (no charge) subspace: they depend only
on the y,, and are further invariant under the single
remaining “global” SU(2) transformation of all the y;.
One therefore has eliminated all gauge arbitrariness in the
variable set, and expressed both the states and the (now
positive) Hamiltonian on the gauge-invariant subspace.
The adjective “explicit” has been used in the title of the
paper to characterize such a construction.

These steps go through in 3 + 1 dimensions. However,
the paths P; must be chosen on a more general pattern,
which complicates the electric terms in the Hamiltonian.

Further complications arise in the two-charge subspace,
both in 2 + 1 and 3 + 1 dimensions. One is that the pat-
tern of paths must be generalized further. Another com-
plication is that the general state is a sum of terms, each
being a definite function of the {g;} on the maximal tree
multiplied by an arbitrary function of the {y;}. For-
tunately, it is possible to remove all factors depending on
the {g;} from Schrodinger’s equation. In this formula-
tion, the Hamiltonian and states depend only on the {y,},
but (for color spin-+ charges) the Hamiltonian contains
the operator o, and the wave function is a Pauli spinor.

The layout of the remainder of the paper is the follow-
ing. In Sec. II we discuss the maximal trees and loop
variables we use on two- and three-dimensional lattices
having free boundaries. In Sec. III we present the Hamil-
tonian in terms of link variables g;, and discuss the gauge
generator algebra. Section IV is devoted to evaluation of
the electric operators in terms of the new variables. In
Sec. V we determine the form of general state vectors in
the no-charge and two-charge subspaces. Section VI is
devoted to the derivation of the four Schrodinger equa-
tions in the no-charge and two-charge subspaces in 2 + 1
and 3 + 1 dimensions. These equations are rather compli-
cated, so in Sec. VII we discuss some possible uses for
them.

II. VARIABLE SETS

Our two-dimensional lattice is shown in Fig. 1. The
links on the maximal tree are dotted; this (and every)
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FIG. 1. Maximal tree and path P,, for loop variable yg.

maximal tree is an open set of links with the property that
the addition of any link would generate a closed loop.
The path P, defining variable y,;, is also shown in Fig. 1
(1<a,b <N). All loops begin and end at site (0,0). It is
easy to see that any link group element can be expressed
in terms of the {y,,} and the elements {g;} on the links
of the maximal tree. The {y,,} and the {g;} on the links
of the maximal tree comprise the variable set we will use
in the no-charge problem in two spatial dimensions.

The setup for the two-charge subspace in two spatial di-
mensions is shown in Fig. 2. Charges are located at sites
(@,b,) and (@,b,). The variable set we use for this prob-
lem is the {g;} on the maximal tree and loop variables
{ Y,5]. Define the group element G by

G=IT ", 2.1
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FIG. 2. Path for loop variable Y.
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where P, is a path running from site (0,0) to site (@,b;)
along the maximal tree. Then we define

Yab =G‘1ya,,G . (22)
An example is shown in Fig. 2.

The maximal tree for the three-dimensional lattice con-
sists of all z links, all p links in the plane z=0, and all x
links on the x axis. There are two types of loop variables,
Yabe and Zzg,, illustrated in Fig. 3. The range of the in-
dices is

Yabe: 1<a, c<N; O<b<N,
(2.3)
Zge: 1<b<N; 0<a, c<N, a=c=0 excluded .

The {g;} on the maximal tree, { Y.} and {z,,.} comprise
the variable set for the no-charge problem in three spatial
dimensions.

In the two-charge subspace we place charges at (@,b,¢,)
and (@,b,c,). We again introduce G as in Eq. (2.1), with
P, now a path running from (0,0,0) to (@,b,c;) along the
maximal tree. Define

Yope =G~ lyach; Zype =G~ 1zach . (2.4)
The {g;] on the maximal tree, {Y,.} and {Z,.}
comprise the variable set for the two-charge problem in
three dimensions.

The loop variables have been chosen so that every link
on the lattice belongs to one of two classes.
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A
(a,0,c) / > (a,b,c)
%bc

Y
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FIG. 3. Paths for loop variables on a three-dimensional lat-
tice.
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Class-1 links have the property that all paths passing
the link in the positive direction have a common path Py
leading up to the link. All paths passing the link in the
negative direction have a common path Pgr=P; ! fol-
lowing the link. Paths which pass the link in both posi-
tive and negative directions have a path P; preceding the
positive transit and a path Pg =P; ~! following the nega-
tive transit.

Class-II links have paths P; leading up to negative
transits, paths P, —! following positive transits, or both.

It is understood that P; differs for different links; what
has dictated our choice of paths is that P; is the same for
all paths transiting the link in question. ;

It is easy to see that the only class-II links are those on
P, in the two-charge problem. In Ref. 1, all paths were
class I, and additionally all transits through a particular
link were either positive or negative. This situation can-
not be maintained on a three-dimensional lattice. For ex-
ample, links on the y axis have positive transits by z loops
having ¢=0, and negative transits by z loops having a=0.

III. THE HAMILTONIAN
AND GAUGE GENERATORS

Any element of the fundamental representation of
SU(2) can be written ,

(o N .
g =e'’ ’/2=cosE+za-?sm—2— .

(3.1
The parameter space is the sphere | r| <2, with the sur-
face of the sphere corresponding to the single element
g = —e. Wave functions, written as functions -of the pa-
rameters, must respect this S; topology through the re-
quirement that they be independent of 7, where
|1;| =2m. The inner product uses the Haar weight for
this parametrization. For one degree of freedom,

(6 0)= fozwdrsinzé [ dQ¢ o . (3.2)

The Hamiltonian may be derived by taking the Wilson
action in Euclidean time for a very small time slice A7,
computing the transfer matrix for adjacent time slices,
and letting A7—0 (Ref. 2). The result is

g’ 2
H=—2— 2/ (8s,p)
S,u

icre io- ~ /2
_ "27 > [Tr(e'’ Ton/2g ' s i
g sSu<v
—io't. ~ /2 _jg«, /2
Xe st e TRy 01, (3.3)

Link labels are [ =(s,u), where s denotes the site from
which the link emanates, and p is the direction of the
link. Also,

L? r o 92
2 —_— A .
f(g)—45in2r cot2 o 57
2
(3.4
L=—irxV.

JOHN B. BRONZAN 31

The significance of #? can be appreciated by consider-
ing operators # ; and £ p having the effects

/Le”.r,:Je”.x;’ /Re”-r:e”.rJ ’ (3'5)

where J is any representation of the Lie algebra. By the
group property, £ ; (g, as differential operators in r must
agree with what we find for the fundamental representa-
tion:

L r r
=4 1)=+i | LcotL—1 [P
F LR (+1) 5 Fi|5cot 1 ]r(r V)
ir ¥
-3 cot 5 V. (3.6)
Then
Fr=fFi = (3.7)

is the Casimir operator, and the electric energy is seen to
have the expected form.
The #’s have the commutation relations

[/Lk’/Ll]z"iekImeM ’

L7 res” RIV=1€kim F Rm > (3.8)
LA v A ril=L7 s 7 1=7 ric» £ 21=0.
Using these rules, we find that the gauge generators
(3.9)

G, = 2[-—/1‘(1'&“)4—/1{(1'5_};,“)]
u

commute with H, and have SU(2) commutation rules
among themselves:

[Gslk!Gszl]=i8s1s26klmGs‘m . (3.10
Therefore, we can construct simultaneous eigenfunctions
of H and G,? and G, at each site. The eigenvalues of
G,? and G,; at each site label subspaces of Hilbert space
which are not connected by H. The subspaces can further
be grouped in multiplets having the same G,? at each site,
but different Gg3. Because [ H,G;1+iG,,]=0, the energy
spectra in the subspaces of a multiplet are the same.
Eigenvectors in the subspaces of a multiplet are related by
operation with powers of the G +iG;,.

The energy eigenvalues therefore depend on the quan-
tum numbers given to the operators G,? at each site.
These are j(j + 1), where j is the “spin” of the static color
charge at the site. In this paper we consider the vacuum
case, all j=0, and the two-charge case, j :% at two dif-
ferent sites.

IV. TRANSFORMATION
OF THE ELECTRIC OPERATORS

The Hamiltonian of Eq. (3.3) is written in terms of the
link parameters. This variable set must be replaced by
one of the sets of Sec. II in order to carry through the
analysis outlined in Sec. I. In this section we treat £
and £ i.

We replace the link variable set {g;} by one of the new
sets, which we write generically {g;,y;}. The prime on g;
indicates that only the g; on the maximal tree are includ-
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ed, and y; is a generic symbol for the loop variables.
Also, g;, designates the components of the parameters for

g,’=ew 1a’?, By Eq. (3.6), £ (g;) has the form
FLag)=72 Aaﬁ(gl)—a— (4.1)
B ag;

Rewrite this in terms of the new variables using the chain
rule

ay;
Frdg) = f e+ S Al L2, @2

5B,y aglﬁ dys

where ;=1 if [ is on the maximal tree and zero other-
wise. Thus,

Fral8)=€17 14(81)
+ > aB(gI) Yy A W) Le(ys)
5,B,v,8
(4.3)
The transformation kernel A4 (dy/3g)A~! can be

evaluated by noting that if / is a class-I link, and y; is a
loop variable which makes both positive and negative
transits of link /, then the dependence of y, on g is of the
form

e"J'Ys=eiJ-1eiJ-geiJ-he—iJ-ge —i¥1 4.4)
Here
L=eV= T (&) 4.5)

lep,

If y; makes only a positive transit of link /, the last two
factors of Eq. (4.4) are absent; and if only a negative tran-
sit is made, the first two factors are absent.

Now use the chain rule to compute

0 eiJ~y_r
ag1

ays,, sy (1 iXey,

r6l¥s) (ys)e
2 Bg5 ‘ Ys) P Ly

3y, .
-3 “A—l s Wse Vs . (4.6)

On the other hand, using Eq. (4.4) and (£ ),e~ 78

— __e—iJ'SJU,

9 eV = > A7, (g) e e —iF1y s
dg1p e
—e"Ve My e~ L (4)
Note that
ey, e~ = ED“’(L)J 4.8)
where D;}; is the spm-l representation of SU(2) in the

Cartesian basis. From Egs. (4.6)—(4.8),

z Aap(g1)5 ”A—l ss ) se Vs

—-E[D (L)— ED‘”(ys)D},Q(L)]JBe""’*. (4.9)
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Multiply Eq. (4.9) from the right by e " and recall
that generators Jg are linearly independent. This leads to
the transformation kernel

Wsy
BzAamﬂagI;A ()
14

21)(“ (s)Dye(L) . (4.10)

When there is only a positive transit, the second term is
absent, and when there is only a negative transit, the first

term is absent.
Note that

S rolgleVe=ele) = 21) '(g),7 Ls(gle'VE . @.11)

Since this is true for an arbitrary representation of the Lie
algebra,

S ro(8)= ED ()7 Ls(8) . (4.12)
Using Egs. (4.3), (4.10), and (4.12),
(P)
S L8 =€ 1a(8)+ 3 D5 (L) F 15(ys)
5,0
(N)
— 3 D§(L) 7 rs(ys) (class I) . 4.13)
5,8

Here EiP ' is the sum over all loops making a positive
transit of link /, and E(SN ) is the similar sum for negative
transits. Using Eq. (4.12) and the group property

(P)
S Ra(8)=€17 Ra\81)+ 3, Do) (Lg)) F Ls(ys)
5,8

)
— 3 D) (Lgy) Frelys) (classT) . (4.14)
5,8

Lg,; is the product of group elements on path P;, extend-
ed to include link g;.

These steps can be repeated for class-1I links, leading to
the results

(P)
FLad8)=€17 1481+ D D50 (Lg)) £ re(ys)
' 5,8

N
— 3 DELg) £ Lays)
5,8

(class IT)  (4.15)

F ro81)=€17 ra(81)+ EDa )(L),7 rs(ys)

- ED(”(L)/”La (s)

V. SUBSPACES OF FIXED COLOR CHARGE

The advantage of the variable sets of Sec. II is that they
allow a straightforward characterization of the wave func-
tions in subspaces of definite color charge. We first con-
sider the two-dimensional lattice and write wave functions
Y({ys},{g/ }) in terms of the new variable set. Ks=e'”‘

s



2024

will denote the element of SU(2) by which we gauge
transform at site s. From Eq. (3.9),

"% y(gg,g5) =¥(hs ~'gs,8xAs) , (5.1)

where gg is the generic symbol for a link starting at site s,
and g stands for a link ending at site s. All other vari-
ables are unaffected by the gauge transformation. These
laws of gauge transformation will be used to characterize
the wave functions in the subspaces.

A. No-charge subspace
When no charges are present,
iGo'A .
Gs=0, &' 5™ Sy=y . (5.2)

Using Egs. (5.1) and (5.2) at all sites except (0,0), we arrive
at the relation

W{J’s},{gl'§)=¢({ys},{7\s_13i}~53), (5.3)

where Ag is the gauge transformation at the site at which
link [ starts, and Ay is the gauge transformation at the site
at which link / ends. Ag=1 for g¢ ¢ x and gg0,,-

Equation (5.3) is used as follows: We work away from
site (0,0) along the maximal tree, always choosing Ay so
As~!g/Ag=1. (Ag will have been chosen in a previous
step.) Thus, on the zero-charge subspace,

V({ys}, (81 })=0({ys}) . (5.4)

Finally, if we now transform by A at site (0,0) we have

¢({.VS})=¢({}”~IJ’S)"}) . (5.5)

Equations (5.4) and (5.5) state: The general state in the
no-charge subspace is independent of the link variables on
the maximal tree, and is invariant under a global (simul-
taneous) gauge transformation of all loop variables. The
same result holds on the three-dimensional lattice, except
there are then two types of loop variables.

B. Two-charge subspace

We again consider the two-dimensional lattice. Equa-
tion (5.2) holds except at sites where there are charges.
At those sites

G3312¢m1,m2 =Ci‘7
G551,31/}m1,m2=m11rl}m1,m2 ’ (5.6)

G532,3¢m1,m2 :mZ'/’ml,mz .

2 3
b, ¢m1,m2= Tlpml,mz ’

Thus
iG_+ A
ab, "ab
1 1 _ (1/2
e d”"lv"’zn E mim, (}\'llbl)tljm’],m2 ’
my
. . (5.7)
925, ab
2 2 172)
€ ¢ml,m2 E‘D (}\’abz)lpm m

From Egs. (5.1) and (5.7), if we gauge transform every-
where but (0,0),
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"ﬁml,mz({ys}’{)"s_lgllkh"})
2 D 1/2 EI)D(I/Z) (A E )

”’l'”l mam;,
mi,m3

XU e (13s1,(813) . (5.8)

It is convenient to write this

Um,,m, ({51,181 1)
_ -1 (1/2) -1
=3 D, D, (hap,™")

a
mi,mj

><1/}m m {ys} {}‘S_l ’)LE}) (5.9)

Now as we go through our procedures to set
As~'g/ Az =1, we find we must choose

Aas, "= 11 & = ]I & .

1€P, IeP,

(5.10)

Here P, is the path on the maximal tree beginning at (0,0)
and ending at (@,b;). P,, similarly defined, ends at
(@,b,). This choice leads to the representation

By m (105}, 181 )
= 2 D

mymy

IMe&|p

IEP,

ng

(5.11)

X¢m'],m'2({.3’s})-

A gauge transformation by A at site (0,0) yields the fur-
ther equation

"pm‘,mz( {ys } s {gll } )

- 3 o [k“ I1 &

(7»—1 II &

ml,m IeP, IeP,
Xty (A7) . (5.12)
Choose A= HIEP ;- Then by Eq. (2.2),
Bymy( 51 (81} >—2D“” 1 II & |4, (Y] -
(5.13)

P; is the path along the maximal tree from (@,b;) to
(@,b,). Equation (5.13) shows that in the two-charge sub-
space there are factors having a specific dependence on
link variables on the maximal tree.

The functions ®m,,m, must satisfy a constraint obtained

by making a gauge transformation on (5.13) at site (@, ):
Gmymy (AT YGAY)
z D(I/Z) )\,)D(I/Z) A.)(ﬁ

mi,mjy

({Y:}) . (5.14)

mlm
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VI. SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS Here the suffix 5 means that the spin-3 representation

o _ _ . e'?¥/2=y is to be used in evaluating the trace. y,,=1if
The Hamiltonian (3.3) is a sum of electric and magnetic either a=0 or b=0. A similar formula holds in the two-

terms. In two dimensions, the magnetic terms are charge subspace with y,, — Y.
2 XN . In three dimensions the magnetic terms are
Hy=——5 3 [Trai1,6Vat1,6+1
g ab=0

XVab+Wap 1p—21. (6.1)
I

2 NG & —1 —1 —1 -1
HMz—_E- E E[Tr(J’a,b+1,cza,b+1,c Zaytb+i,cVat+ b+l YatlbeZa+lbe ZabeVabe J1/2—2]
8" a,b=0c=0
2 N N-—1 ; )
- > [Tr(Ya,p +1,c+Wab+1,c VabeVabe+1  I2—2]
8 a=1b,c=0
2 NG! 1 1
—— 2 [Tr(zop 41,4120 +1,c " 20,6,c20,8,c+1 12—2]
&" bec=0
2 N N-—1 ) .
- 2 [Tr(zg 4 1,6,c +12a +1,6,c Za,bcZabe+1 I12—2] . (6.2)
g b=0a,c=0

A similar formula holds in the two-charge subspace under the substitutions y, p.— Y p.cs Zab,c—>Zape- In Eq. (6.2),
Ya,b,c =1 and z, , . =1 whenever the indices lie outside the domains defined in Sec. II. Note that the magnetic terms de-

pend solely on loop variables.
Next consider the electric terms in Eq. (3.3) for the zero-charge subspace in two spatial dimensions. All links are class
I, and wave functions depend only on loop variables. We use Egs. (3.7) and (4.13). It is crucial that the matrices D'V(L)
are orthogonal in the Cartesian basis. The electric terms are therefore
) 2

g (P) (N) )
Hp==-3 |3 £10)— 3 Fr) | , : (6.3)
t

2 s,1u t

where the inner sums are over'loop variables transversing link s,u in parallel (P) and nonparallel (N) senses. Expanding
Eq. (6.3) for our variable set,

[ fLWab) FLWayb,)+ 02 RDayb,)" F R Pay,)] (6.4)
=1

where

a1=min(a1,a2)8b1b2+min(b1,b2) ,
, (6.5)
a2=min(a1,a2)+6a‘azmin(b1,b2) .

Equations (6.1) and (6.4) give the Hamiltonian of Ref. 1.

In three dimensions in the zero-charge subspace an equation analogous to Eq. (6.3) holds, but now there are two sets of
loop variables. We have

2 N N N
HE:% 2 0b b2 0 2 0{BI/L(y“lblcl)./L(y“2b202)+32/’~(z“1b101)'/L(z“zbzcz)+ﬁ3fR(z“1b1‘1)'/R(z"zbz“z)
a183=001,5,=0¢p,65= :
FBul P LVapie)+FL(Za b, )L LWaybye,) +.7 L (Zasp,e,)]
+BS[/R(ya1blcl)+/R(Za1blcl)]'/R(yazbzcz)+/R(za2b2c2)]

+B6Lzayp,0,) F L Zaypye,)} (6.6)

where
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Bl =min(a 1,42 )SCICZ +8ala2min(b1 ,b2 )80162 R
Bzzmin(al,az )8b1b28c1c2 +min(b1,b2 )(50102 —8‘1106020——80108020) s
B3=38;,084,0min(b,,b,) ,
Bs=min(cc,) ,
Bs=min(a,a3)+ (84,4, —84,08a,0)min(b,,b,)+8; 4,8, 5, min(cy,c;) ,
/36= ——28,,108020min(b1 ,b2 ) .
Operators are to be omitted when variable indices lie outside the ranges specified in Sec. II. Equations (6.2) and (6.6) give

the vacuum subspace Hamiltonian in three spatial dimensions.
In the two-charge subspaces we use Eq. (5.13) for the wave function. For links lying on P,

iowg ., /2 iog ., /2
F&wy)D, 7 | T & IT > 1 et (6.8)
lep, b <b' <b—1 b<b'<b,—1 mym,
Define
gb)= I 8ab'y - (6.9
by <b<b!
Then by Eq. (4.8),
S 1i8ay iyl | TL &1 |= = Duil(g(b) D | IL & (6.10)
IeP, ol mam l1eP,
and
S 118y Womymy= S DL ‘ IT & |/ 24(8a, ),y ({Xe])
m)
+ 3 Dlgb) |5 DL | T1 & |, e (L Ye)) (6.11)
'"’2’7'2’/‘ IEP3 r 2
Applying £ (g5, ,) to this,
P 1y Womy my = 3 DL [ I1 & |71 28a, )0, (1Y)
my
+ 3 D (g (b)) o) ' Dmlz/rfz}z II & |7 A 8aby ¢m oy T ¢m1 my - (6.12)
mj My, n leP,y
Finally, when we use (4.13), we note that L =g (b). As a result, for a link operator on Pj,
1
ED’”IZ/’%')Z I£IIJ & /L 2(gﬁb,y )wml,rWz:/L 2(gab,y )¢ml,m2( { Ys } )+ %‘ﬁml,mz( { Ys } )
3
(N)
= S (@, | 2 F YD) by (Vi) (6.13)
7, t

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (6.13) can be treated as it was in the zero-charge subspaces.
With the aid of Eq. (6.13), we can write a Schrodinger equation for the functions ¢,, ,({ ¥}). It takes the form

S by, Ve D =E b, (Ve )y (H)py = (HE) i+ HigByy (6.14)
L)

with Hj, given by Eq. (6.1) on a two-dimensional lattice, and by Eq. (6.2) on a three-dimensional lattice, under the sub-
stitutions y—Y, z—Z. On a two-dimensional lattice,
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( HE )’”2'7'2 = _8‘(b2 —b1 )szmz
gZ N N
+ 58, S X lef Y)Y+ f r(Ya ) Fr(Yay,)

a,a,=1b,b,=1

+a3L(Yy5,) £ R(Yap,)+asl(Ya 5 ) L(Yy,5,)]

2

N — —_—
+8(0,00)),, » 3 [min(b,by)—b;]Fx(Yy,) , (6.15)
2 2M) p
b=b+1
where
a3=—2min(az,ﬁ)—28a2§min(b2,171), ay=a-+b; . (6.16)
On a three-dimensional lattice,
— 3g2 _
(HE)m2,72=~78——(cz—~c1)8m2ﬁ2
g2 N N N
+_—2—6m2ﬁ2 2 2 E {BI/L(Ya,blcl)'/L(Yazbzcz)'i'BZ/L(Zalblcl)'/L(Zazbzcz)
ay,a,=0b,b,=0¢,c,=0
+Bs L R(Zg b ye,) £ R (Zayp,c,)
+B4[/L(Yalblcl)'l"fL(Zalb]cl)][/L(Ya2b2c2)+/L(Za2b202)]
+BS[/R(Ya1blc])»+fR(Za1b1cl)][/R(Ya2b202)+/R(Za2b2c2)]
+BGL(Zalb1c1)'/L(Za2b2c2)]
+BAL(Y, b o )+ L(Zg 5, e DILE R Yaspe) + R Zaspye,)]
+B8[L( qublcl)+L(Zalblcl)][L( Ya2b2c2)+L(Za2b2c2)]}
g2 N
+”2—(‘72‘7‘72)m2m2 > [min(c,e2)—¢ [ £ r(Ya5.)+ L R(Z55.)] » (6.17)
c=C;+1
where
(6.18)

B7=—2min(az,ﬁ)—28a2amin(b2,l;)—280258b2,—,min(c2,6), Bs=a+b+7c; .

Several observations can be made here: If @=b,
=b,=0, the Hamiltonian on the two-dimensional two-
charge subspace reduces to the Hamiltonian on the zero-
charge subspace. This result is expected because the
charges have canceled, and loop variables begin and end at
(0,0). A similar results holds in three dimensions when
@=b=¢,=C,=0. Further, if we take the three-
dimensional Hamiltonians and truncate to the x-y, y-z, or
z-x plane, we recover the two-dimensional expressions.
Finally, the expressions in Egs. (6.4), (6,6), (6.15), and
(6.17) can be simplified somewhat using L=_¢,— ¢ ;.

VII. DISCUSSION

The Hamiltonians of Sec. VI are more tractable than
they appear. For example, in Ref. 1 the gauge parameters

are scaled by y;=g&;. When the Hamiltonians are
developed as power series in g, the leading term is O (g%),
and is the same quadratic form in the zero- and two-
charge subspaces. In the leading terms, f;=_f¢
=—1iVg/g, and the expressions of Sec. VI simplify
dramatically. Following Ref. 1, these leading terms can
be diagonalized if one assumes &; ranges over R;. Stan-
dard perturbation theory results.

But standard perturbation theory can never give string
tension and mass gap of O (e /8 2), as required by the re-
normalization group in 3 + 1 dimensions at weak cou-
pling. These effects can only emerge when one takes ac-
count of the S3 group topology: |&;| <27/g, and ¥ in-
dependent of &; when |&;| =2m/g. One way to enforce
these constraints would be to use a trial wave function se-
parable in gauge-invariant variables: ¢= []; ¥s(;).
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Proper boundary conditions are now easy to impose, and
the Rayleigh-Ritz variational principle requires ¥ to
satisfy a one-degree-of-freedom wave equation having a
Hartree-Fock self-consistency character. Heller has car-
ried out this program in the (2 + 1)-dimensional U(1)
problem,® obtaining results consistent with Polyakov’s
monopole gas calculation at small g (Ref. 4), and with the
strong-coupling expansions at large g (Ref. 5). Such an
analytic approach to lattice SU(2) would not be simple,
but the first steps are those of this paper. One must con-
struct a Hamiltonian from which gauge arbitrariness has
been eliminated, or equivalently, in which the constraints
of Coulomb’s law have been implemented.

The case of SU(3) is more complicated. If we write ele-
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ments of the fundamental representation in the form
e'*/2 then r is an eight-dimensional vector. It is now
more difficult to derive £ ), chiefly because
{Ax,A;}£28;;. The most serious difficulty is that the to-
pology of the parameter space is quite complicated. So,
then, are the corresponding boundary conditions on wave
functions.
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