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We derive the gauge-theory Hamiltonian in the axial gauge directly from the path integral defined
by the Wilson lattice action. We define the state space for the gauge field coupled to Wilson fer-
mions and derive noncanonical equal-time anticommutation equations for Wilson fermions. We
show that the Hamiltonian is nonlocal for fermions with canonical anticommutation. We derive the
color charge operator and formulate Gauss’s law for the system. We then evaluate the lattice action
starting from a lattice fermionic Hamiltonian, and derive a boundary term in addition to the finite-
time continuum action. Lastly we discuss our results.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Hamiltonian for the lattice gauge field, in particu-
lar the formulation given by Kogut and Susskind,' has
been widely studied. The lattice fermions for the Hamil-
tonian, particularly those defined by Susskind? and by
Drell, Weinstein, and Yankielowicz® are the two types of
fermions that are most widely used. The earliest attempt
to relate Wilson’s lattice action* to the Hamiltonian was
made by Creutz;’ we will discuss this derivation in some
detail later. Wilson® derived the matrix element of the
operator exp(— aH), where H is the Hamiltonian for lat-
tice quantum chromodynamics (QCD) and a the time lat-
tice spacing; he also derived a noncanonical metric for the
Hilbert space of the interacting theory. The Hamiltonian
operator H for the free Dirac field with Wilson fermions
has been derived in Ref. 7.

In this paper we derive the Hamiltonian operator H
from the transfer matrix, defined as the operator
exp(—aH). This will consist of using the metric on Hil-
bert space to obtain H as a differential operator with
given noncanonical (anti)commutation relations for the
field operators. We then reexpress the lattice Hamiltonian
using fermions with canonical anticommutation, and this
leads to nonlocal fermion and gauge-field interactions.
We derive the quark color charge operator, which also be-
comes nonlocal in terms of canonical fermions. And last-
ly, we obtain the lattice action starting from a lattice
Hamiltonian. The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.
IT we define the state space for the interacting theory and
briefly discuss Wilson’s derivation of exp(—aH) and the
metric. In Sec. III we derive the inner product and an-
ticommutation equation for the field operators. In Sec.
IV we derive the Hamiltonian from an asymmetric Wil-
son action using an asymmetric space-time lattice with
the time lattice spacing going to zero; we then transform
to canonical fermions and solve for the free fermion sec-
tor. In Sec. V we derive certain properties of the chro-
moelectric field operator and the quark color charge
operator, and use these to obtain Gauss’s law for the in-
teracting theory. In Sec. VI we derive the lattice action
starting from a lattice QCD Hamiltonian which could
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have SLAC or Susskind fermions. We take the time con-
tinuum limit of the lattice action and obtain a boundary
term in addition to the finite-time continuum action. In
Sec. VII we briefly discuss our results.

II. THE TRANSFER MATRIX

Consider a d-dimensional Euclidean space-time-
symmetric lattice with lattice spacing a and let n denote a
lattice site. Let the (d —1)-dimensional “spatial” lattice
be an infinite lattice and let the time lattice be open and of
finite size M. Let Aj(x) be the continuum SU(N) non-
Abelian gauge field and ¥(x), ¥(x) the continuum SU(N)
quark field considered as anticommuting Grassmann vari-
ables. The lattice degrees of freedom are dimensionless
and are defined by (a and j are color indices)

By, =agAj(x), u=0,1,...,(d—-1), (2.1a)
172
ad-1
Y= |5 P;(x), (2.1b)
~ gd—t 1/2_
1t”nj= 2K ¢j(x) ’ (2.1¢)
1
2K = ——— = d—4/2 =ha . .
dtmea’ g =sgoa , X =na (2.1d)

The lattice quantities K and g are dimensionless and the
dimensional continuum quantities sg, and m, are the
bare coupling constant and bare quark mass, respectively;
s is given in Eq. (2.4b). The quarks are in the fundamen-
tal representation and the gauge field in the adjoint repre-
sentation of SU(N). Choose the 29/2% 29/ Euclidean ¥
matrices (o; are the analogs of the Pauli matrices) for
d=even in block form as

1 0
0 -1

0 —0;
g 0

Yo= y Vi=i

i=12,...,(d-1). (2.2)

We define the Dirac upper and lower component spi-
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nors, denoted by u and /, respectively, by

Vo= |y |[=HUHVO+ T U=V, @3)
En=(1;nu Jn1)=%ﬁn(l+70)+_;'$n(l_70) . (2.3b)

Define the link variable connecting n to n +f (fi is the
unit lattice vector in the u direction) by

Unu=expliBg,X,) (2.4a)

with

[X4,Xgl=iCop,X,, Tr(X XB)————Saﬁ, (2.4b)
where U,, is an element of SU(N). The spatial com-
ponents are given by U,;, i=1,2,...,(d —1); we also
have n =(ng,n) where n is a (d —1)-dimensional spatial
lattice point, and n, the time coordinate.

We will first evaluate the transfer matrix, i.e., the ma-
trix elements of exp(— aH), between arbitrary initial and
final field configurations. Field configurations are de-
fined on the (d — 1)-dimensional spatial lattice; the coor-

dinate eigenstates for the field are given by®—*
I'ZI’%UU)E | {an!/}anni}) (2.5a)

such that, as expected,
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denoted by a caret acting on the state, and on the right-
hand side the eigenvalues; note ¥p;,¥,, are anticommut-
ing Grassmannian eigenvalues.

The conjugate eigenstate is

(Juﬂl’l,U | E<{$nu’¢nI’Uni] l

and satisfies equations similar to (2.5b). The coordinate
and conjugate eigenstates are not artifacts of the lattice
and it is shown in Ref. 7 how they arise from the continu-
um Dirac equation; in Ref. 8 we derive the eigenfunction-
als and propagators of free continuum Dirac field starting
from field coordinates given by (2.5) and (2.6). We fur-
ther discuss the fermion calculus in Appendix A.

The Hilbert space for the interacting theory has a non-
trivial metric T (¥,1,U); the metric determines the com-
pleteness equation on Hilbert space given by

(2.6)

= I1 [ d2ud6u@V0i | 81.60, VI TEE VG0V |

(2.7

where d€ and d{ are fermion integrations and dV,; are
invariant SU(N) integrations.

The lattice Hamiltonian H is related to the lattice ac-
tion by the Feynman path integral given by

<J'u:l//lrUI | exp(_aMH) | {r".lrl/’u’U)

Bats s Uai) | B0 U =t Uni) | F116, U M _
> Ynu> Uni u s You> Uni) | Y1, ¢, =1 II fd¢nd¢ndUn”exp(AM) (2.8)
(2.5b) ng=1 n,p
On the left-hand side, we have Schrodinger operators  with boundary conditions
J
no=0: Yoan=%at> Yo,0u=%au> Uio,i=Uhni > (2.9a)
no=M: Piaruu=Pou> Yot =%u> Uipgmi=Uli - (2.9b)
The Wilson action for finite time with boundary conditions given by (2.9) is
t
2 3 TeUuU, ;U 5, Uno+UnoU ) UHlOU,f,)
no—O ni
+ 1S 1wy 'S S [ K2 0all=10Unt, 549, 50+70Unitn)
g ny=1 nij np=1 n
+K 2 2[‘1’"(1_70)(]7:01/’ E 1+7’0Un0¢n] > (2.10a)
ny=0 n
1
where as is required by the boundary condition (2.9).
Consider Eq. (2.8) for M=2. We have
- t t
W pij = Ui Un i Un 43 Uyj - (2.10b) _ _
(1//,4,1//1,[]’ | exp( —2aH) | ¢I!¢u’U>
Note only the first and the last terms in the action (2.10a)
have ny=0 in the time summation, and the boundary — dE.dEdV
values given by (2.9) enter the action only through these H f 6adndV oy
terms coupling nearest neighbors in the time direction.
Note also that at no=0 only ¥;,%, couple to later time _ _
and similarly at no=M only ¥,, ¥; couple to earlier time xexp[4, (¢, ;U UEE,M] . 21D
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However, using the completeness equation (2.7) we also
have

<$u’¢lrUl [exp(~ZaH) f J!:d’u’U)

= I [ dududV i B, U | €= | E160, V)

X T(E’ga V)(Eufghy ' e_aHI 1;171/’14’(]) .

(2.12)

By comparing (2.11) and (2.12), it can be shown® that, if
we require a Hermitian Hamiltonian in the sense of (A4),
we have a unique choice for the metric given by

|

<Jlu¢'la U ‘ exp( -—GH) I JI:II}“;U)
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T, U)=exp |— 3 Pty

+K 3 Glnith, 1+9, 1Ubit)
n,i

(2.13)

Note that the Wilson metric (2.13) depends on the La-
grangian through the parameter K. The norm on the Hil-
bert space is given by Eq. (A3). For positive norm, i.e.,
(®|®)>0 for all |P), we must have 2K <1/(d —1);
for asymptotically free theories 2K < 1/d so that the Wil-
son metric gives a positive-definite norm for QCD (Ref.
6). The canonical fermion metric is obtained by setting K
in (2.13) to zero.>"'8
Using the notation ¢,= ¥V, we also have®

=11 [ déaexp 2K 3 (Pubatu + Fuubitias)

- = 5 ot 7 1
+iK 2 (Ynu0i U;i¢n+fl~l+¢n10,~ Un,-tﬁn_ﬁ“ ~¢n+'l\u0‘. Upithnl "¢n+’1‘10i Uni¥nu)

+- ST Uud,,
8" n,i

The metric T (1,1, U) plays a crucial role in ensuring that
exp(—aH) is Hermitian.® Note no gauge was chosen to
arrive at exp(—aH). The ¢, integrations ensure that
exp(—aH) is invariant under time-independent gauge
transformations separately for the coordinate eigenstates
and the conjugate eigenstate; the metric is also gauge in-
variant.

Consider the operator exp( — aH) acting on the Hilbert
space, i.e.,

(4,91, U | exp(—aH) | D)
= I [ dtudtadVuil B, U |6~ | 5160, V)
XT(EEVHELELY | @), (2.15)

where ® is an element of the Hilbert space. By perform-
ing the lattice gauge transformation in (2.15), namely,
1

1 ’
TU$¢L+¢,,U;,~¢§+;UL>+—2? S Te( W+ W) | - (2.14)
n,ij
[
gnl“ﬂﬁlgnl ’
Cou—>Coudn » (2.16)

Vai—baVuid, 1=Vuild)

we perform a change of integration variables and shift the
#, integrations given in (2.14) from exp(—aH) to the
wave functional ®; the ¢, integrations sum & over all
possible gauge transformations and in effect project out
the gauge-invariant subspace of the full Hilbert space
spanned by the coordinate eigenstates (2.5).

Define this gauge-invariant subspace by a collection of
all ® such that

(Pt U)=[1 [do.D(&ud' b0, U4). (217

On this gauge-invariant subspace, the Hamiltonian is that
obtained by setting ¢, =1 in (2.14) and in effect is the axi-
al gauge. Hence, we have in the axial gauge

<'Zu,¢l’ U I exp( —aH) I IZ’)¢M’U) =€xp 2K 2 ('Znul/’nu +'anwnl)

+iK 2 (Jnuai U;\i'/’n_'_’i, +'ano'i Um¢
n,i

1
+— 3 Tr(U, Uy
g n,i

t t
nrin  Yortu @i Uni¥u =¥, 3,9 Uni¥nu)

+U;,,-U:,-)+—2§72Tr(Wm-j+W;,-j) (2.18)

n,ij
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acting on gauge-invariant wave functionals such that,
from (2.17),

(P, 01, V) =2(T, 07,09, U(¢)) (2.19)

Note that the gauge-invariant subspace is a result of the
gauge-invariant definition of exp(— aH) stemming from
the gauge-invariant action.

To extract H from the transfer matrix exp(—aH), we
essentially have to divide out by the inner product

(de’l’U, l 'Zl;ll’u, U> .

We now examine this problem.
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III. THE METRIC AND NONCANONICAL FERMION
EQUAL-TIME ANTICOMMUTATION EQUATIONS

The metric T (1,4, U) determines the inner product

<17’u’¢I:UI | Jl’lme)

as well as the fermion anticommutation equation. In the
usual scheme of Hamiltonian quantization, canonical an-
ticommutation equations are simply postulated. In path-
integral quantization, however, the commutation equation
of the degree of freedom with its conjugate is determined
by the action, and this was shown by Feynman for x and
p in his original paper on path integration. The metric
and anticommutation equations of the free Dirac field for
the continuum and for the lattice have been discussed in
Ref. 7.

Using the completeness equation (2.7) we have an in-
tegral equation for the inner product given by

<'Zu’¢l: v | JI"I’“’U): n fdé_'ndgnani('ZualﬁlvU' | é—-l’gu:V)T(E,g’ V)(Zu’ger I Jl»wa) . (3.1)

We use the following notation for the Wilson metric:

T(g—‘,g,V)=exp - 2 Eannm,jkgmk » (3.2)
nm, jk

where, from (2.13), using j and k for non-Abelian indices

Mo e =8mud*—K 3,8, V{;’,‘+8m+TVL{fF) (3.3a)
i

=M i V] . (3.3b)

To solve Eq. (3.1) note that the matrix M does not couple
upper to lower Dirac components. Using this property of
M, it can be shown that

€Xp E Jannm,jkwmk
Bt U | Bisthur U) = ——
u ¥l %u> (detM)Zd/z
X JI8(Uni—Us) - (3.4)
n,i

To derive fermion anticommutation equations, consider
the a Dirac component and j color component of the
operator ty; acting on P, i.e.,

P ® P, ¥0, U)={Py, ¥, U | P31 | ©)
= IT [ dZndtudVuil 5y
X1, U | 81,60, V)
XT(E,E Vw61,V | @), (3.5)
where we have used (2.7) and (2.5) to derive (3.5). Note,

however, from (3.4), using anticommuting fermion deriva-

r
tives, we have

Egﬂ("zwwl’[] |§h§u, V)

=-—-2M lmnkj[U] (wu)’ﬂbl’U\glygu)V)

mkl
(3.6
Hence,
- - &
'/’njl(b(dju,’»bla EM mn, kj a ¢(¢u’¢1yU)
Yk
(3.7)
Similarly,
'/’gjuq)(au’d’b(]) EM_IMJk ¢(¢u)¢I7U)
mku
(3.8)

Using the anticommuting property of fermion vari-
ables, it follows from (3.7) and (3.8) that the Wilson fer-
mion equal-time anticommutator is’

{ —:j’ll)glk} =M—1mn,kj[ U]?’SB . (3.9)

The noncanonical result obtained in (3.9) shows that the
fermion equal-time anticommutator is nonlocal and de-
pends on the gauge field U,;. Our result is analogous to
anomalies in current commutators, the so-called
Schwinger terms, which are well known from current
algebra. The anticommutator (3.9) has two possible per-
turbative expansions: one is as a series in powers of K;
the other is as a power series in the gauge-field variable
BZ and being appropriate for g—0. We discuss these ex-
pansions for detM in Appendix B and show to one loop
that detM is free from ultraviolet mass divergences. Note
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for K=0, we recover the canonical anticommutation
equation from (3.9) and it is a reflection of the canonical
metric. To obtain the Hamiltonian operator from the
transfer matrix exp( — aH) we use Eq. (3.4) to subtract out
the inner product from Eq. (2.18).

IV. HAMILTONIAN

If we use a symmetric space-time lattice, we have to
take the logarithm of the transfer matrix exp(—aH) to
obtain the Hamiltonian; the result cannot be obtained in
closed form and is not very useful. We instead start with
an asymmetric lattice with the time lattice spacing being €
|
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and the spatial lattice spacing being a, and take the limit
of e—0 (Refs. 5 and 10); in this limit we will obtain a rel-
atively simple Hamiltonian. The relations given in Egs.
(2.1) are all valid for the asymmetric lattice except that

Bjy=egAf(x), x =(nge,na) . 4.1)

We write an asymmetric lattice Lagrangian such that (i)
we recover the expected classical continuum limit, (ii) we
recover the Wilson Lagrangian for e=a symmetric lattice,
and (iii) we incorporate the metric and the inner product
given by (2.13) and (3.4), respectively, into the Lagrangian
so as to obtain a Hermitian Hamiltonian. Hence, we have
the asymmetric lattice Lagrangian density given by

1 -
L= | SQK =141 1§, (1+70Uso¥n +¥n(1=70)Uno¥, 5]
ot _
+ 12[1/’ 1+7’0)Un+01 n+10¢n+l 1/1n+1 n+10 (1- O)I’b
+9n(1— O)U'"Un+1o¢n+i+6+—n+1+o(l'H/O) *+10U':(‘¢"]
€ - - - = = t
-;K;(W.-Um-zp,,+;—¢,,+;7;UJ,-¢">—¢"¢"+K§<wnu,,,-¢"+;+¢n+ivm~¢n>
4L STHU U U S Ulo+UnU U -~ US)
2 : n 410 n+0i "0 n0™, 10i 410 M
+;?2Tr(ij)+2d/2 —1|IndetM[U] . 4.2)

We verify in Appendix C that this Lagrangian, because
of some nontrivial cancellations, has the expected classical
continuum limit. This Lagrangian is much more compli-
cated than the asymmetric action used by Creutz’ and is
due to the more complicated Wilson metric. Note for
€=a we recover the symmetric Wilson action. There are
two new types of term for the asymmetric lattice: name-
ly, the second term and the last term in (4.2). The second
term arises from the inner product given by (3.4) taken be-

($y, ¥, U’ | exp( —eH) | ¥1,¢,,U ) =exp

[

tween states which are nearest neighbors in time. The last
term also arises from the inner product, essentially the
determinant of the matrix, and it is discussed in Appendix
B; this term is local in time but nonlocal in space, and is
purely a quantum effect which vanishes in the classical
limit as #.

From the Lagrangian given by (4.2), we construct the
action and obtain, repeating Egs. (2.11) to (2.14) in the ax-
ial gauge as in (2.18),

‘Z‘(ZK—])+1 ‘ E(Jnud’nu +$n1¢n1)

€ , - , -
+K |~ }§ ¢'nuUm¢ ¢n+’l‘IUnt"l’nl+¢nI m¢n+” ¢n+1uUl}¢nu
+iSKS G Upih ~—B  » 0Ud b+ B0 Unth  ~ =B~ 0:ULitbay)
a < @i ni¥) 1 n41e i i n/ nlYiYni n+1u n+’fI iY ni ¥nu
+—~—2T:~(U,,,U$+U' UL+ 5 3 Te W+ W)
g 28 n,ij
2d/2 €
+5 ——1 [(IndetM [U]+IndetM [U']) (4.3)
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Note the terms independent of € in the Lagrangian yield the metric and the inner product. For é—0, we have

exp z.kiannm,jk[ U]‘r”ka
nm’]

2
g€ gy 7 T a_l
exp |+ 2= 3 VAUy) (T, U’ | 911, U ) = exp|—— S Tr(U UL+ UL UL
2a % i} ’ ’ [detM]>"”? Ple g’ § wUmt Ua Ui
(4.4)
where V? is the Laplace-Beltrami operator for SU(N).
We also have from Eq. (A4a), to leading order in €, the Hamiltonian differential operator H given by
<’Zu’¢I’UI I exp( —€H) I Jh']’u’U)
e ~HBSOUG 0, U | 91,9, U) 4.5)

=exp [~ eH@, 0,0+ 3 FojMam [ Uldmi —24* IndetM [U] | [ 8(Up—Us), (4.6
nm, jk ni

where we have used Eq. (3.4) to obtain (4.6), and that, due to (4.4), U,;=U,; to O(€) in Eq. (4.3). Hence, from (4.3),

(4.4), and (4.6) we have, taking € to zero,

2
H__ 8" 2y 1 a1 -
A= 2a§V(U,,,) agzzTr(Wm,)~a(2K—l)§¢n¢n

n,ij

K — -
= S all=yD Uity 2+, (147 ULitha] - %2"/2111 detM [U] . 4.7)

This is a Hamiltonian for the lattice gauge theory with
Wilson fermions. Recall from (3.9) the fermion equal-
time anticommutation equation is

(92,080 =M mn i [UIYEP . 4.8)

Equations (4.7) and (4.8) provide a complete description
for the operator formulation of the lattice theory.

The pure gauge field part of H is the well-known Ham-
iltonian derived by Kogut and Susskind.! The fermion
part of (4.7) is similar to Creutz’s’ result, except that he
has canonical anticommutation equations for the fermions
instead of (4.8). Also, Creutz uses coherent fermion states
for the initial and final field configurations and these have
a generalization, as will be shown, which can yield the
Wilson metric. The last term in the Hamiltonian given by
(4.7) has not been previously derived and is a direct reflec-
tion of the Wilson metric.

The noncanonical anticommutation equation (4.8) as
well as the metric (2.13) can be reduced to the canonical
form by the following transformation:

Vo= 3 M (@.92)
m,k

"ka = zian-l/znm,jk . (4.9b)

n,j

Note only ¥y, and 3, are independent variables and the
transformation of v, and ¥, are fixed by (3.7) and (3.8),
respectively; Eq. (4.9) is to be understood in this sense.
This yields, from (4.8) and (4.9), the canonical anticom-
mutator

(X8, XBx} =8umb VP .

For the fermion sector of the Hamiltonian, from (4.7)

(4.10)

[
_aHF= - Einxn+2K EynMnlnme
n nm

~K 3 XMy UnM ™2 X

. m+1"P
pom, i
+K 3 XMT' i UM = X,
pom, i

(4.11)

And finally, from (2.13) and (4.9), we obtain the canonical
metric:
(4.12)

T(X,X)=exp |— 3 XoXn

The canonical form for H involving X and X is more suit-
able for perturbation theory since we can use the Fock
basis for the X, X fields. Note that the canonical form for
Hp in (4.11) makes Hp nonlocal; noncanonical anticom-
mutation leads to new interactions in H involving the ma-
trix M 172,

We can expand M ~!/2 as a power series in K, and
obtain strings of gauge-field links of length L of the type
Kt (IT,Up) running from n to m (Fig. 1. Hy has
three-site nonlocal interactions between a quark at point
n, a gauge-field link between m and m+T, and an anti-
quark at / (Fig. 2). These nonlocal interactions also are
present in the quark-color charge operator given in (5.12).

We briefly discuss the relation of the coordinate eigen-
states | ¥;,¥,,U) with the fermion coherent state formal-
ism used by Creutz.® Using the canonical fermion opera-
tors X,,X, given by (4.10), we define the “bare vacuum”
state |0) by>’

Xny|0)=Xp |0)=0, (4.13a)
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FIG. 1. Expansion of M !/, in terms of gauge-field string
operators.

(0]0)=1.

The coordinate eigenstates satisfying the completeness
equation (2.7) with the Wilson metric (2.13) can be de-
fined (suppressing summation on all lattice and internal
indices, and denoting the gauge-field coordinate eigenstate
by | U)) as (c is a function of detM[U])

I J'I:'ﬁu»U):C exp(JlMl/le'f"YuM”zlﬁu) ] 0> ' U>
(4.14a)

(4.13b)

and, using the rules of conjugation given in (A2), we have
(d_}u;lpr | =C< U l <0 | CXP(YIM1/2¢I+$“M1/2XI) ,

(4.14b)

where we have used the property that M is Hermitian to
obtain the above equation.

Using the canonical anticommutation of X and X and
(4.13) we obtain (fixing ¢ appropriately)

- - M ,
(Furts U | B9, U E‘M;,‘%H&Um-—vm
a1

(4.14¢)

which is simply Eq. (3.4). We see that Eq. (4.14) is a non-
trivial generalization of fermion coherent states as the
gauge field is directly involved in its construction.

We examine the limiting case of free Wilson fermions,
as this is the first step in any weak-coupling calculation.
We set the gauge field to zero, obtaining from (4.7), (4.8),
and (3.3), up to a constant,

H:-;‘;(zK—l)EJn%

~ LK S Ty, 4T, (1 +700] @152

and
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m m+

FIG. 2. Nonlocal interactions in the Hamiltonian for the fer-
mion sector.
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(08,080} =0uM ' 0uy§P (4.15b)
Mnm=8n'm_K§(8n+’i,m+8n,m+T) . (4.15C)

For the infinite spatial lattice, define Fourier transforms

for the canonical field

Xo= [ ™ Xo= [ 77X, (4.162)

with
s gd—1
[=/ AP (4.16b)
- (27)¢

We then have from (4.9) and (4.11)

H= [ X+~ —latiyBX 4.17)
and from (4.10)

{XpnXp} =Y0By p » (4.18)
where

a= % (1—2K)——2chosp,] , (4.192)

B = %21( sinp; , (4.19b)

Ap=1—2K ¥ cosp; . (4.19¢)

i

We obtain the energy eigenspectrum of equally spaced en-
ergy levels in (4.17), where the energy of a single particle
or antiparticle excitation is given by”!!

Ep=——1—(a2+32)‘/2 (4.20a)
)‘P

[ {1-21( —2K S cosp; ]2+4K22sin2p.- ]"2
i i

Q|'—

{1—2K§cosp,. l

(4.20b)
We make the following observations. First, energy E,
is a monotonic function of p; this is due to the cosine
term in the numerator of (4.20b) coming from the Wilson
projectors 1+y;. If this cosine term were absent, then the
energy of a zero-momentum quark and that of a quark of
momentum 7 for some p; would be equal, since sinp; =0
for both of these cases. In the continuum limit, taking all
possibilities into account, this would result in 24! quark
species'! and would be the reflection of the overcounting
of quark states in the lattice Hamiltonian formulation.
Second, the metric yields the factor of 1/Ap in the expres-
sion for energy. In the case of coupling to the gauge field,
the noncanonical anticommutation equation (4.8) yields
more complicated contributions to the energy given in
(4.11). Third, taking the continuum limit of a—0 for
(4.20) using (2.1) and setting p =ka (k€[ — 0,4+ o] is
the continuum momentum) we have E; =(k%+my?)!/% as
expected. Fourth, energy E, can be directly obtained
from the Lagrangian (4.2) by locating the pole of the
propagator, setting po= —i€E,, and taking €—0 limit.
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V. COLOR CHARGE OPERATOR AND GAUSS’S LAW

In the Lagrangian approach, the charge operator and
Gauss’s law are obtained by exploiting symmetries of the
Lagrangian. In the Hamiltonian formulation, these result
from transformation properties and symmetries of wave
functionals.

Consider first the gauge field for SU(N): right and left
group multiplication for group elements are given by Her-
mitian generators EL and ER, respectively, where'?

[EaL)EbleiCabcEcL ’ (5.1a)
[E:(!Elf] = _iCabcEcR ’ (5.1b)
[EZ,Ef]=0. (5.1¢)

Note the minus sign in (5.1b). EX and EF are first-order
Hermitian differential operators on L,(SU(N)). For the
group element U we have the operator equation

ELU)=R,(V)ERU) , (5.2)

where R,,(U) is the adjoint representation of U. We
hence have for an arbitrary function of U, the SU(N)
Taylor theorem!?

. a . i AQE R i
f(e:¢ X“erax“)=e'¢ Ea(U)e“"’E:f(U)f(U) (5.3a)
. apR L
_WES+E] )f(U) , (5.3b)
J
Oy, ¥, U)—> 06", U (4))
igaER(U ) —i$® ~EFU,)
- I-Ie‘¢nEa(Um)e n+1 Hexp
n,i n

=exp

i3 n

where p,, is the quark color charge operator, and we have
ignored topologically significant surface terms in combin-
ing the chromoelectric field operators.

For the wave functionals to be gauge invariant as re-
quired by Eq. (2.19), they have to be independent of #3.
Since % is arbitrary in (5.6c) we must have for gauge in-
variance

S [EXUL ) —EX U, _3)1-Pua=0. (5.7)
Using Eq. (5.2), we have from (5.7)
S EHUn) =R (Ut 3 JERU_ 5 )1=ppa . (5.8)

If we choose to identify ER as the chromoelectric field
operator, then (5.8) is Gauss’s law using only EX.
Equation (5.7) is Gauss’s law for the lattice gauge
theory; it is understood that this is not an operator equa-
tion and that the operator on the left-hand side of (5.7) is
acting on wave functionals. From our derivation, it is
clear that Gauss’s law is a differential statement of the
wave functionals being gauge invariant and expresses local
conservation of color charge at the lattice site n.
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ipeX3*

S EXUW~EHU,_; )]~paa( ) ] }w%,«m,w ,

BAAQUIE 33

where we have used (5.1c) to obtain (5.3b).
It can be shown that for SU(N)

—v¥U)= 3 EROEX D=3 EHDEU) . (5.3¢)
a a

Form Eq. (5.3c), we see that either EX or EL can be iden-

tified as the chromoelectric field operator for the lattice

gauge field. The analogue of Eq. (5.3b) for the fermions is

more complicated. We discuss this in Appendix A and

have, from Eq. (A12),

h(Bye % e Koy

— - 5
=exp | —i¢° X} PG —— +io"XJY
xp | —i¢° XY 5% ¢k18¢?1
Xh () . (5.4)

We define the charge operator as the generator of gauge
transformations in the following manner. Consider the
(time-independent) gauge transformation

Un—baUnibl 3 $a=e', (5.52)
'/’n_’ﬁbn'/)m ‘Zn"’@n(b; .

Hence, from (5.3) and (5.4), we have, for the wave func-
tional,

(5.5b)

(5.6a)
v b S 0 &P, U) (5.6b)
ki —%¥nju _— us ) .
" sy ™ 50 L :
(5.6¢)

T
To completely define the operator p,,, note from its
definition

x| 8 8
=X |92, —— 8 . (5.92)
Pna a l nju 5 I/J :ku nkl 5 1//‘,{,-1
It follows from (5.9a) that
[PoasPmb 1 =iCabcPrcOum (5.9b)

and hence p,, are generators of SU(N) local gauge
transformations. Inverting Egs. (3.7) and (3.8) we have

o)
—a EMnm,kj[U]lpgzju (5.10a)
&pnku m,j
and
8 -
== 2 M iU i - (5.10b)
5¢nj1 m,k

Combining (5.9a) and (5.10) we have, using Eq. (3.3a) and
the fact that X, ’s are traceless,
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Pna =17}n70Xa¢n"‘K 2 (.,'ZnuXa Uui¢n+’1‘“

+ P X U

<.
n—1,i

+K 3@, 2 U, s Xebu+8, 5 UbiXatha)) -
I
(5.11)

Y

-
n—lu

Note that the regulated quark charge operator p,, in-
volves the gauge field due to the Wilson metric; for K=0
we obtain the expected canonical result.

Equation (5.11) together with (5.7) and (4.8) gives a
complete definition of Gauss’s law. _

In terms of canonical fermions X and X given by (4.9)
and (4.10), we have the charge-density operator

Pna = 2 (ymuM_l/zmnXaMl/zanpu
mp

XM P onXoM =20 X0) (5.12)

The definition of quark charge operator involves the ma-
trices M ~'2 and M!/2. Note for the Abelian field the
charge operator is in effect local, i.e., for total charge

QAbelian _ zpﬁbeﬁanz 21_’117’0)(:: . (5.13)
n n

Hence, only for the non-Abelian case does M couple to
the charge operator and render it truly nonlocal.

We illustrate the lattice result (5.8) by taking the a —0
classical continuum limit; in this limit, the continuum
chromoelectric field operator is simply the differential
operator,

_5
i5A4%(x)

and for which, unlike (5.1),
ponents commute. Using

Eg™(x)= (5.14)

the different color com-

ad

Ef(Up)=[8ay — 7Capc Bai +O(BH)]———, (5.15a)
laBm
Rop(Upi) =84 — Cppe BS; +O(B?) (5.15b)
and
of(x) .. 1 .
ox, _Jﬂa(f“ 3 (5.16)

we have from (2.1), (5.8), (5.11), and (5.15) the expected
continuum Gauss’s law

J

K= MI_—I1 H fd'anl/’ndUm‘e—J"lpn(J

wom1 ni n +6u’¢n +or
0=

|e—€H ‘ Enl;d’nl» Un> .

U .
n+0i
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2 %Eﬂ’"‘(x)+C,,bcA,~b(x)Ef,-°"‘(x)
=Xy X, ¥(x) . (5.17)

Equation (5.17) is valid only classically since we have as-
sumed the fields A4,(x), ¥(x), and ¥(x) are continuous
and differentiable. For the quantum case, the new terms
in (5.8) which arise due to the (lattice) cutoff all contribute
to the renormalized quantum continuum limit.

VI. LATTICE ACTION FROM LATTICE
HAMILTONIAN

Suppose the starting point for the theory is taken to be
the Hamiltonian. We now derive the action from the
Hamiltonian. Suppose we have in the axial gauge

A 9)=mo 3 Taat 3 P hzm h;’" Ym+Hor
n nm
(6.1a)
with canonical anticommutation equation
(0% ¥k} =75 SamBin - (6.1b)

The off-diagonal coupling k., can be nonlocal, and in-
volves the gauge field for the interacting theory. The
Hamiltonian in (6.1) for the case of my=0 includes the
chirally invariant SLAC lattice Hamiltonian® and the
Susskind fermions.?

For the metric we have from (6.1b)

T(,p)=exp |— 3 Yoty ] , (6.2)

and from (3.1) we have

<!Zu,¢1,U'|lZ1,l/J“,U)=CXp zlznlpn Ha(Uni‘"U;xi)-

(6.3)
Hence, for the evolution kernel we have
Kz(au:lpl’Ul|e_EMHi'Zh’«[’uaU) (6.4)
M1 _
= I1 II [ d¥.d¢ndUp,.e”, (6.5)

ng=1 nu

where the boundary conditions for (6.5) are given in Eq.
(2.9). Using the completeness equation (2.7) in (6.4)
M —1 times and using (6.2) for the metric, we have

(6.6)

And hence, from (6.3) and (A4a), for the fermion part we have to leading order in €

KFE H fdlzndlpndUni €Xp | — 2 Jnl/’n + 2 (Jn +au¢”“+$"’¢n+6l)_€2HF(l—p‘n-}»au’d_J"I;l’b"“’i/}n +61)
n n n no

From (6.1) we have

(6.7)
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= - = = - - ot

HF('pn +6u:¢nl;¢nw¢" +6, )= +my § (¢n +6u ¢nu+‘¢’nl¢n +0! )+ % W,I +6uhnm d’m +6, +¢nlhnm tﬁmu) . (6.8)

From (6.7) and (6.8) we obtain the action
-_— — — — 0 hnm
AF='—2¢n¢n +(1——moe)2(¢n+au¢'"‘+¢"ﬂpn+6l)_62 ¥n hTm 0 djmsno,mo . (6.9)
n n nm n
Transforming from the axial gauge back to a manifestly gauge-invariant expression we have the lattice action
-— 1 . + - — O hnm
A4=— ; Ynthn + 7(1—moe) g (¥, .51 +70)Unotn +¥n(1—v0) Upoth, +3]—€§ Un hl 0 UmOng,m,+AGF -
(6.10)

The action has Wilson projectors 1ty for the time cou-
pling and is due to the fermionic coordinates of the Hil-
bert space. Note action 4 in (6.10) explicity breaks chiral
symmetry, even if my=0 and the Hamiltonian is chiral
invariant. The breaking of chiral symmetry is due to the
structure of the fermionic Hilbert space, whicgl has non-
chiral invariant field coordinates, namely, | ¥y,¢,) and
<¢u’¢}l [ .

The lattice action obtained in (6.10) contains more in-
formation than finite time continuum action. To see this,
take the limit of M — «» and €e—0 with T =Me fixed,
and for notational simplicity consider the continuum
QCD Hamiltonian. We then have from (6.10)

A= fordtfdszM+Aboundary

and

Avoundary = J dX[Pu (X9, (%, )+ (x)y(x,0)] ,

where £y is given in (C11). The first term in (6.11) is
the finite-time action; the second term is the boundary
term and is given by (6.12); ¢, (x) and ¢;(x) are part of
the boundary conditions given in (2.9), whereas ¥,(x,T)
and ¥;(x,0) are integration variables; note boundary
values v, (x) and ;(x) are also coupled to the action. The
importance of the boundary term can be seen in the case
of the free Dirac field, where”"®

K(T)={9,,¥ | exp(— THpiese) | 1,9 )
=C( T)CXP[Aboundary(sz’ T)]

with ¥(x,?) satisfying the classical field equations with
boundary conditions given by Eq. (2.9), and C(T) is a
normalization function.

(6.11)

(6.12)

(6.13)
(6.14)

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We derived the lattice Hamiltonian using Wilson fer-
mions. We found that the Hamiltonian was nonlocal due
to the nontrivial Wilson metric; and, in fact, using canoni-
cal fermions made the Hamiltonian pick up new types of
nonlocal interactions. We derived the gauge-field color
charge operator as well as the quark color charge operator
directly from properties of the wave functionals. The lat-
tice quark charge operator for the non-Abelian case has
anomalous pieces which depend upon the gauge field.

The Hamiltonian derived here is not the unique Hamil-

I

tonian which corresponds to the Wilson action, both for
the gauge field as well as for the fermions. The reason for
this is that to derive the Hamiltonian the time lattice
spacing has to be taken much smaller than the spatial lat-
tice spacing, and this extension to infinitesimal time is
highly nonunique. Hence, Creutz’s expressions reduce to
the Wilson action for a symmetric space-time lattice, but
give a very different result for the Hamiltonian compared
to the one derived here. In particular, Creutz’s Hamil-
tonian has a hopping parameter different from the value
of K, and a different Hilbert space. Creutz’s result is con-
sistent, and we ascribe the different results to the different
schemes for extending the Wilson action to infinitesimal
time. Of course, some regularization schemes yield the
physics more clearly than others. The results of this pa-
per incorporate interactions in Hilbert space via the Wil-
son metric in a transparent way and may allow the study
of anomalies using the nontrivial properties of the Hilbert
space of the interacting theory.

We derived the lattice action from a given Hamiltonian,
and showed that chiral symmetry is explicitly broken in
the action by the coordinates of the fermionic Hilbert
space. It should be possible to choose fermionic field
coordinates such that a chiral-invariant lattice Hamiltoni-
an leads to a chiral-invariant lattice action.

Using the results obtained, we can now perturbatively
study the fermion Hamiltonian both in the strong- and
the weak-coupling sectors. To study the QCD Hamiltoni-
an in weak coupling, we also have to gauge fix the lattice
gauge field degrees of freedom. We discuss this in a
separate publication.'®
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APPENDIX A:
FERMION CALCULUS

Let |®) be a wave functional of the interacting
quark—gauge-field system. Its coordinate representation
form (2.6) is

¢(Ju’¢I)U)=<Ju’¢I’U|¢) . (Al)
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Conjugation is defined by®® (1) reverse the order of the
fermion variables and complex conjugate the coefficients,
) v—¥yo, b—vo¥, (3) Uy — U, Hence we have for
@', the conjugate of @,

NPy, 1y, 1) =0* (¢, — 8, U")
=(® | JI:‘I’mU) .

The scalar product on the Hilbert space, using (Al),
(A2), and the completeness equation (2.7), is given by

(fI1h)y=[dPdypdU{f|¥d,¥,,U)

(A2a)
(A2b)

X T (@, 0, Uy, ¥, U | ) . (A3)
The matrix elements of an operator G are given by
(P, 90, U | G [ 1,9, U)
=G@BU UK, ¥ U' |,1,U)  (Ada)
and Hermitian conjugation is defined as usual by
(h|G|f)*=(f |G |h). (Adb)

Note in (A4b), the metric via Eq. (2.7) has to be used to

define the matrix element (f |G | k) and plays a central
role in defining the Hermiticity of an operator. In partic-
ular, the transfer matrix exp(— aH) given in Eq. (2.14) is
Hermitian only with the Wilson matrix given in (2.13).

The fermionic “Fourier transform” of ®(¢,,¥,U) is
defined using the metric T'(,, U); for the Wilson metric
(2.13) we have

(P, ¥, U= [ dd vy, T (@0, V) (1,1, U)

where @' denotes the Fourier transform of ®.
Inverting Eq. (A5a) we have, using (3.4),

(A5a)

(P10, V)= [ dudndV{Du, ¥,V | $1,%,,U)

(4, ¥, V) (A5b)

The additional bosonic integration dV in (AS5b) is needed
to compensate the 8 function in the inner product in (3.4).
To prove Egs. (A5a) and (A5b) we need the identity

8(n—e)= [ dPexp[P(n—e)] (A6a)

and

8(m—&)= [dyexp[(7—], (A6b)
where %,7,€,€ are fermionic variables and the left-hand
side of (A6) are fermionic 8§ functions having the usual

definition of

Jdnstn—eif(m=fle), etc. (A6c)
Perform the gauge transformation

yi=e"*"ey, (ATa)

PL=Dye e (A7b)

Then, from (2.13) and (A5a) we have in abbreviated nota-
tion
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q)(lz;nd};’ U)= fdlz,dt/}" exp( _&ue nid,aXﬂM]/Ju

—_ i¢%X
—giMe"ey)

X&' (Py,1,,U) . (A8)
Let h, =M1, and h;=v¢;M. We have to prove
- =it ; k-1, 5 —¥,hy
exp(—Pye ¥ Xon, ) =exp | i X Ty, —— |e uhu
5 ku
(A9)

For infinitesimal ¢° we have for the right-hand side of

(A9):

1—i¢°X i, L
o 81J}ku

—wuhu

+0(4?) e

—(14+i¢°F, X, by e~ s
e +06M)] .

~exp[ —1,e (A10)

Iterating Eq. (A10), we obtain Eq. (A9) for finite ¢
Similarly, we have

=Ry

exp( —h_lewax“t/u):exp e . (A1D

aviks D
i¢ Xb’kwklgﬂ
J

Hence, from (A8), (A9), and (A11) we have

—i¢"X 1¢ X

D(P,e “yy, U)
—exp | X | — Ty =2+ Y=
! amu 8¢y
X(D(Euﬂbl’ U) ’ (AIZ)

where we have obtained (A 12) by using the commutativity
of the exponents in (A12).

APPENDIX B: THE MATRIX M

We discuss the matrix M which appears in the Hamil-
tonian and the noncanonical commutation equations for
the Wilson fermions. From (3.2) and (3.3), using ¢,¢
which carry only color charge since M carries no Dirac
indices, let

A(E’IIJ!U):_ 2 Jannm,jklpmk B

nm, jk
and the matrix M is given by

Mo jk =8, ~K 3, (8 5 UL+

Ul . B2)
There are two expansions for M, namely, as a power
series in K and in BY;, where U,;=exp(iBg;X,); the ex-
pansion in BZ; is in effect an expansion as a power series
in the coupling constant g.
(a) Weak-coupling expansion. We have

-2
U,,,.:1+i13:,.x,,+’7(13:,-x,, )*4+0(B?) . (B3)
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Defining

lp=l—2chosp,- (B4a) det M: ’\/\Q\_f\/ + »\Q\‘
and (a) (b)

S X, =c,1 (B4b)

a FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams for expansion of detM in powers
we have from (B1) and (B3) (see Fig. 3) of the gauge field.

detM = [T [ dv.dvaexp[4 (§,4,B)]

n
=exp | 7¢,KJ 3 (B —16,K* 3, B4BY; [ €4 mr(q)+0(BY) |, (BS)
nia nm, ija 9

where [defining p,q integrations as in (4.16b)]

] Ap ’
(ei(p+q),-_ -ip}»)(ei(p+qu_e—iP5)
I‘,-,-(q)= » A .

PP +4q

(B6a)

(B6b)

The first term in (B5) comes from Fig. 3(a) and the second term from Fig. 3(b).
Note for d=4, J is linearly divergent, and so is I';;(g), and would give a divergent mass term for the gauge field.
However, these two divergences cancel exactly (due to lattice gauge invariance) since we can prove the numerical identity

in d dimensions:'*

Hence we obtain
detM =ex -—ﬁ B3BG; f iga-mrp . (q)—T;(0)]+0 (B>
=exp 2 C2 2 ni ¥ mj qe [ ij q) l]( ]+ ( ). (B8)
nmija

The ultraviolet divergences of M have to be studied using the weak-coupling expansion.

14

(b) Strong-coupling expansion. For the case of g >>1, the theory is expanded as a power series in K and 1/g2 To

leading order in K we have, from (B1) and (B5),

4
54— S Tr(UyU

det M ~exp i)

t gt
Ul A UL+UyU

n,ij

APPENDIX C: CLASSICAL CONTINUUM LIMIT

By the classical continuum limit is meant the limit of
#i—0 and a —0 for the lattice theory with the field values
and their derivatives being continuous and differentiable.
The classical continuum limit for the symmetric lattice
has been derived by Wilson.!! We essentially redo this
calculation for the asymmetric lattice theory given by
(4.2).

Recall from (2.1) and (4.1) we have for spatial lattice
spacing a and time lattice spacing € the following:

x =(ny€,na) , (Cla)
Bly=€gA§(x), (Clb)
BS=agAf(x) , (Cle)

n +}i

t T 6
Un+;1~ij~)+0(K )] . (B9)
[
il (C1d)
Y= 3K P(x),
_ gd—1 12 o
Y= 3K P(x), (Cle)
___.1— — (d—4)/2
2K = drmoa’ g =gosa . (C1f)

We will take the limit of @ —0, e—0 for the action de-
fined on an infinite space-time lattice, i.e.,

A= 7, (C2)

where .# is given by (4.2). The IndetM term in (4.2) goes
as # in the action (C2) and vanishes in the classical limit;
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hence it will be dropped.

In the classical limit, we can expand A4(na +fia) in a
Taylor’s series about Af(na) and similarly for
W(na +fia), etc.; in particular, for the pure gauge-field
part of action, it can be readily shown, using (Cla) and
(C1b) that!!

1l a t t
AGF:;—ZZETr(UniUn+T0Un+6iUnO+H.C')
€ 1
+=— 3 Tr(W,;)
ag? n,ij ™

~—+ea? '3 | S Fa(x)P+ S IFHP |,

ija
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we obtain the continuum Yang-Mills action from (C3).
The space-time asymmetry is more nontrivial for the
fermion sector. We Taylor expand the fields using (C1):

J_1 112
t/)n+6= a2K ] [¥(x)+€d(x)+O(e))] , (Cé6a)
12
¥, 1= \GZK [¥(x)+ad;¥(x)+0(a?], (Céb)
U s =1+igalAF(x)+edodfx)+ -],  (C60
U, qo=1+igeld§(x)+adidf(x)+ -1,  (C6d)

(C3)
etc.
where On carrying out the Taylodr’s expansion of the action,
1 . .
Fe (x)=3,4% —3,4% +58,C AvAS . (C4) we keep terms only of O(ea®~") and discard all higher-
' Ay —0uAy 0%abep order terms. All terms of lower order must cancel (as, in
Using faf:t, they do) to have a finite classical limit. For the fer-
dot d (Cs5) ~ mion part of the action, after considerable simplifications,
€a ?“"fd X using 4, =AjX, we have
1
11 - € 1|z ;
Apg_ead”}"“ {; EE—d POOYx)+ |1+ ;——1\ (d—EE P(x)yolBo+isgodo(x)]¥h(x)
+Px)yi[3; +isgod;(x)]g(x) [ +0('a’ ' ea”) . (€7)
r
From (C1f) we have in the classical continuum limit. We finally have, from
1 (C7), (C8), and (C3), (C5),
——d =mea . (C8)
2K A=Ap+Agr (C10)
Hence, the coefficient of the time-derivative term in (C7) - _ f d% {moP(x)¥(x)
becomes, from (C8), -
+P(x)y [0, +isgoA, (x)]Y(x)}
€
1—moa | =—1|=1+01a) (C9) —+ [a%([Fi, (0P (C11)

and consequently the time and space asymmetry vanishes

which is the color gauge theory with bare coupling con-
stant sg, and bare quark mass m.
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