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Motivated by the work of Kalloniatis, Pauli, and Pinsky, we consider the theory of light-cone
quantized (1+1)-dimensional QCD on a spatial circle with periodic and antiperiodic boundary con-
ditions on the gluon and quark fields, respectively. This approach is based on discretized light-cone
quantization. We investigate the canonical structures of the theory. We show that the traditional
light-cone gauge A_ = 0 is not available and the zero mode (ZM) is a dynamical field, which might
contribute to the vacuum structure nontrivially. We construct the full ground state of the system
and obtain the Schrédinger equation for the ZM in a certain approximation. Finally, the relationship
between our results and those of Kalloniatis, Pauli, and Pinsky are discussed.

PACS number(s): 11.15.Tk, 11.10.Ef, 11.10.Kk

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum field theory on the light cone has been re-
cently studied as a new powerful tool for understand-
ing nonperturbative phenomena [1,2], especially in the
theory of strong interaction (QCD) [3-7]. One of the
most remarkable advantages in light-cone formalism is
that vacuum is simple or trivial; i.e., the Fock vacuum
is an eigenstate of the light-cone Hamiltonian [8]. On
the other hand, in the usual equal-time formalism the
vacuum contains an infinitely large number of particles.
However, one simple and naive question arises here: how
can we understand phenomena such as chiral symmetry
breaking and confinement in such a simple vacuum?

As has already been indicated by many authors [9-11],
zero modes of the fields might play an essential and im-
portant role there. Recently Kalloniatis, Pauli, and Pin-
sky have investigated about pure glue (1+1)-dimensional
QCD (QCDj+1) [an SU(2) non-Abelian gauge theory in
141 dimensions with classical sources coupled to the glu-
ons] and have discussed the physical effects of the dy-
namical zero mode [12]. Note here that there are two
kinds of zero modes of the fields. One is called a con-
strained zero mode, which is not an independent degree
of freedom. Rather, it is dependent on the dynamical
modes through the constraint equation. There have been
many works on such a constrained zero mode related to
the phenomena of phase transition in scalar field the-
ory [13-16]. The other, which we treat here, is called
a dynamical zero mode, it is a true dynamical indepen-
dent field. Also Kalloniatis et al. have used the specific
approach of discretized light-cone quantization (DLCQ)
[2] in their analysis because this approach gives us an
infrared regulated theory and the discretization of mo-
menta facilitates putting the many-body problem on the
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computer. We shall follow their approach.

Our aim in this paper is to study the light-cone quan-
tized QCD14+1 with fundamental fermions (quarks) cou-
pled to the gauge fields (gluons) in more detail and give
insight into the nontrivial QCD vacuum structure. The
contents of this paper are as follows. In Sec. II, we study
the canonical structures of QCD;,; on the light-cone
(Hamiltonian formalism) based on Dirac’s treatment of
the constraint system. We explicitly obtain a canonical
light-cone Hamiltonian and Dirac brackets between phys-
ical quantities there. We also comment on the dynamical
zero mode of the gluon fields in this section. In Sec. III,
we quantize the theory developed in the previous section
and construct a full ground state of the Hamiltonian.
Furthermore we derive the Schrodinger equation for the
zero mode in a specific coupling region. Section IV is
devoted to a summary and discussion. The appendix ex-
plains our notation and conventions.

II. CLASSICAL THEORY: HAMILTONIAN
FORMALISM

In this section, we study the canonical structures of
light-cone QCD;41, where the space is a circle and the
gauge group is SU(2). Let us start with Lagrangian den-
sity

L=—3F F* +¥(iy*D, —m)¥ . (2.1)
Here ¥(z) is a quark field. Especially in two dimensions,
the quark field (in a representation in which +° is diago-

nal)
Y R(x)
\P =
is a two-component spinor in the fundamental represen-
tation [2]. R and L indicate chirality, which specifies only

direction for massless fermions. While the filed F . and
the covariant derivative are defined as

(2.2)
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F2, = 0,A3 — 0,A% — ge** AL AL

uv o

(2.3)

iD, =10, — gA;T" (2.4)
where Af,(z) is a “gluon” field and g is the coupling con-
stant and 7@ and €% are the generators and the struc-
ture constant of the SU(2) gauge group defined as [17]

(T2, T = ie*beTe (2.5)

Tr(T°T®) = 16°° . (2.6)

In the light-cone frame approach, we set the coordinates

+_ 1 o0 1
z ﬁ(:z: +z'),
and then rewrite all the quantities involved in the La-
grangian density (2.1) in terms of z* instead of the orig-
inal coordinates z°(time) and z!(space). As usual in dis-
cretized light-cone quantization, we define z* as the line-
cone “time,” while ™ is the light-cone “space,” which is
restricted to a finite interval from —L to L. Within the
interval, we impose periodic and antiperiodic boundary
conditions on the gluon field Af(z) and the quark field
¥(z), respectively: i.e.,

(2.7)

Aj(zt, 2™ 4+ 2L) = A (et,27) , (2.8)

U(z*t,z” +2L) = —¥(zt,z7) . (2.9)

In this way the Lagrangian density (2.1) is rewritten
as

L=21(F2_ )2+ V2(0hio, Ur+0tio ;)
—m(PL O+ 0hLU,) — V2g(EhTow A2
+oiTew, 40, (2.10)

where 91 = B/Bmi. In order to carry out the Hamil-

tonian formulation, we must compute the canonical mo-
menta

nte(z) = 5(6);,94—%—(5)_)— =0, (2.11)
n%z) = aﬁﬁ%(z—)) =F¢_(z), (2.12)
Pr(z) = 5@%}%@ =0, (2.13)
Pl(z) = a—(a:%%;(z_)) =0, (2.14)
Pr(z) = W%%@ — V3l () , (2.15)
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On the other hand, we find that in the DLCQ ap-
proach, from the boundary conditions (2.8), the gluon
field A}, can be decomposed into a zero mode (ZM) and
a particle mode (PM) as follows:

Pl(z) = (2.16)

Az(m) = A‘; + Az(z) R (2.17)
where
) 1 L
AI" = ﬁ . dz A#(:L') N (2.18)
Al(z) = A%(x) — A5 . (2.19)

Here :1;“ and fiz denote the zero modes and the par-
ticle modes of the gluon field, respectively. Similarly
the canonical momenta (2.11) and (2.12) are decomposed
into a ZM and PM, which leads to

ote=o, (2.20)
n+te(z) =0, (2.21)
n—e=F_, (2.22)
M) =F_(z), (2.23)
where
o 1 L
P = ﬁ/_Lalac Fo_(),
=0, A — gee At A°
g [* 1 (o A
———/ dz~e®* 48 (2)A° (x) , (2.24)
2L J_,
F$_(z)=F{ (z) - F%_,
=0,A% —9_A%
—gebe(Ab A° 4 AbA° + AL A°). (2.25)

Following Dirac then [18] we can see that there are six
primary constraints such as [19]

o+ ~o0, (2.26)
m+e(z) ~ 0, (2.27)
PL(;E) ~0, (2.28)
Pz(w) ~0, (2.29)
Pp(z) — V2ilh(z) ~ 0, (2.30)
Pl(z) =0, (2.31)

where =~ means the weak equality as usual. Substituting
Eq. (2.17) into the Lagrangian density (2.10) and using
Egs. (2.11)—(2.16), the total light-cone Hamiltonian can
be obtained:
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L o -~ ~ ~ o (o] o -~ ~ ~
= / de~[L(T™%)2 + L(f17%)2 + T 0_ A% + ge®(II 2 A% A° + T~ A4 A
—-L

248 A° 4+ 248 A° 4+ 1245 4°) — V2ulid_ Wy + m(¥]Ug + ULU,)
+V2g (xp;TawR(f&: +A%) + UlTew (A% + A° )) BT 4 wlTI® + up Pr + usP)

+uq(Pr — V2i¥h) + us PL]

where u§ and u{ (uz, us, us, and us) are (Grassmann)
Lagrange multipliers and we have used

L L
/ dz~ A% (z) = / do~T*e(c) =0.  (2.33)
-L -L
Once we obtain the expression for the Hamiltonian,
we must investigate whether the primary constraints in-
duce the secondary constraints by imposing the consis-
tency conditions. As the result, we find there are four
secondary constraints:

L
g / dz (I %€* A% + V20hT*Wp)~0, (2.34)
—L

O_M~* — g(TIe®*¢A%) . — V2g(¥},T2¥R) . ~ 0,

(2.35)
V2i0_¥, —m¥Ugp — V29U T*A® ~0 , (2.36)
(V2i0_¥ 1 — m¥p — V299, T°A%) =0, (2.37)

where

(A14z -+ Ap) = Ay (2)Az() -+ - An(2)

L
_% /;L dz~ Ay (z)Ag(x) - - - An(z) .

(2.38)
We can show directly that constraints (2.34)-(2.37) do
not generate new constraints further. Adding these con-
straints to the primary constraints, there exist ten con-
straints, which govern the dynamics of our system. What
we have to do next is to classify these primary and sec-
ondary constraints to the first class or the second class
constraints. A direct calculation shows that constraints
(2.26) and (2.27) belong to the first class and the others
to the second one. But this is not true. As indicated
by some authors [19,20], the minimal set of second class
constraints is found by combining constraints except for
(2.26) and (2.27) appropriately and it is easy to show
that this set is indeed given by

o +a

Qe = , (2.39)

Q2 =1 (z) (2.40)

(2.32)

L
Q=g / i dz~[[I~°®* A (z) — i(PLT*¥ 1, + Ui TP}

+PRT*¥ g + L TPl (2)] , (2.41)
Q5 = [0_I1"%(z) — gTI*e**A° (z)
+ig(PLT*¥y, + Oi TP}
+PRrT*¥g + ¥LT2Pl)(2)]~ , (2.42)
x1 = Pr(z) , (2.43)
x2 = P} (), (2.44)
x3 = Pr(z) — V2i¥l(z) , (2.45)
xs = Ph(z) , (2.46)

X5 = \/52'3_‘1/[,(:1:) —mV¥p(z) — \/E.Q\I’LTGA‘1 (z) ,
(2.47)

X6 = [V2i0_TU 1 (z) — mUp(z) — V2g¥ L T*A% ()],
(2.48)

where Q2 (o = 0,1,2,3) and xg (8 = 1-6) denote the
first- and second-class constraints, respectively. The first-
class constraints satisfy the algebra

{2%(=), %)} =0,

which reflects the gauge invariance of the system. In
order to eliminate all the constraints and quantize the
system, we need to fix the gauge degrees of freedom and
define the Dirac brackets along the usual prescription
[19]. Here we shall give the gauge-fixing conditions as

(2.49)

wi=A% ~0, (2.50)

w =T7%(z) + 0_A% (z) + ge®*(Ab (x)A° (z)) ~ O,
(2.51)

wi=A" ~0 fori=1,2, (2.52)
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w§=A%(z)~0. (2.53)
Note here the following remarkable fact. As we see from
the gauge-fixing conditions (2.52) and (2.53), we can not
impose the traditional light-cone gauge A* = 0 because

we cannot put the third component of ;1‘1 to be zero.
SU(2) global color rotation symmetry always enables us
to choose such gauge-fixing conditions [21]. That is why

one of the zero modes of the gluon field A3 becomes
a dynamical variable, which might give insight to the
nontrivial structures of the QCD light-cone vacuum [21].

Now we are coming in the stage of evaluating the Dirac
brackets. After the straightforward but some tedious cal-
culations, nonzero Dirac brackets are

1

93 -3 _ 1
{A—,’H }DB = oL (2.54)

i
\Ilj,q.'c,\IlT Y)pp = —=é6(z" —y7).
{¥r(z), Yr(y)}oB 7 ( y7)
As far as Dirac brackets have been used, we may set all
the constraints and the gauge-fixing conditions to van-
ish strongly. The result is that total Hamiltonian (2.32)
reduces to the form

(2.55)

L
HLC = / dz~ I:%pz +m¥Lu,
—L

+12—(\II}ZT“\PR)~A1

v , (2.56)

o ~
where p = II™% and ¥ (z) and A% (z) are given as the
functions satisfying following equations: i.e.,

V2i0_¥(z) — m¥p(z) — V29q(zT)T3¥(z) =0,
(2.57)

8% A% (z) + 2e**3gq(2)9_ A% (2)

—9°q*(a*) (A5 — 62°43)(2) + V2g¥RT*¥r(z) =0,
(2.58)

where ¢(zt) = A3. While Ug(z) has been chosen to
satisfy charge neutrality condition

L
Q= g/ dz= UL T3WR(z) = 0. (2.59)
-L

This corresponds to the third component of ZM of Gauss
law, which is necessary whenever the system is in a finite
interval [22]. The fields ¥, and A% are expressed in
terms of g and g(z*) by solving Egs. (2.57) and (2.58).
As the result, we find that the physical degrees of freedom
in this system are only the diagonal part of zero modes
of the gluon field g(z*) and right-handed quark field ¥g.
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III. QUANTUM THEORY: DYNAMICAL
ZM EQUATION

In this section, we discuss the quantum aspects of the
theory studied in the previous section at the classical
level in detail. First we start by discussing eigenstates
of the matter part in the Hamiltonian (2.56) in the fixed
background gauge field and then we construct the full
ground state including the ZM of the gauge field g(z™).
Before doing that, we must solve Egs. (2.57) and (2.58)
for ¥, and /ii Equation (2.57) for ¥, is easily solved:

m > L —_
L(m)= zﬁL’gﬁLdy

cexp (k4 D —30)) Falib)

(3.1)
where
Th(z) i
~ x 1y_
©(z;k) = ( L(’;t;Z) 9") : (3.2)

with ¢ being the color indices. _
On the other hand, equations for A% consist of the
three components

Bzfi_l,_(m) + 2gq(z+)3_fi_2*_ - gzqz(m+)fﬂ_ +p'(z) =0,

(3.3)
82 A% (z) — 299(x™)0_A} — g*¢*(z¥) A% + p°(z) =0,
(3.4)

82 A% (z) +p°(2) =0, (3.5)

where p%(z) = \/ig\IILT“‘I' r(z). Clearly a solution
for Eq. (3.5) is formally written of the form A3 (z) =
—(1/82)p%(z). Thus, we will concentrate to the remain-

ing equations (3.3) and (3.4). For brevity, we rewrite
Egs. (3.3) and (3.4) as

Pf() |, do(@) _

a’f(z) + p'(z) =0,

dz? dx
where we set
a= ga(z*) ,
A% (z) = g(<) . (8.7)

It is easy to find that we can express Eq. (3.6) in matrix
representation:
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M (z)¢ (z) = —p'(x) - (3.8) would be given by
Here 2 x 2 matrix M* (z) and vectors ¢*(z) and p*(z) are ; L .y ]
d:ﬁned by @) ¢ (z) = /_ . dyG” (z,y)¢’ (v) , (3.10)
ij & —a? 2"‘3‘15 Y where G/ (z,y) is the Green function defined by
MY%(z)=( 4 4 2 2 )
—20,5 dzZz a i ik ik
i 1 i MY (2)G"*(z,y) = —§"6(z — y) . (3.11)
i( ) _ f(.’l}) 1(1,) — P (il:) (3.9) B
pr) = g(z) )’ P p2(x) ’ By solving Eq. (3.11) with M*(z) given by (3.9), we

. obtain the explicit forms of G¥ (z,y), A1+ (), and fii(a:)
Using the usual Green function method, the form of ¢*(z)  guch that

J

R R e e AT T P
GY(z,y) = En;m (7n/L + a)2(7n/L — a)? ( L 2wina %)E+a2 ) ’ (3.12)
i oo L an/L)? + a2]p! 2mina/L)p? nni/L)(z—y
P %;w /—L oy lm/ zﬂ:/L .]fa(fi)(:n(/bafz )W) i/ Era-s) (3.13)
i oo L mnL)? + a?]p?(y) — (27wina/L)p* wni/L)(z—y
Ai(z) = %nzz_:oo /—L dy[( )(w:/L]i Slz(wé/L - a/)z)p (y)e( e .

As a result, by substituting these equations and /ii (z) = —(1/8%)p3(x) into the electrostatic Coulomb energy part
in the Hamiltonian, we find that

L
Hégulomb E/Ldz—iz_(‘pLTa‘I’R)vai(w)

2
L . . L
=3 [ r@n i@ - L [ e e i
= [" e [C ¥ s et
-L —-L i=1,2
L Lo _ B B 1 1
X (2 sin?(gqr) T @~y )eot(9al) ~ =7 —y l) - 5/_L dz™p%(z) 5z *(®) - (3.15)

In order to quantize the Hamiltonian (2.56), we replace the Dirac brackets to the commutators. Quantization
conditions for the fields ¥ (z) and g(z*) are defined as

[4(="),B(=z")] =1, (3.16)
S AOR Al %&-W'a(m- —y), (3.17)
{¥%(2), ¥2 ()} = {¥5 (2), ¥3' @)} =0, (3.18)

where A means an operator and we have rescaled 2Lq — ¢q. Thus, quantum light-cone Hamiltonian is composed of
three parts:

HLC = %I\C/:I + H%'c + ﬁégulomb ’ (319)
where

L

. 1

Hiju = / de=>p? , (3.20)
L2
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A L A A
HLC =/ dz~m¥L ¥, , (3.21)
—-L
A + - _ —_—
Hc°ulomb—/de / dy~ gzp(w)p (y)exp< 5rdEE —y ))
L
L : gq) - _> 1 / 30y L 3
X | —————+i(z™ — cot — |7 —y - = dz~p°(z) =5 p° () , (3.22)
(2 s (gg/2) T V) (2 | )2/, i
and
oo L ac
m . — —\ 2
< (g) = dy~ e~ Gr/D)(+1/2) (=" —y7)F . () (3.23)
i@ = g > @ e
p(x) = V2g : UL T20R(2) : . (3.24)
I
Here : : means a normal-ordered product. |vacuum) 2 [0) 5 ® ®o(q) - (3.28)

In this stage, our treatment is still exact. Since we
could obtain the complete forms of quantum light-cone
Hamlltoman HC| we will next discuss eigenstates of
H + Hcouh.mb To do that, we first construct the
ground state of our system in the presence of fixed back-
ground values of the ZM of the gauge field g(zt) [23].
This is corresponding to a kind of adiabatic approxima-
tion. Then we can easily find a fermionic part of the
light-cone vacuum eigenstate as |0) ¢, defined by

@;l0)s = di|0)s =0,

for all ¢ and k. Here the creation (annihilation) operator
agt, det (ak,dk) is defined through the following mode
expansxon of ¥ (), which comes from the antisymmet-

ric boundary condition (2.9) and the anticommutation
relation (3.17) and (3.18):

&c —(1.1r/L)(k+1/2)a:

‘i’cR(m) = 21/4\/'— Z{

+d;Te<'"/L)<’°+1/ D="y (3.25)
where
{a5, a5t} = 69 6 = {dS, dS1Y
{&ﬁvai'} = {&k vak'T} =0,
{ds,dg.y = {dt,d}}=0. (3.26)

Of course, we can easily show that the states |0)f, satisfy
the constraints (2.59): that is

L
Q%0); =g / A G @ T Er(@)0)y =0 (3:27)

This is nothing but the physical state condition. In phys-
ical meaning, this is saying that physical states be charge
neutral as a whole.

As the result, the full ground state of the system can
be written by

®(q) is the zero-mode wave function in the g represen-
tation, satisfying the following Schrodinger equation for
a free particle with a unit mass (m = 1):

1

L d\?
5 (-ids) %@ = €20, (3.29)

where £ = E/(2L) is an energy density.

This result seems to suggest that in a sense, the
ground-state structure of the correctly normal-ordered
light-cone QCD Hamiltonian is almost trivial in the adia-
batic approximation. However, it is difficult to construct
the full ground state beyond the adiabatic approxima-
tion. Rather, we are interested in how the effects of the
ZM change the spectrum of the excited states. But we
cannot answer this question in this paper.

Instead, we shall see the relation between our result
and that of Kalloniatis et al. In order to do so, we shall
neglect the fermion mass term (3.21) and replace the cur-
rents p'(z) (i = 1,2) in Eq. (3.22) with cla.ssxcal external
source terms p* independent of z [note that p3 automati-
cally vanishes because of the charge neutrality condition
(2.59)]. They have assumed in their paper that only zero-
mode external sources excite the ZM of the gauge fields.
After some straightforward calculations of = and y inte-
grations, we find that the light-cone Hamiltonian in the
q representation would be of the form as

= Hjy +4L[(p'L)* + (°L)?]

X { glq [cot (gzq) 2cot (92 ) cos(gq)

. 4 2 gq)
—4 sm(gq)] + ey cos ( 5 .

Note here that the functions

(3.30)
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4
% [cot (g) — 2cot (—;—) cosT — 4sin:1:] + s cos? (g)

(3.31)

and

2

= (3.32)

are almost the same in the interval 0 < z < 1. Thus we
can rewrite Eq. (3.30) as

HY® ~ HYG +8L [(p 1L>2 + (PP oo
_ 1 . (2'wL)

w? = p";f:‘ , P = V2(p' +ip?) .

(3.33)

where

(3.34)

Therefore the Schrédinger equation for dynamical zero
mode is now given by

e + QZL)] ®o(q) = EBo(q) -

5 dq (3.35)

This is the same result Kalloniatis et al. have obtained
in [12]. Thus we might say the results we have obtained
here generalize their results.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have studied QCD;;; with funda-
mental fermions based on discretized light-cone quanti-
zation (DLCQ) formalism. We have discussed both clas-
sical and quantum aspects of the theory in detail and
obtained the full ground-state wave function of the the-
ory by the method of “separation of variables” mentioned
in [23] and we could see the light-cone QCD ground state
has almost trivial structure in the range of the adiabatic
approximation we have used here. Also we could find the
relation between the original work by Kalloniatis et al.
and ours. The physical effects of the ZM for the es-
sentially nonperturbative phenomena, e.g., chiral sym-
metry breaking and confinement, etc., however, remains
unclear. More precise considerations for these would be
future work. Moreover, what we would really like to un-
derstand is the QCD bound-state problem in 3+1 dimen-
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sions [6]. But as there are many difficulties to confront,
especially a renormalization problem [10], it seems quite
distant. Future works will concentrate on these points.
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APPENDIX: NOTATION AND CONVENTIONS

We describe here some notation and conventions in
the light-cone formalism. They are essentially the same
as those of Harada et al. [8]. The coordinates are set
zt = (2% £ 2')/V/2, where zt is taken as “time.” The
light-cone metric is given by

01 ,
The derivatives are also defined as
o
a:t = gz , (AZ)

with 8+ = 8F. v matrices in a representation in which
~5 is diagonal are

0 __ 01 1 _ 0 -1

5_.0.1_ (1 0
7—77—(01_1 ;

0 0 - 0 V2
+ _ -
7—(\/50),7—(00>, (A3)
— 00 _ 20
vy =(0 2), ¥ 7+=(0 0) .
The SU(2) gauge fields are represented by
A, = AT, T° = 30°% a=1,2,3, (A4)

where 0 is ordinary Pauli matrices such that

1 (01 2 [0 —i s_ (10
”‘(10)"’—(i0>"’_ 0 -1/

(A5)
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