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The non-Abelian analogue of the Debye screening effect is investigated by means of perturbative

calculations in high-temperature Yang-Mills theory.

It is recalled that the gluon vacuum-

polarization tensor, which is gauge dependent, does not directly yield the Debye screening mass
beyond leading order. Instead, the correlation function of two Polyakov loops, representing the
color-averaged potential energy of a static quark-antiquark pair, is examined as a possible means of
defining a gauge-invariant Debye mass. Though apparently satisfactory to leading order, an exam-
ination of higher orders reveals two problems: (i) an unexpected breakdown of perturbation theory
in the electrostatic sector and (i) the emergence of the magnetostatic mass gap as the dominant de-
cay mass of this correlation. These results might be the signal for a breakdown of gauge symmetry
in the plasma phase and indicate the need for examining a gauge-invariant electrostatic correlation

function that is free from color averaging.

I. INTRODUCTION

Investigations of the conjectured “quark-gluon plasma”
phase of hadronic matter can provide valuable informa-
tion about the strong interaction. The high densities and
temperatures relevant to its formation could occur not
only in some astrophysical contexts but are also expected
to be attained in the relativistic heavy-ion collision experi-
ments likely to be performed in the near future. On the
theoretical side, the properties of quantum chromodynam-
ics at finite temperature and density (“hot QCD”) have
been of great interest in recent years. Monte Carlo simu-
lations, complemented by analytical methods, have led to
much qualitative and quantitative insight into the nature
of the deconfinement—chiral-symmetry-restoration phase
transition. Perturbative analyses have been carried out at
temperatures and/or densities well above the transition,
the rationale being the smallness of the QCD coupling
constant in this regime. (For reviews of hot QCD, see
Refs. 1 and 2.)

The Debye screening of static color charges and the
possible screening of color magnetic fields are the sort of
effect one would like to access perturbatively. It was soon
realized, however, that the severe infrared divergences in
hot QCD must cause perturbation theory to eventually
break down. Thus, it was argued® that the O (g®) term in
the thermodynamic potential receives contributions from
an infinite set of Feynman graphs and so cannot be com-
puted perturbatively. The same holds for the magnetic
screening mass, the square of which starts out at O(g*),
and sufficiently high-order corrections to the Debye
screening mass. One ought, nevertheless, to be able to
compute both the thermodynamic potential and the Debye
screening mass at sufficiently low orders. The former has
been well investigated (for references see Ref. 1); here we
shall concentrate on the latter.

Debye screening refers to the long-distance shielding of
electric charge by plasma excitations, which convert the
1/R Coulomb potential into the exp(— mR)/R Yukawa-
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type potential. The phenomenon was originally discussed
in the context of the theory of electrolytes by Debye and
Huckel,* but the concept is of course much more general
and may be applied in a variety of situations. The equi-
librium properties of an ordinary (i.e., Abelian) plasma are
described field theoretically by quantum electrodynamics
at a finite temperature and chemical potential. The Debye
screening mass m is obtained as the static infrared limit
of the time-time component of the photon vacuum-
polarization tensor Il (k,=0,k—0), which is gauge in-
variant. The naive method of computing the non-Abelian
Debye screening mass is to mimic the procedure followed
for Abelian plasmas and take the same limit of the gluon
vacuum polarization. At first this seems to work: at the
one-loop level I45(k,=0,k—0) turns out to be gauge in-
variant and yields the leading-order Debye mass.! But
this convenient situation is short lived:>® beyond the one-
loop level, the gauge dependence of the non-Abelian
vacuum-polarization tensor manifests itself even in the
static infrared limit. Thus, the naive procedure for ex-
tracting m breaks down, and one has to turn to something
more refined.

To obtain a physical quantity such as the Debye screen-
ing mass, one must consider an appropriate gauge-
invariant correlation function. The obvious choice is the
Polyakov loop correlation (PLC), which represents’ the
free energy of a heavy quark-antiquark pair with no color
correlation (each source being separately averaged over
color space). In the lowest order, this yields the same De-
bye mass as the naive calculation mentioned above.
Corrections to this leading value could then presumably
be obtained by computing the PLC to higher orders. This
we attempt to do in the present paper.

At the next-to-leading order, however, we encounter an
unexpected breakdown of perturbation theory in the elec-
trostatic sector, which seems to throw a shadow on the en-
tire idea of perturbatively computing the Debye screening
mass. Moreover, examination of higher orders reveals
that this apparently electrostatic correlation is in fact
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dominated by the mass gap of the magnetostatic sector.
We are led to the conclusion that the color averaging in
the PLC (which results in the correlation being dominated
by two-gluon exchange) tends to wash out the Debye
screening effect. We ought instead to seek a gauge-
invariant correlation function dominated by single-gluon
exchange, which would result in a cleaner manifestation
of Debye screening.

In Sec. II we review the gauge dependence of the
“naive” Debye mass (i.e., as calculated directly from the
gluon vacuum polarization). In Sec. III we compute the
PLC to leading order and in Sec. IV to higher orders; de-
tails of the calculation are given in the Appendix. Our
conclusions are presented in Sec. V.

II. GLUON VACUUM POLARIZATION

The phenomenon of non-Abelian Debye screening has
remained somewhat obscure due to the lack of a proper
gauge-invariant calculation of the screening mass. We be-
gin by reviewing previous calculations of the Debye mass
as the static infrared limit of the time-time component of
the high-temperature gluon vacuum-polarization tensor.
The presence of dynamical quarks is an inessential gen-
eralization here, so for simplicity we shall work within the
pure SU(N) Yang-Mills theory. The leading-order result
for thle squared mass is then the gauge-invariant one-loop
value:

Ng’T?
T

The same quantity, calculated at two loops, exhibits in-
frared divergences and gauge dependence.>® The diver-
gences may be eliminated by resumming the above one-
loop value, resulting in a nonanalytic O(g?) correction to
I144. This correction is most conveniently computed using
a dimensionally reduced effective theory, “‘extended quan-
tum chromodynamics in three Euclidean dimensions”
(EQCD;) (Ref. 5). For our present purposes, EQCD; may
be taken to consist of the Yang-Mills field ( 4;, the mag-
netostatic potential) in three dimensions minimally cou-
pled to a massive adjoint scalar field (¢ ~ A4, the electro-
static potential).

To derive the EQCD; action starting from that of hot

1Yk, =0,k—0)=

mEZ

NON-ABELIAN DEBYE SCREENING: THE COLOR-AVERAGED ...

3739

QCD, one begins by noting that the only modes that are
significant in the infrared (i.e., for momenta much smaller
than the temperature) are the static modes with vanishing
Matsubara frequencies.! Thus we are interested only in
Green’s functions with static external legs, and must in-
tegrate out the nonstatic loops. This integration can be
performed perturbatively for the following reasons: (i) the
effective coupling constant is g% T), which is small for
T >>Aqgcp; (ii) there are no infrared divergences in the
nonstatic sector. For our present purposes, we need evalu-
ate the nonstatic effects only at the one-loop level. These
are’ the generation of a mass term for the electrostatic po-
tential and the renormalization of the bare QCD coupling
constant into the running coupling defined at momentum
scale T. The magnetostatic potential remains massless.
The static modes of hot QCD are then described to a
good approximation by the effective Euclidean action

Seqcp, = [ d*X[$TtF(4)+ Tr(Dé) +my Tre?] .
where

Fj(A)=8;4;—03;4; +iG[A4;,4;] (4;=4;"=Y/VT),

Di¢=3,;¢+iG[A;,¢] (=AL=Y/VT),
G=T"g(T,
mEz-:NGZT/3 .

[Strictly speaking, one should add to mz? a mass counter-

term dm’= —2NGZfd3q/(27r)3q2, which arises together
with mg? from the integration over nonstatic modes and
is a result of the incomplete cancellation of ultraviolet in-
finites when only nonstatic modes are included; it will be
canceled by a similar divergence coming from the static
modes of EQCD;. Such divergences are set to zero in the
dimensional regularization scheme which we shall use, so
we do not consider them explicitly here.]

To calculate the O(g?) term in the static infrared limit
of Il4,, all we need compute is the one-loop scalar self-
energy in EQCD;. We use an O(3)-covariant £ gauge, in
order to exhibit the gauge dependence of the result. The
only relevant graph is the second graph in Fig. 2 which
leads to the following result:

Ng’Tmg  Ng’T | K —mg’
—Tyylky=0,k—0)=mg?+& L
aalky )=mg-+§ yym Py K| arctan( | k| /mg)+mg
Ne2Tmy 2 4
. mE2+§ 4 E _2Ng Tk2-+-0 k
47 Irmg Tmg
The electrostatic propagator is then
, —i 1 —1i
iDgy(ky=0,k—0)= L
kz——[144 — ZNgZT k2 ) ) NgZT( N
3mmy < HE LT drmy §+3)
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Since mg ~gT, the correction to mg” is O(g?); an ap-
propriate choice of gauge makes it vanish. This strongly
suggests that the O(g*) term could in fact be a gauge ar-
tifact.

Regarding attempts to compute the Debye mass from
the polarization tensor in a specific gauge, it should be
emphasized that physical quantities must first be defined
gauge invariantly before one can set out to compute them.
Otherwise one risks computing something different.
Thus, the static infrared limit of Il44 cannot in general be
regarded as the physical Debye mass. However, the com-
putation of Il in a particular gauge may have a direct
physical meaning, provided one can relate the I144 so cal-
culated to the physical definition in terms of a gauge-
invariant correlation function.

A. Periodic Wilson loop

At zero temperature, one “makes the gluon propagator
gauge invariant” by considering it to be the dominant ex-
change in a Wilson-loop computation. Thus, the static
Wilson loop,”!® which yields the singlet gg potential, has
been useful in perturbative calculations of heavy quar-
konia. One may try the same tactics at finite temperature,
defining a direct finite-temperature analogue of the static
Wilson loop, which we call the “periodic Wilson loop:”

—ig ¢S(R)dquu >

(Tr=Tr/Tr1=Tr/N) .

w[S(R)]s<TrPexp

In analogy with the zero-temperature case, we take the
contour S(R) to have temporal extent B and spatial extent
R. The contour is not unique because any arbitrary
spacelike curve may be chosen to connect the ends at
7=0,8.

Define the “string operator”

_igfrdx,-A,-(x)] ,

where the contour I' runs from 0 to R at fixed 7. In stat-
ic gauge [0,44=0 (Refs. 11 and 5)]; see also the next sec-
tion], we can rewrite w[S(R)] in terms of the EQCD;
scalar field ¢ = A4,V B:

Wr(R,0)=P exp

e PR _ (FreisVBHOp (0, R)e —EVBIRIY (R 0))

Vr(R) being the potential defined by w[S(R)]. Expand-
ing the exponentials, keeping only the terms linear in 3,
we find

Vr(R)=—g*(Tr¢(0)W(0,R)$(R)W(R,0)) + - - - ,

i.e., at high temperature the potential is essentially the
EQCD; scalar propagator, made gauge invariant by the
introduction of strings.

At leading order, the strings may be set to unity and the
potential is given by the bare ¢ propagator:

2
Vg”(R)=—-251V<¢"(o>¢“(R>>

—mgR

,(N* —1) e
£ 7ON 4R

This is precisely the Debye screened version of the leading
zero temperature Coulomb potential.’

At the next order, however, the strings begin to con-
tribute. What we therefore achieve by enclosing the gluon
propagator in a Wilson loop is merely the trading of
gauge dependence for path dependence. This problem of
nonuniqueness does not arise at zero temperature, since
the strings lie at 1 =+ « and reduce to unity for arbitrary
paths.

We learn, then, that the gauge-invariant correlation
function in terms of which we define the Debye mass
must be disconnected in the sense of being a true two-
point function; there must be “no strings attached” to its
ends to make it gauge invariant.

B. Comment on the use of temporal gauge

It is instructive to consider again the leading-order con-
tribution to the periodic Wilson loop in an arbitrary
gauge. The following result can easily be shown to hold
in any gauge whatsoever, provided only that periodic
boundary conditions are satisfied:

_, L (N—1g? r dk
w[SR] =1+ [ 25 (1—cosk-R)

XD (k,=0k)+ -+ ,

where (D)) is the free gluon propagator. Thus,
D) (k,=0) must be gauge invariant (up to pieces of van-
ishing Fourier transform). Indeed, in any of the usual
gauges (£ covariant, Coulomb, static,...) one has
D& (ky=0)=—1/k% In the A,=0 gauge, on the other
hand, D%} =0.

In Ref. 12, the static infrared limit of Il in the tem-
poral (A4,=0) gauge has been claimed to be the physical
Debye mass, despite the well-known incompatibility of the
temporal gauge with the periodic boundary conditions one
uses at finite temperature (see, e.g., Ref. 1: the finite-
temperature analogue of the temporal gauge is in fact seen
to be not the temporal but the static gauge). The formal-
ism in Ref. 12 happens to yield the correct value for the
leading Debye mass and this is taken by the authors to in-
dicate its basic soundness; they therefore go on to com-
pute higher-order corrections. No attempt appears to
have been made to relate this calculation to that of a
gauge-invariant correlation function. The agreement at
leading order seems to us to be fortuitous; the above
periodic Wilson-loop calculation shows that not all lead-
ing results are correctly reproduced and therefore there is
good reason to question the higher-order ones.

III. POLYAKOV LOOP CORRELATION

Our aim is to try and calculate the O(g?) correction
Am? to a properly defined Debye mass. We shall read off
the Debye mass from the exponential falloff of a suitably
chosen gauge-invariant electrostatic correlation function
at infrared separation. The natural choice, which we shall
now consider, is the Polyakov loop correlation (PLC).

The “Polyakov loop operator”!? (also referred to in the
literature by the names “Wilson string,” “Wilson line,” or
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“thermal Wilson loop”) at a spatial point x is defined as

Q(x)=Pexp

B
—ig [ drayxn | (B=1/T),

which under periodic gauge transformations U(x,7)
transforms as

U(x,7)
AUx) — Ux,B)Ux)UT(x,0) .

Since U(x,8)=U(x,0), TrQ(x) is a gauge-invariant
operator. The gauge-invariant resummation of m is most
conveniently performed in the static gauge,>!! defined by
04A44=0, in which we have the simple expression

Qlx)—e —BBALX) _  —igVBb(x) ,

¢ being the adjoint scalar field in EQCD;.

The free energy of an isolated static quark at location x
is given by (TrQ(x)), while the correlation of two
Polyakov loops separated by a distance R determines the
free energy F(R) of a quark-antiquark pair according to
the equation

exp[ —BF(R)]=(TrQ(0)TrQ(R))
(Tr=Tr/Tr1=Tr/N) .

By retaining only the connected part, one obtains”!%!* the
color average of the g7 potential energy in the singlet and
adjoint channels:

#{exp[ — BV (R)]+(N?— )exp[ — BV (R)]}

=(TrQ'(0)TrQ(R)), =Cp.(R) .

In the static gauge, the Polyakov loop operators may be
expanded in terms of the EQCD; field ¢, and we get

402 -
CPL(R)=1+5—£—(Tr¢2(0)Tr¢2(R))c
63 _ _
+%§—(Tr¢3(0)Tr¢3(R)>c
gGBS - - .
e (Tr¢*0)Tr¢*(R) ), + higher orders .

1
CPL(R)= Tv_z"

where we have used the absence of a term linear in S to
eliminate V,q. Comparing the two expressions for
CpL(R), we find the leading values for the singlet and ad-
joint potentials

We thus identify mp as the leading value for the Debye
mass m; note that V¥ is the same as the leading value of
Vr obtained in the previous section.

{exp[ =BV (R)]+(N*—1)exp[ —BV,4(R)]} =1+

Notice that there is no single-gluon-exchange term, since
the generators of SU(N) are all traceless.

Leading-order results

We compute at the tree level the EQCDj; correlation
functions occurring in the above equation. The bare ¢-¢
propagator in EQCDs; is just exp(—mgR)/4mR, and we
need only do the group-theoretical traces; see the Appen-
dix for an example. The results are

2

- ~ N>—1 | ™F
T 2OT zR (0)__:______
(Tré OTré (R)) =" | = |
- _ N2—1 3(N*—4) | ™"
T 3 OT 3 R (0)____
(Tr¢>(0)Tré’(R) ), IN? 4N 47R ’
N 5 N?’—12N*-3 | mg
T 4 2 (0):__-———— —_——
(Tré"(OTrd"R)) === = 4
_mER 2
4R |’

where mg?=Ng?T?/3. The three-gluon-exchange term
above can be neglected to leading order. The contribution
of the third correlation above is down by a factor O(g?)
compared to the first and may also be neglected. We
therefore find that the Polyakov loop correlation is given
to leading order by

2
mgR

ﬁZ Nz—l E

CpL(R)=14 =

pL( ) +2‘ 4N2

gle
4m7R

+...

On the other hand, in terms of the singlet and adjoint
potentials we have the expansion

B*V,4R)
2ANZ—1) *

IV. MEAN-SQUARE CORRELATION

We have seen in the preceding section that the correla-
tion of two Polyakov loops is dominated by two-gluon ex-
change, the relevant contribution being proportional to the
following EQCD; correlation function, which we shall
call the “mean-square correlation,” denoted by f,((R):

(Tré*0)Trd*R)) = fms(R)
=fut(R)+fl(R)+ - - -

The leading value of f,(R), depicted graphically in Fig.
1(a), was shown to be
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2
—mgR
N* -1 |e %

(0)
(R)=
ms ZNZ

4R

where my is the mass parameter for the electrostatic po-
tential ¢ in the EQCD; Lagrangian, arising from the non-
static modes of hot QCD; the full Debye mass m is the
same as mpg to leading order.

To determine the O (g?) correction to m?, we write

m2=mg*+Am?
and resum Am? by the usual trick of adding it to the free
part of the EQCD; Lagrangian and subtracting it from
the interaction part. The value of Am? is then chosen so
that after adding one-loop corrections (we are talking
about loops in EQCD; here), the asymptotic form of
J

N2—1 | e~ "R dike kR
)= 2
W="0n7 | 4R f(k2+m2>2 2Am* 4 2Ng'T [ =
Nz d3k1d3k2d31e

(I =

d3l(2k +D;(2k +1);
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fms(R) remains unchanged from the leading expression,
but with m replacing mg. In what follows, we first calcu-
late the one-loop contribution and find the surprising re-
sult that for large distances it overwhelms the tree-level
value, thus causing Am 2 to be undetermined. We next ex-
amine higher-order contributions and find that the decay
of f..<(R), an apparently electrostatic correlation function,
is in fact governed by the magnetostatic mass.

A. One-loop contribution

The one-loop contribution to f,s(R) is represented by
the two graphs shown in Fig. 1(b),

F2AR)=(D+(II),

corresponding to the expressions

8y +(€—

li1;
1)7 ] } >

[(k+D?*+m2]I?

—ilk,—ky-R

—1
Ng?T
2N? g f(

2k, +1);(2ky +1);
X 2

k12+m2)(k22+m2)[(k1+l)2+m2][(kz+l)2+m2]

8y +(£— Dl ]

Here d;k=d’k/(27)* and we have used a covariant gauge, £ being the gauge parameter It is easily verified that the

gauge dependences of (I) and (II) cancel out, and we may choose £ at will. Scaling f 2)(R) with respect to O(R), we
write
ms (R)=f my(R)LS1(R)+fu(R)]
where we have, in the Feynman (£ =1) gauge,
d, ke"“‘ d3 12k +1)?
e™4nR | ————= [2Am*42Ng T | —FT——
fi= | oy Rl e
dikidskydsle " TRk + 12Ky + )
fll:ez'"R(""’rR)zNngf 2 321 : 22 ; 2 2 12 22 2172 °
|
The integrals in f| and f; can be evaluated exactly; de- Adding the two results, we get

tails of the calculation are to be found in the Appendix. 5
Here we present the results for two limiti mg’R  Ng?TR ’

e we present the results wo limiting cases. (f'+f11)=_—m—_ = In2mR +Y+F

1. Massless limit—m << 1/R

This limit corresponds to removing the Debye mass
resummation and makes the bare electrostatic propagator
massless. Accordingly, infrared divergences show up in
the results, signaling the need for such resummation. If
m?*—0, then Am?— —mg?, and we find that

mg’R 2
fi=——E= Ng TR (1n2mR 1y —
m
+mR In2mR +0(mR)] ,
2 2
fn—Ng TR 1-— +0(mR)
T 16

—++0(mR InmR)

The linear and logarithmic divergences as m —O0, previ-
ously encountered at two loops in the hot QCD vacuum-
polarization tensor,’ are here seen to have a gauge-
invariant meaning. Thus mass resummation in the elec-
trostatic sector is essential.

2. Long-distance limit—R >>1/m

This is the appropriate limit for extracting the Debye
mass. Having made the mR — « approximation, the idea
is to choose the mass shift Am? such that the higher-order
correction f\2)(R) is neghgxblc compared to the tree-level
value fO)(R). We obtain, in the long-distance limit,
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fi=mR Ain_2+i\’_g_2_7: —In2mR +3 —y + ! +0 1

= m? 2mm VT MR m?2R? ’
Ng?T | lnmR +y  3lnmR  6y+4In2—5 InmR
Su=mR 2 amR T 8mR O |meR? ||’
2 2 _
(f1+fu)=£ Amiy Ng Tm(3—y—21n2) +Ng T ——lenmR+3mmR 6y +4In2—1 40 InmR
m T Tm 2 4 mR
I

We find that the leading logarithms in graphs I and Il do  gauge dependence of the non-Abelian vacuum-

not cancel, and thus Am? is in fact undefined. The con-
tribution of the second-order graphs for f,(R) therefore
overwhelms the tree-level value, and we are faced with an
unexpected breakdown of perturbation theory in the elec-
trostatic sector.

B. Higher orders

At higher orders, we are in for more surprises. Consid-
er the fourth-order contribution to f,,,(R). The relevant
graphs are shown in Fig. 1(c). The last four graphs
represent the exchange of two magnetostatic gluons. Since
a possible magnetostatic mass gap can be no larger than
O (g2T), we realize that the Polyakov loop correlation is
in fact dominated by the magnetostatic sector of the
theory.

V. CONCLUSION

The non-Abelian Debye screening mass appears to be
an ill-defined concept in perturbation theory. Naively,
one would calculate it by mimicking the procedure fol-
lowed in Abelian theories, viz., by taking the static in-
frared limit of the vacuum-polarization tensor. This
method yields, at the one-loop level, the correct gauge-
invariant value of mz>=Ng?T?/3. At higher orders, the

120l _'_'o
..};;.
o::::®::‘o + 1720 I o
. ‘.-
o_'_':?.:::o + o'.'_(?::?'pw/zo:::g 0+ 145 @ o

+120. 22" +|/4o__-:>..._o + "‘Q.K:..O* 178G, @80
(c)

FIG. 1. Graphs contributing to the mean-square correlation
function in EQCDj: (a) zeroth order (tree level), (b) second or-
der, (c) fourth order. Dotted lines are electrostatic (¢) propaga-
tors, solid lines are magnetostatic ( A4;) propagators and the bub-
bles marked 1 and 2 are one-loop (see Fig. 2) and two-loop self-
energy insertions; for EQCD; Feynman rules, see Ref. 5.

polarization tensor forces one to depart from the naive
method and turn instead to a manifestly gauge-invariant
definition. In this paper, we studied the most natural
such generalization, based on the correlation of two Po-
lyakov loops which represents the color-averaged static
quark-antiquark potential. We found that to leading or-
der this yielded the same Debye mass as the above one-
loop result, but were unable to compute corrections to this
value for the following reasons: (i) The next-order contri-
bution overwhelms the leading one at distances larger
than the Debye screening length; (ii) higher-order graphs
are dominated by the magnetostatic mass gap, which at
O(g?T) is smaller than the O(gT) Debye screening
length. Thus we are no better off than we were at the
start.

Since Cpp(R) represents a complicated combination of
quark-antiquark potentials in the singlet and adjoint chan-
nels, it might be conjectured that any Debye screening
taking place in either or both of these channels is being
washed out by the color averaging. In order to project out
the channels in Cpp(R), we must consider a correlation
function which is free from color averaging and therefore
dominated by single-gluon exchange. This is the correla-
tion of the eigenvalues (rather than the trace) of the opera-
tor Q; it is directly related to the singlet potential.'*

The breakdown in perturbation theory implies that the
leading value of the Debye screening mass applies only to
a limited range of distances. In the deep infrared, i.e., dis-
tances on the order of (g2T) and beyond, it may be neces-
sary to resum large orders of perturbation theory to pro-
duce an effective coupling constant in terms of which the
theory could be expanded. Alternatively, one might imag-
ine that the infrared divergences cause a dynamical break-
down in the gauge symmetry of the static sector, leading
to an expansion about the wrong vacuum in the above cal-
culations.

The calculation of the singlet potential and the question
of symmetry breakdown are intimately connected, and
shall be taken up in a forthcoming paper.'*
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APPENDIX: CALCULATION OF THE MEAN-SQUARE Branch cut L_~\:~\\ la
CORRELATION FUNCTION /I\ N

* e ingasaah iy
We calculate the mean-square correlation function T c
fms(R) to O(G*=g?T). The relevant graphs are shown

in Figs. 1 and 2. At tree level we have FIG. 3. The contour C in the A and « planes.

O(R)=(Tr¢X0)Tre( R)><°>=7VL Tr(T°TO)Tr(TT?){$%0)$?(0)$* (R)$® (R) )"
ab qa'b’
:?Vl__82 52 (aaa’sbb‘_+_8ab'8ba’)<¢¢)R2
2
N 21 | e ™R
2N? 47R

At the second order we must calculate the integrals f and f}; defined in the text. We shall do this in a general covari-
ant gauge. We have the following decomposition:

Sfin(general § gauge)= f| j(Landau gauge, §=0)+fiu ,
where f f,n are the pieces proportional to £ and are readily calculated to be

¢ & _Ng*TR
—f1=fn=§_—g; — -
T

We thus need to calculate f;;; in Landau gauge. In each case, our strategy will be to do the integrations over the ex-
ponential factors last.

1. Calculation of f;

We have in the Landau gauge

2
fi= Ram +e"‘R321TRNg2Tf
m

dike MRk, —kk;) f dyl ;1
(k24 m?)? [(k+1)P+m2*

Doing the integration over / and the angular integration over k, we get

Am?  Ng’T Ng®T 2¢™R  +o dhe™RMA2—1)arctani
=R A=k .
Sy m + 27 27 immR f—w (14+A2)? [l /m
We now use the identity
arctanA = ———ln —A
2i i4A’
and set A=i(a + 1) to get
fi= Am? + Ng*T +mR Ng’T i f dae mRa(q? 1 20 +2) —a
! m?2 2mm 2em | #mR (a*+2a)? 2+a

where the contour C is shown in Fig. 3. On performing the contour integration we obtain

Am?  Ng’T
anl, Nt
m 2mm

Ng?

fi= +m RZW [—ln2mR+(l—— )—e*™REi(—2mR)],

where Ei(x) is the exponential-integral function.'
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2. Calculation of fy;
In the Landau gauge, f|; is given by

dyk,dskod;l e Rk, -k, — (1-k)(ky)]
(k2 4+mO(k2+mA)[(ky+ 1> +m?][(ky+ D>+ m2)*

—i(ky—ky)

fu=e*"R(4xR)*4NgT [

On substituting the expansions
2k1-k2=(k12+m2)+(k22+m2)—[(kl—k2)2+2m2] ,
2k I=[(ky , + 1 +m?]—(k; 2 +m?) =1,

and redefining some of the momenta, we get

dikyd;kodyle TR

=e?™R(4mR)’Ng’T |4
Su=eT (4R Ng f(k12+m2)[(k1+l)2+m2](k22+m2)12

5 f dske " *R(k?>+2m?)d;pd;q
(p—@p*+mH@P+mI)[(p+k)+m?][(q+k)*+m?]
dike— R |2 2 1(1—¢iR) dsl 2
| [ [E 2 [axe™r| [ : .
k*4+m? I [(I+k2+m? (2 +m?)

As in the case of f;, we now perform some of the momentum integrations, do the angular integrations over the
remaining momentum variables, and express the final momentum integrals as contour integrals over the complex vari-
able a, to obtain

__a
24a

Ng’T daemRe
2mtim YC al2+a)

2 2y, —2mRa
_ Ng’TR fc da(l+4a+2a)e In[ —a(2+a)]

472 a(l+a)2+a)

_ Ng’TR  Ng’TR f dae‘z’”R"lnz __a
4 167% “C¢  a+l1 24a |’
where we have used
i dipdiq _ _In(1+k*/4m?)
(

P— PP +mO@P+mA[(p+k)+m?[(q+k)P?+m?]  1672kAk*+4m?) ’

and the contour C is the same as before. On doing the contour integrations, we finally obtain

2 2
Fu= I;IimT[anmR +y—e2mREi(_2mR)]+lVL4T—R[1nmR +y+2¢2REi(— 2mR)+ ¢ *"REi( — 4mR)]
‘i
_ Ng’TR  Ng’TR fm dx X +2 |, —2mRs
47 41 0 x+1 x '

3. Summary of calculations

From the above results we write down f| |; in a general £ gauge:

2 2
f1=mRAm +mRYEL | _nomR + 2—5—7/ —h(2mR) | ,
m? 2 )
2
fu=mR Ng’T | InmR +y+£&—1 _lg(2mR)+ In2mR + +h (2mR)+ Lh (4mR)— h(2mR) ’
2mm 2 mR mR

where we have introduced the special functions
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g(2mR)= fow;%e—zmkxln

X +2

In4mR +y

2
l;—+4mR In2mR +0(2mR), mR << 1,

2mR

InmR +y +nmR InnmR +(y —1)nmR +

h(nmR)=e"REi(—nmR)= : |

- +
nmR ~ (nmR)?

In2mR
R mR la
(2mR)? .
2
M)zk‘ﬂﬁ+o((nmk)2), mR <1,
) 3
, mR>>1.
omR mi >>

ID. J. Gross, R. D. Pisarski, and L. G. Yaffe, Rev. Mod. Phys.
53, 43 (1981).

2J. Cleymans, R. Gavai, and E. Suhonen, Phys. Rep. 130, 217
(1986); B. Svetitsky, ibid. 132, 1 (1986).

3A. D. Linde, Phys. Lett. 96B, 289 (1980).

4P. Debye and E. Huckel, Phys. Z. 24, 185 (1923); English
translation in The Collectzd Papers of Peter J. W. Debye (In-
terscience, New York, 1954).

5S. Nadkarni, Phys. Rev. D 27, 917 (1983); Ph.D. dissertation,
Yale University, 1983.

oT. Toimela, Z. Phys. C 27, 289 (1985).

7L. D. McLerran and B. Svetitsky, Phys. Rev. D 24, 450 (1981).

8T. Appelquist and R. D. Pisarski, Phys. Rev. D 23, 2305
(1981).

9L. Susskind, in Weak and Electromagnetic Interactions at High
Energy, 1976 Les Houches Lectures, edited by R. Balian and
C. H. Llewellyn Smith (North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1977).

10L. S. Brown and W. 1. Weisberger, Phys. Rev. D 20, 3239
(1979).

UTE. D’Hoker, Nucl. Phys. B201, 401 (1982).

12K . Kajantie and J. Kapusta, Phys. Lett. 110B, 299 (1982);
Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 160, 477 (1985).

I3A. M. Polyakov, Phys. Lett. 72B, 477 (1978).

145, Nadkarni, Rutgers Report No. RU-86-16, 1986 (unpublish-
ed).

IS S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series
and Products (Academic, New York, 1980).



