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First order deconfinement transition in large N Yang-Mills theory on a small S°
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We give an analytic demonstration that the 3 + 1-dimensional large N SU(N) pure Yang-Mills theory,
compactified on a small S? so that the coupling constant at the compactification scale is very small, has a
first order deconfinement transition as a function of temperature. We do this by explicitly computing the
relevant terms in the canonical partition function up to three-loop order; this is necessary because the
leading (one-loop) result for the phase transition is precisely on the border line between a first order and a
second order transition. Since numerical work strongly suggests that the infinite-volume large N theory
also has a first order deconfinement transition, we conjecture that the phase structure is independent of the
size of the S. To deal with divergences in our calculations, we are led to introduce a novel method of
regularization useful for non-Abelian gauge theory on S°.
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L. INTRODUCTION

It is widely believed that 3 + 1-dimensional SU(N)
Yang-Mills theory on R’ confines at low temperatures,
but is deconfined at high temperatures. Compelling nu-
merical evidence indicates that in the absence of quarks,
when all fields are in the adjoint representation, there is a
sharp phase transition separating the confined and the
deconfined phases, which occurs at a temperature 7 ~
Aqcp. Since the Yang-Mills theory is strongly coupled at
the transition temperature, the deconfinement phase tran-
sition is rather poorly understood. In particular, using the
currently available analytic techniques it is not possible to
determine even the order of the transition for N # 3; lattice
simulations suggest that the transition is of second order
for N = 2 and of first order for N = 3 (see [1,2] for the
latest results for N > 3).

The intractability of the thermal behavior of Yang-Mills
theory on R? is related to the absence of a dimensionless
coupling constant. It is thus interesting to note that Yang-
Mills theory compactified on an S of radius R has an
effective dimensionless coupling constant, RAqcp.
Indeed, when RAqcp < 1, the Yang-Mills coupling con-
stant is weak even at the lowest energy scale in the theory,
E ~ 1/R. As a consequence, at small values of AgcpR, the
thermal behavior of this system is completely tractable.'
Unfortunately, the most interesting feature of infinite-
volume thermodynamics —the sharp deconfinement phase
transition—is smoothed out into crossover behavior at any
finite R, assuming that N is also finite.

"More precisely, it is tractable for temperatures smaller than an
upper bound that scales to infinity in the limit AgcpR — 0, see
Sec. V. This would not be true if the gauge field had zero modes
on the compact space, which is why we chose a sphere rather
than, say, a torus.
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However, in the “thermodynamic” N — oo ’t Hooft
limit (with fixed A = g%{MN [3]), this deconfinement phase
transition remains sharp even at finite R. In this limit it is
possible to study the dynamics of the deconfinement tran-
sition as a function of the effective coupling constant
RAqgcp- When RAgep >> 1, this system approaches the
theory on R3. On the other hand, in the opposite limit
RAgcp — O the theory is weakly coupled, and may be
solved exactly [4,5]; quite remarkably it turns out that
this “free” gauge theory undergoes a confinement-
deconfinement phase transition at a temperature of order
1/R?

At strictly zero coupling, the transition is first order, but
lies precisely at the border between first and second order
behavior, as reviewed below. Consequently, to understand
the nature of the transition at weak nonzero coupling, the
leading effects of interaction terms must be taken into
account via a perturbative calculation. This calculation is
the goal of the present paper.

Before describing the calculation and our result, we
recall the essential details of the story in the A = O limit.
It was demonstrated in [4,5] that in the limit RAgcp — Oin
which the theory becomes free, the thermal partition func-
tion of Yang-Mills theory on a 3-sphere of radius R reduces
(up to an overall constant) to an integral over a single
unitary SU(N) matrix’

2As discussed in [5], the A = 0 theory must still obey a Gauss
law constraint which requires physical states to be gauge-
invariant. This constraint leads to nontrivial thermodynamics
even at zero coupling.

*We will generally ignore the distinction between SU(N) and
U(N) groups in this paper; the only difference between their
partition functions is an overall coupling-independent factor
coming from the free U(1) photons.
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2(8) = f [dU]exp[ S (V)] (1)
where

<) —npB/
Serr(U) = — Z M Tr(U")Tr(U™™);

o (1.2)

6x% — 243
=y

and B = 1/T. The matrix U is the holonomy of the gauge
field around the thermal circle (more precisely, U = e/F®
with a the zero mode of A, on S* X S! [5]). All other
modes of the theory are massive, and the effective action is
obtained by integrating them out.

As usual, in the large N limit, it is convenient to replace
the integral over the unitary matrix U by an integral over
the eigenvalue distribution p(6) = 33 ;6(8 — 6,) (where
e fori=1,---,N, are the eigenvalues of U). Let u,
denote the nth Fourier mode of the eigenvalue distribution,
u, = [e™p(0)dd = Tr(U")/N.In the large N limit, (1.1)
may be rewritten as [5]

Z(B) = ]d”nd’/_‘n 6Xp|: — N2 i (1- Zv(ne—nﬁ/R)) |un|2j|’

n=1

(1.3)

with a complicated integration boundary for the u,’s com-
ing from the non-negativity of p(6). Equation (1.3) may be
evaluated in the saddle point approximation in the large N
limit. This system has one obvious saddle point located at
u, =0 (for all n = 1). This saddle point is stable and
dominates (1.3) whenever (1 — zy (e "#/R)) is positive

for all n, which is the case for T < T, = 1/RIn(2 + /3) =
0.759 326
2240,

At T =T, zy,(¢e #/R) =1 and the potential for u; in
(1.3) is exactly flat (all other u, remain massive). For T >
T,., the variable u; becomes tachyonic about the saddle
point described above. At these temperatures, the system is
dominated by a new saddle point, one in which u; has an
expectation value of order unity (see [5]). Thus, free Yang-
Mills theory on S3 undergoes a phase transition at T = T,;
the order parameter for this transition is the expectation
value of the Polyakov loop u; (more precisely, since u; has
an arbitrary phase, the order parameter is actually |u;|?
[5D. Since the saddle point changes discontinuously at T =
T,., this phase transition is of first order. However, this
phase transition is extremely finely tuned,® in a sense we
will now explain.

As described above, the exact Wilsonian effective action
for the order parameter u;, expanded about the low tem-

“As one indication, the order parameter u; is massless at the
phase transition point, a feature usually associated with second
order transitions.
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perature saddle point in the limit of zero gauge coupling, is
Seir = N2(1 — zy (e A/R))|u,|2. This effective action is
corrected at nonzero gauge coupling; it was argued in [5]
that at nonzero coupling it takes the form®

f\jg = [(1 = zy(e A/R) + ON)]lu, |?

+ Ab(B)uy|* + O(A),

(1.4)

where A = g%,,N is the 't Hooft coupling evaluated at the
energy scale 1/R, and b(p) is a perturbatively computable
function of the temperature.

The action (1.4) describes a system that undergoes a
phase transition at 7 = T, + O@()A). The nature of this
phase transition depends crucially on the sign of b =
b(B.), where B. = 1/T,. If b is negative, the phase tran-
sition is of first order, as in the free theory. However, unlike
in the free theory, this transition occurs at a lower tempera-
ture than the temperature at which u; in (1.4) becomes
massless (the latter temperature was identified in [4,5] with
the Hagedorn temperature of the large N Yang-Mills
theory).

On the other hand, if b is positive, the phase transition
continues to occur precisely at the temperature at which u
becomes massless; however, it is now of second order and
is followed, at a slightly higher temperature, by another
phase transition of third order, similar to that of [6] (see
Sec. 6 of [5] for more details).

The leading perturbative contribution to the value of b at
the phase transition temperature is determined by a set of
two-loop and three-loop vacuum diagrams in the Yang-
Mills theory on a sphere [5]. In this paper we evaluate b by
computing the relevant Feynman diagrams.

Our main result is that b(8,) = —5.7 X 10~*. Note, in
particular, that b is negative; consequently, the deconfine-
ment transition for large N SU(N) Yang-Mills theory on a
3-sphere with small but nonzero RAcp is of first order. As
noted above, lattice simulations suggest that the large N
deconfinement phase transition is also of first order in the
opposite infinite-volume limit RAgcp — . Thus, it is
tempting to conjecture that the phase diagram for the large
N SU(N) Yang-Mills theory on S° takes the form shown in
Fig. 1.

The solid line in Fig. 1 denotes the phase transition. The
dotted line describes the boundary of stability (the locus at
which the coefficient of |u;|? is zero) of the low tempera-
ture phase, which would be interpreted by a low tempera-
ture observer as a limiting or Hagedorn temperature.

Of course, the conjectured phase diagram in Fig. 1
merely represents the simplest phase diagram consistent
with our knowledge of the behavior of all order parameters
at weak and strong coupling. It is possible that the true

To obtain the explicit effective action, we first integrate out
all massive modes on the sphere, and subsequently all of the
other u,, modes for n > 1.
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FIG. 1. The simplest possible phase diagram for large N Yang-

Mills theory on S3.

phase diagram is more complicated; for instance, the con-
fined phase at small RAcp could be separated from the
confined phase at large RAcp by a phase transition.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we set up
our calculation, and describe, in general terms, the proce-
dure we employ to compute b. We then proceed in Sec. III
to enumerate and evaluate all diagrams that contribute to b.

The lengthy calculation we present is straightforward in
principle but involves some subtleties. First, it is necessary
to deal with UV divergences which show up in the pertur-
bative computation. Because of technical difficulties asso-
ciated with implementing dimensional regularization on
$3, we have found it convenient to regularize the Feynman
diagrams in a rather unusual fashion: we use a (non-gauge-
invariant) momentum cutoff, and simultaneously add in a
set of compensating non-gauge-invariant counterterms,
such that the full theory is gauge-invariant when the cutoff
is removed. This regularization procedure is described
briefly in Sec. II D, with a more detailed discussion, in-
cluding checks, examples, and the explicit evaluation of
the counterterms needed for our calculation presented in
Sec. IV and in Appendix A.

In Sec. V, we discuss potential problems related to the
infrared divergences associated with finite-temperature
field theory. Naively there should be no trouble at finite
volume, where all modes are massive. However, it turns out
that there is still a breakdown of perturbation theory at
sufficiently high temperatures, when the dynamically gen-
erated mass scales exceed the Kaluza-Klein scale 1/R.
Fortunately, as we argue in Sec. V, these effects are not
important at the transition temperature and do not affect
our determination of b.

In Sec. VI, we present some conclusions and discussion.

Finally, in order to compute sums over S3 spherical
harmonics, which replace the loop integrals of the flat-
space theory, we needed to derive various spherical har-
monic identities. These identities, together with some basic
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properties of the spherical harmonics for S3 are collected in
Appendix B.

II. THE SETUP FOR THE PERTURBATIVE
CALCULATION

As we have described, the order of the deconfinement
phase transition for pure Yang-Mills theory at small vol-
ume is determined by the sign of the quartic coefficient b in
the effective action (1.4) at the A = 0 transition tempera-
ture. In this section, we set up the calculation of this
coefficient, which may be determined from leading order
perturbative corrections to the matrix model action (1.2)
for the SU(N) pure Yang-Mills theory on S3. For simplic-
ity, we will generally take the radius of the S to be one; it
can always be reinstated by dimensional analysis. The
actual computation is presented in the next section.

A. Basic objective

The basic setup for the computation was described in
Sec. 6 of [5]. We consider pure SU(N) Yang-Mills theory
on §?, at finite temperature. The thermal partition function
may be computed by evaluating the Euclidean path integral
with Euclidean time compactified on a circle of radius 8 =
1/T. The Euclidean action is given as usual by

1 (8 ,
-3 ﬁ) dr f Pxtr(F,p, FHY).

For calculations on S, it is convenient to work in the gauge

9,AT =0, (2.2)

2.1

where i = 1, 2, 3 runs over the sphere coordinates, and 9,
are (space-time) covariant derivatives. Equation (2.2) fixes
the gauge only partially; it leaves spatially independent
(but time dependent) gauge transformations unfixed. We
fix this residual gauge invariance by setting the constant
mode of A, to be constant in time,

atj AO = 0
S3

It will be convenient to give this (time independent) zero
mode a name; we define

(2.3)

(2.4)

where w3 is the volume of the 3-sphere. @ will play a
special role in what follows, because it turns out that it is
the only zero mode (mode whose action vanishes at qua-
dratic order) in the decomposition of Yang-Mills theory
into Kaluza-Klein modes on §* X S'.

As « is a zero mode, it cannot be integrated out in
perturbation theory (roughly speaking, « fluctuations are
always strongly coupled in the bare action). In order to
perturbatively evaluate the free energy we will therefore
adopt a two step procedure. In the first step we integrate out
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all nonzero modes and generate an effective action for a.
As described in [5], this action will be nontrivial even at
zero coupling, and it is corrected in perturbation theory in
A. In the second step, we analyze the remaining integral
over a.

On general grounds described in [5], the finite-
temperature effective action for « can be written com-
pletely in terms of the unitary matrix U = ¢/#® in the form:

Seff = Zcm,—m(x)tr(Um)tr(Ufm)
+ ABY oy U MU U )N

+ A28 Coup ey OH(UM)(U")

m,n,p

X te(UP)e(U~"=1P) N2 + - -, (2.5)

where x = e #. Here, the coefficients obey appropriate
constraints such that the action is real, and in general are
corrected at higher orders in A and 1/N. As described in
[5], the free energy F of the Yang-Mills theory is then
given by the matrix integral

e BF = f [dUTe SV, (2.6)
where the Fadeev-Popov determinant corresponding to the
gauge-fixing (2.3) transforms the integral over « into an
integral over the gauge group with Haar measure [dU].

At large N, the unitary integral may be evaluated using
saddle point techniques. Defining u,, = tr(U")/N, we write
the effective action in the form

Z= f [du;]e N Sl 2.7)
where S/, includes contributions both from S.g and from
the Vandermonde determinant obtained in changing to the
variables u,. The order N? contribution to the free energy
is then given by the minimum value of S/ (u,), and the
deconfinement phase transition occurs where this mini-
mum is no longer at |u,| = 0.

As described in detail in Sec. 6 of [5], in order to
compute the order of this phase transition, we have to
look at S’ (u,) near the phase transition point x. = 2 —
/3 where (as shown in [4,5] and reviewed in the introduc-
tion) the mass term of u; changes sign, and compute the
leading corrections to the potential for u;. The relevant
terms in the action, to leading order in A and in x — x,, take
the form

Séff(un) = Iu’l(xc - X)ll/t1|2 + lu’le’tle +...
+ ABLCy 1 o (uiity + ijuy) + - -]
+ N2BICy —p —ilug* + -] (2.8)

Atlarge N, the effective action (1.4) for u, is obtained from
this by classically minimizing over u, for fixed u;. In
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particular, the variable u#, may now be integrated out in
(2.8) by setting it to its classical value

Cii-
U, = —AML@ + O(\?).

(2.9)
M2

This yields the following effective action for u:

SLe(uy) = pi (e = )y + oA ug|* + -+, (2.10)
where
2c2,
b= B.Crii — P2 @11
M2

Our goal will be to compute the coefficients appearing here
at the leading order in A, and thus determine the sign of b,
and the order of the transition, at weak coupling. Since an
n-loop diagram has at most n + 1 index lines, a term in S
with m traces gets its lowest order contributions at m — 1
loops. Thus, the term w, arises at one-loop order, C; | _,
requires a two-loop computation, while C; | _; _; requires
a three-loop calculation.

B. Gauge-fixed action

We now set up the perturbative computation that will
determine S (U), the effective action for U (which we
treat as a background field). The Fadeev-Popov determi-
nant corresponding to the gauge-fixing condition (2.2) is

detd, D = / DeDeeeaD'e), (2.12)
where D' denotes a gauge covariant derivative
Djc = d;c — igymlA;, ] (2.13)

and ¢ and ¢ are complex ghosts in the adjoint representa-
tion of the gauge group. The quadratic terms in the gauge-
fixed Yang-Mills action (2.1) take the form

1 o1
- f d4xtr<§Ai(D§ + 0%)A" + 5AOa2AO + E()zc>,

(2.14)
where 97 is the Laplacian on the sphere and
DX = 9oX — i[a, X]. (2.15)
The interaction terms in (2.1) are given by
fd“x tr(igymD-A[A;, Ag] — igym[A’, A°]0,A,
. . g2 . .
— igymdiA A" AT+ ZR[A, A A7, AT]
2
8 i . ~
- %[AO’AZ'][AOJ A'] = igym0;clA; c]). (2.16)
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C. The spherical harmonic expansion

On S, integrals over spatial momenta are replaced by
sums over the quantum numbers of SO(4) angular mo-
menta. It will thus be useful to expand the fields explicitly
in terms of an orthonormal basis of functions on S® which
are angular momentum eigenstates, and write the action
explicitly in terms of a standard set of integrals over these
spherical harmonic functions. We denote the scalar and
vector spherical harmonics on S* by §%(Q)) and V,-ﬁ Q),
where & = (jo, mq, my) and B = (jg, mg, mp, €p) are the
angular momentum (and parity for the vector field) quan-
tum numbers for the various modes. The properties of these
functions are reviewed in Appendix B.

We expand the modes of the fields in terms of these
spherical harmonics as follows:

Aolt,0) = 3 a"()S(0);

Ailt,0) = S AP()VE(0); 2.17)
B

c(t, 0) = an(z)sa(e).

Note that general vector functions also include modes
proportional to VS%, but these are eliminated by our gauge
choice. Below, it will be useful to d_enote the complex
conjugates of S* and ViB by S and Vl-ﬁ .

In terms of these spherical harmonics, we define

CoBY = [ sayP . Vs,
S3

Dby = fs VeV, 2.18)

EaBy = f Ve (VP x V),
$3

where explicit expressions for C, D and E may be found in
[7] and are collected in Appendix B. Note that C is anti-
symmetric in & and y, D is symmetric in « and 8, and E is
totally antisymmetric.

Using the spherical harmonic expansions, we may now
write the action for gauge-fixed pure Yang-Mills theory on
S3 explicitly in terms of modes. The quadratic action
becomes

1 .
S2 = jdltr(EAa(_D% + (.]01 + 1)2)Aa
1 . _
430 ol + D+ ol + 2)(:“). (2.19)

In addition, we have cubic interactions
S3 = gym fdttr(iE@[Ay, cPlCa7P + 2ia*AY aP CYP

— i[A%, D,APlaYD*PY + iA®APAY €, (j, + 1)E*FY),
(2.20)
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and quartic interactions

Sy = &2y f dttr(— %[a“, ABTa?, A%]
1
G +2)
— %A“ABA“/AB(DW"DL*‘”‘ — DWDW)) (2.21)

X (DBMDW + CaﬂXCW>

The propagators of the various fields follow from (2.19)
and are given by

_ 1
<53b([)ccﬁd(tl)> = M(J‘X—+2)5“B5(t - t')5ad5cb, (222)
1 _
(agb(t)afd(t’» = ja(ja—-i-Z)Saﬁa(t — 1)8,40cp, (2.23)

(A2, (DAL (1)) = 8*BAI (1 — 1), (2.24)

Here, A is defined to be a periodic function of time
satisfying
(=D + (G + DH)A;(1) = 8(1) (2.25)

where we have suppressed matrix indices. For 0 = ¢ = 3,
the explicit solution is given by

pict A QU+
A0 = ( )

2(j + D\1 — el®Be=UFDB | — oiaB(+DB
(2.26)

with the value for other values of ¢ defined by the period-
icity. Here, « is shorthand for « ® 1 — 1 ® «, and a term
a" ® a™ in the expansion of A should be understood to
carry indices (a)?(a™)" in (2.24).

For our calculations, the following correlators are also
useful:

(DA%, (DAL (1)) = —(A%, (1D, AP (1)

= 8FD,A Pt — 1), (227)

(D,A% ()D,AP (1)) = 8°B&(t — 1)8 446,
— 8P + 12N — 1),
(2.28)

D. Regularization and counterterms

As usual with four-dimensional gauge theories, certain
perturbative calculations lead naively to ultraviolet diver-
gences. In our calculation of the coefficient b in (1.4), we
will find that all divergences cancel, but only after sum-
ming a collection of logarithmically divergent diagrams. It
is therefore necessary to introduce a regularization scheme,
and in order to obtain the correct finite result, this must
respect gauge invariance.
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In principle, there is no obstacle in taking the usual
approach of applying dimensional regularization. In our
case, this amounts to considering gauge theory on
§3 X S X R494° While it is straightforward to write
down the appropriate expressions for Feynman diagrams
in this dimensionally regulated theory, we have found it
difficult to evaluate them because of the combination of
momentum sums and integrals that appear. Thus, we have
found it helpful to apply a more unusual approach, which
nevertheless gives precisely the answers that would have
been obtained through dimensional regularization.

In practice, we apply a sharp momentum cutoff to the
total angular momentum quantum number for modes on
the sphere. This does not respect gauge invariance. How-
ever, as explained originally by "t Hooft [8] in his series of
classic papers on the renormalizability of Yang-Mills the-
ory, a non-gauge-invariant regularization yields gauge-
invariant results when employed with a bare Yang-Mills
action that includes an appropriate set of non-gauge-
invariant counterterms. As we describe in Sec. IV, these
counterterms may be determined by demanding that simple
Green’s functions evaluated using the cutoff and counter-
terms agree with the same Green’s functions evaluated
using dimensional regularization. Apart from curvature-
dependent counterterms (which do not contribute to our
calculation), this comparison may be carried out in flat
space, since all counterterms must be local.

In Sec. IV, we present the calculation to determine the
precise coefficients for all counterterms necessary in our
calculation, together with a more complete discussion of
the regularization scheme and a variety of consistency
checks. In the end, we should expect nonzero coefficients
for all counterterms with dimension less than or equal to
four which respect SO(3) invariance.

III. THE PERTURBATIVE COMPUTATION

In this section, we proceed to calculate the coefficients
in (2.8) necessary to determine the order of the deconfine-
ment transition at weak coupling. We have

¢SV = f [dal[dATdcleS@aro)

_ Sone'loop

= @ Peff <e7S37S4>, (31)

where the expectation value in the last line is evaluated in
the free theory with propagators given in Sec. II. The

required leading order contributions to u,, C;_,, and
C11,—1,—1 appear at one, two, and three loops, respectively.

5As we describe in Sec. 1V, in order that all momentum sums/
integrals are rendered finite when employing dimensional regu-
larization in Coulomb gauge, it is necessary to analytically
continue both the number of dimensions which participate in
the Coulomb gauge condition, and the number of dimensions
which do not, a procedure referred to as split dimensional
regularization.
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A. Simplifying the action by integrating out A, and ¢

Since the action is quadratic in a and c, these may be
integrated out explicitly to yield additional interaction
vertices for the A’s. The first contribution arises from loops
of a or c. For the calculation up to three loops that we are
interested in here, the relevant vertices in the resulting
effective action (combining a and c¢ loops) are a quadratic
vertex

DYeBpYap

Ay = gy N8(0) —jﬁ(jﬁ 2

tr(A71AY2), (3.2)

a cubic vertex

Cav1B D788 pv3ida

Ay = —2igd N5(0) -

- — tr(A71A72A73),
Ja(.]a + Z)JB(J,B + 2)

(3.3)
and a quartic vertex

CeBCBy:hpDYsio pYira
ja(ja + Z)JB(JB + 2).]p(.]p + 2)
1 DV AapY2ABDYspBYap &

2 joUa +2)jglig +2) >

1
x <tr(A71A72A73A74) o HATAT (AT AT)

A= —giMN5<0>(3

1
+ N tr(AV AY3)tr(AY2 A7)

1
ey tr(A71A74)tr(A72A73)>. (3.4)

We have included here only terms that can contribute to
planar diagrams. Note that all of these are proportional to a
divergent factor §(0), and so any diagrams containing these
vertices must eventually cancel.” Note also that since these
vertices arise from loops, they have additional factors of
g%MN compared to (2.20) and (2.21). Therefore, inserting
any one of these vertices into a diagram counts as an
additional loop.

In addition to these, we have vertices arising from open
strings of a’s containing two vertices linear in a and some
number of vertices quadratic in a. These start at quartic
order, and for our three-loop calculation, we will need the
quartic, quintic, and sextic vertices. These are

"The divergence associated with 8(0) terms may be regulated
using a momentum cutoff in the ! direction. We have checked
that in the properly regulated theory, the naive cancellations of
6(0) terms described below persist without introducing any new
finite contributions.
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DBy DBy

g%{M
B = . .
Y2 3G, )
. 3 Da‘BIAC)_‘V‘_TDaz,BzO'
= —igym—1s ——
’ MirGa + 2o +2)
X [A7,[A%, D AP:])),
géM( Dmﬁﬂfcﬁ'y]’rciyz/\Dazlgz)’L
Bg = — S il
2\ jala +2ielo +2)j:0- +2)
DalﬁlaDylf\&D)/zX ‘?DQZIBZT
Jole +2)j:(- +2) )
X t([[A*, D,AP1], A" ][[A%, D, AP:], A72)).

tw([A*, D, AP A%, D,AP]),

B

tr([A%, D.AP']

(3.5)

Using these effective vertices, it is straightforward to check
that all divergent contributions proportional to 8(0) cancel.
Any diagram with a vertex A, will cancel the 8(0) part of a
similar diagram with A, replaced with a B, having its two
covariant derivative legs contracted. Similarly, any dia-
gram with a vertex A; will cancel the §(0) part of a similar
diagram with A5 replaced with a Bs having its two cova-
riant derivative legs contracted. Finally, any diagram con-
taining A, will cancel against a combination of two
diagrams: one with A4 replaced by B¢ with its two cova-
riant derivative legs contracted, and one with A, replaced
by two B,’s with the four covariant derivative legs con-
tracted into a loop.

Thus, all §(0) terms coming from the A,, vertices cancel
out, and it is easy to check that there are no additional 6(0)
terms coming from diagrams with B, vertices apart from
those needed to cancel the A, vertex diagrams. As a result,
we may proceed with the calculation by keeping only the
transverse photons A%, and evaluating all diagrams built
from the original cubic and quartic vertices in the trans-
verse photons plus the additional vertices By, Bs, and By,
ignoring any terms proportional to 8(0).

The diagrams contributing to the free energy at one-,
two- and three-loop orders, after having integrated out A
and c, are shown in Fig. 2. The B-type vertices are denoted
by circles.

B. One loop

The one-loop computation of the path integral was
described in [5]. The result (writing only the leading terms
in the large N limit) is

11BN? & zy(x")

120 Z

n=1

Serr(U) =

tr (UM (U™"),

(3.6)
n

where zy(x) is the single-particle partition function for a

free vector field on S°, given by

6x> — 2x°
(1—-x7°"

Changing variables to u, = tr(U")/N and including the

additional Vandermonde determinant from the measure,

zy(x) = (3.7

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 125018 (2005)

we have
118 21
! — _ n 2
Stee(u,) = 120 + r;;(l zy(x™")u, %, (3.8)
and thus
mo(x.) = %(1 — zy(x2)) = 0.481 125. 3.9)

C. Two loops

In this section we compute the coefficient Cy ; _, in (2.8)
by evaluating the three two-loop diagrams of Fig. 2. Note
that since the propagators depend only on the relative time
between vertices, it is always possible to change variables
so that the integrand is independent of one of the time
variables. The integral over this variable then gives an
overall factor of B so it is convenient to define F(U) =
Se(U)/B. In terms of the propagators and spherical har-
monic integrals defined above, we find that the three two-
loop contributions to F are® (with summation over the
spherical harmonic indices @, 8 and 7y implied)

2 A = — A =
F,, = _gYTM(DaBVDd Y — paaypBBY)

X Aja(o’ aab)AjB(Or aac),

2 5 -
Fap = =S, (j, + DEBVETFY
x ] A, (1 @A, (1 ap) A (1 o),
DeBYDaBy
Fr. = gYMm(DTAja(O’ a,)D;A; (0, ayp)

+ (JB + I)ZAJQ(O’ abc)AjB(O! aab)): (310)

where we have defined

E@BY = EoBY(e,(j, + 1) + egjg + 1) +e,(j, +1)).
(3.11)

In the expressions above, each of the propagators contrib-
utes factors of « to two of the three index loops, which we
label by a, b, and c. The notation «,, indicates that for the
tensor products (o ® 1 — 1 ® a) appearing in the propa-
gator, the first and second elements of the tensor product
appear in the traces associated with index loops a and b,
respectively.

The expressions (3.10) involve sums over products of
spherical harmonic integrals. In all cases here and below,
the sums over quantum numbers m, m’ and € may be
carried out explicitly using the formulas in Appendix B.
To express the results, it is useful, following [7], to define
some functions which appear in integrals of products of

8Recall that in diagram 2c, we ignore the part proportional to

6(0).
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One loop: Q

la
Two loops 8 %

2a 2b 2c
Three loops %

3g 3i é 31
3 3d 3
3e 3f 3h é @ % 3n
3k 3m
3b 3c

FIG. 2. The diagrams contributing to the free energy up to three-loop order. In this figure we present a particular planar form for each
diagram, but in some cases the same diagram may also be drawn in the plane in different ways. There is also an additional counterterm
diagram that will be discussed later.

spherical harmonics

Ry(x,y,2) =

(—1)7 [(x + Dz + 1)(' = x)(0' = y)(o' =)o’ + lq‘/{ (3.12)
s

y+1

(_1)0‘+(6X+€Z)/2 (y + 1)
T (32(x +1)(iz+1)

X(ex+ D+ ez+1)—yiex+1)+elz+1)—y—2)72
_ (= (0 + D(d’ = x)(d’ = y)(o' — 2)\1/2
Riereye 0 3,2) = =—— 4o+ D+ D+ )
X((ex+D)+ey+D+ez+1)+2)(ex+ 1)+ e +1)+elz+1)—2)"2
R4Exe".ez(x’ Y Z) = R45xeyez(x’ Y, Z)(Ex(x + 1) + Ey(y + 1) + GZ(Z + 1)): (313)

Ry e (x,y,2) = >m«@&+1%+Q&+D+y+%&AV%D+Q&+D+W)

sgn(e, + €, + ez)<

where the right-hand sides of the equations are defined to be nonzero only if the triangle inequality |x — z| =y = x + z
holds, and if ¢ = (x + y + z)/2 (in R3) and ¢/ = (x + y + z + 1)/2 (in R, and R,) are integers. We also define R3, =
Ryyv =Rz, R3- =R3y- = R34, Ry =Ry and Ry— = Ry .

With these definitions, we find after performing the sums over m, m' and e, that
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FIRST ORDER DECONFINEMENT TRANSITION IN ...

2g% ..
Fao =33 Jalia + Diglip +2)A;,0, @u)A, (0, ase),

Fy, = _g%(M< o +ip iy T 3Ry Gardpr dy) + Ua T g —

X [thju(t’ aab)AjB(t’ abc)Ajy(t’ aca)r

2g %{M

FCZ%
g0, +2)

(R§+(jou jyr ]B) + R%— (jou jyr jﬂ))(DTAjB(O’ aab)DTAja(O’ aac) + (.]ﬁ +

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 125018 (2005)
L DPR (i m)

1)2A; (0, abC)Ajﬁ(Or gp)).

(3.14)

These expressions are all to be summed over the j’s, with the sums unconstrained in F’,,, and constrained in F,;, and F,, by

the rules given above.

As described above, in order to analyze the phase transition we need to compute the specific term in F,, + F5;, + F,. of

the form

Cy 1,28 (r(U)r(U)u((UT)?) + w(UHu(UDu(UT)),

and to determine the coefficient C; ; _, at the deconfinement temperature of the free Yang-Mills theory,

(3.15)

xc=2—\/§.For

each diagram, we therefore expand the product of propagators in powers of U, and sum the coefficients of all terms of the

form (3.15).
For F,,, all sums may be done explicitly, and we find

2
8ym
F J—
M 24m? £

gYM(

where we have left the divergent sums (which will not be
relevant for the computation we are doing in this paper)
explicit. The function F is related to the single-particle
partition function zy by

G+1

F(e B) = foo dazy(e™ %), 3.17)
B
or explicitly
- 2x
Thus, the contribution to Cy | _, from F,, is
Coy = (F(x)F(x) + 2F(x)F(x?)). (3.19)

242

For the other two cases we could not compute the sums
explicitly, but it is not difficult to numerically evaluate the
desired coefficient at the transition temperature x, = 2 —
|

F3a — gYM (DayADaSADBSTD

X fthja(Or aab)Ajy(t’ aca)Aja([r aac)(AjB(O: aad) + Ajﬁ(o’ adc))-

Z FOFm™)(te(U™e(UDe(U™) + {m — —m} + {n — —n} + {m,n — —m, —n})

2DaaADy6ADByTD

3.16
G+ 1) ©3.16)

|
/3. We find that the contributions of the three diagrams to
Cy, -, are given by

Cp, = 6.53536 X 1074,

Cyp, = —22.87088 X 1074, (3.20)
Cre = 9.16396 X 1074,
so that the total coefficient is
Cii-2=—7.1716 X 1074 (3.21)

D. Three loops

The leading contribution to the coefficient C; | _; _; in
(2.8) comes from the 14 three-loop diagrams of Fig. 2. We
first give the expressions for each diagram in terms of
propagators and spherical harmonic integrals. For
diagram 3a, we find

T4 DaozAD75/\DBBTD )

(3.22)
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For diagram 3b, we find

DYBPDSB P
JpUp +2)

X fdt(DTAjy(t’ aac)Aj5 (t; aca) - Ajy(t’ aac)DTAj5 (tr aca)) + Ajtx(o) aab)(Ajﬂ(O’ aad) + Ajﬁ(or adc))

Fyy = gl (DDA — paad pyod) {A,-a (0, @) (D,A,(0, aq) + D,A;, (0, ay,)

X fdt((]ﬂ + 1)2Aj7(t) aac)Aj5 (t’ aca) - DTAjy(t’ aaC)DTAjB(t’ aca))}' (323)

For diagram 3c, the result is

ghu DaYADasApyBer S B

2 aGat+2),0G, +2)
X Aja (0: aab)Aja(tJ aac)Ajy(tJ aca) - (]B + I)ZDTAjy(t: aca)(4D‘rAja (0: aab)Aj3 (l, aac)
+ 2A]u(0r aab)DTAj§ (t! aac)) - 2(.]5 + 1)2Aja(0) aab)Aja(O) aac)}

F3c=_

[ [ A, (0, @q) + Aj, 0, @a(Gia + D2Gig + D + Giy + 125 + 1D?)

+ ]dt(DTA/B(O’ aad) + DTAjﬁ(O’ adc)){(jy + l)zAjy(t: aca)(4DTAj§(t: aac)Ajﬂ(Or aub)
+ 2A]3 (t; aa(j)DTAja (O’ aab)) - ZDTAja (0’ aab)DTAj(; (t’ aac)DTAjy (tr acu)

- 2(D7Aja(o’ aab)Aja(Or aac) + 2Aja(0r aab)DTAj5 (O’ a/ac))}i|' (324)

For diagram 3d, we find

4 T R oS =
F3d — _ gTTMDa'}’/\D,BS/\Daprﬂap fthj”(t’ aab)Ajﬂ(t’ abc)(ZA]‘y(Z, acd)Aja(t? ada) + Ajs(t’ acd)Ajy(t, ada))

4 T - N - 3 =
- g?TMDa,B)\D‘yE)\D‘y,BpDaﬁp jth]“ (t, aab)AjB(t, abc)(Ajy(t, acd)Aja(t, ada) - 4Aj5([’ acd)Ajy(tr ada)).
(3.25)

Evaluating diagram 3e, we obtain

DYSppaBp
JpUp +2)
- Aja (t: ahu)DTAjﬂ (t’ a’ud)Ajy (t’ acb)DTAj,; (t) adc)}-

F3e = g4YM(2Da5ADﬁ)//‘ - Da,B/\DY(sX - Da)/AD,BS/‘) dl{DTAja(t’ aba)Ajp(t, aad)Ajy(t, acb)DTAja(t, adc)

(3.26)

Diagram 3f gives

125018-10
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giM Day/\D,BSXD&'?pDBSﬁ
2 j/\(.i)t + 2)]p(.]p + 2)
X Ajs(ox acd)Ajﬁ(O’ ada) + fdt{A/a (t; aah)Aj.y(t; ahc)Aj(; (t’ acd)Ajﬁ(t’ adu)(.jy + 1)2((.]5 + 1)2 + (.],B + 1)2)

+ 2D7'Aja (t) aab)DTAj,/(t’ abc)DrAj,g(t’ acd)DTAjﬂ(t) ada) - 4(.]';/ + I)ZA/'&(ZJ aab)Ajy(t’ abc)DrAj,g(tr acd)

F3f = [4Aja(0J aab)DTAj‘;(O’ acd)D‘rAjﬁ(OJ ada) - 2((],8 + 1)2 + (]5 + 1)2)A1a(0’ aab)

DaBAD75XD& )'/pDB 5p

4

8ym

X D A: (t,ag.)} | — — _—
ot 2 G 25,0, 5D

- 2(ja + 1)2Aja(0r aab)Ajy(O: abc)AjB(O: ada) - ZA][X (0’ aab)DTAjy(Or abe)DTAj,B(O; ada)

4D,4,,(0,4,)D,A; (0, @), 0. )

+ fdt{D'rA]a(t’ aab)DTAjy(tr abC)DTAjg(t’ acd)DTAjﬁ(t) ada) + (]a + 1)2(.]5 + 1)2Aja(t: aab)Ajy(t: ahc)
XAt a1 ag) + 205 + 1)2A; (1, aup)DA; (1, ap)Aj (1 acg) DA (1 ag,)

- 4(]5 + 1)2D7Aja(t’ aab)DTAjy(tl a’bc)A/’B (t» a’cd)AjB(t’ ada)}:|' (327)

For diagram 3g, we find

Dd[%/\Dilg/i _

| =
| =

F3, = g“YME“‘SﬂEWﬁ(D@wDBSA' ~ D¥°ApF “‘)

X fdtdt’Ajﬁ(t’, ada)Ajy(t’, ac)A; (1 ap)A; (1, aab)Ajp(t’ — 1, Age), (3.28)

where E was defined in the previous subsection. Diagram 3h evaluates to

F DaYADﬁt”IE@ ?_’PEA'SBﬁ [dtldIZDTAja(tl’ aab)Ajy(tl, ahc)Ajp(tl — 1, 0y,

4 1
3h = 8YM T s LAY
G +2)
X (A, (tr, acg)DA (1, @g) = DA (1, aca)Aj, (1, @44))
1 Sal axa
4 a SA pa 6
+ gYMml) BADYSAfaYp f 'Bp[dtleZDrAja(tl:aab)AjB(ZZ’ ag)lj (1 = 1y, g
X (A, (tr, acg)DA; (11, ape) = DA (1, @) A (1, @) (3.29)

Diagram 3i gives

4
8 s raoB po 5 p Y
F3 = _%E PrEaoBETOYE M[dﬁdlzdfsAja(fl — b, ag)Aj, () — 1, ay)A; (1, ac)Aj (13, ag,)

X Ajp(l‘l — I3 aca)Aj(,(ZZ’ Xye)- (330)

For diagram 3j, we find

F3; = gh(DePADBP A — DPﬁADaﬁi)E@T”Eﬁ‘ﬁfdtdt’Ajp (0, @ap)Aj, (1 = 1, @y )A; (1, @u)A; (1, ac)A; (1, age)-
(3.31)
Diagram 3k yields
1 s aA Al
Fy = g% %D“ﬂ"D“W‘Eﬁp"EWPfdt dioA; (1) — ty, a )N () — 1), ay,)
3k gYMJ/‘(J/\_'_z) 1aha; 2 Ueg)Rj 1y 2, Ay,
X {2DTAja (0’ aab)AjB(tlr aac)DTAjy(tZ» aca) + Aja (0’ aab)DTAjﬁ(tl’ a’ac)DTAjy(tZ’ A
- (ja + I)ZAJQ(()’ aab)Ajﬁ(tl’ aac)Ajy(ZZJ aca)}' (332)

For diagram 31, we obtain
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4 = — A= = =
F3l — _le_zME’\aﬁTEA'BYPEYerEP”Tjdtldtzdl‘:;Aju(l‘z - t3, aab)AjB(t3 — 1, aac)Ajy(tl - tz, aad)Ajp(tl’ adc)

X A; (t, ap)A; (s, agp).

For diagram 3m, we find
Daﬂ/\c)_\dprﬁﬁEB)?ﬁ_
j/\(j/\ + 2).]p(]p + 2)

F3, = 4g4YM

(3.33)

dt(DrAja(O’ aab)AjB(tJ aca) - Aja(or aab)DrAjB([’ aca))(Ajy([’ a’dc)DTAj(;(t» a'ad)

DS CABo pYSp fay B

- DTAjy(t’ aa.’c)Aj(S (t’ aad)) + 2g§'M

j)\(]/\ +2)Jp(.]p +2)

dt{DTAja (t’ aab)Ale (t: abd)l)q-Ajy (tr ada)Aja (O, aca)

+ 2D7Aja (t’ aah)Ajﬁ (t; ahd)Ajy(t’ ada)DTAj,; (Or aca) - (]3 + l)zAja (t’ aab)Ajﬁ (t: ahd)Aj7 (t: ada)Aja (Or aca)}-

Finally, diagram 3n gives the result

CﬁaACXBfr

CﬁBACXa(’r

(3.34)

Devp DBYo
' (

_ 4
n = 8 . . N N . .
’ MGy +2jelo +2\7 jala +2)

a2l +2)

+ D@ _ﬁDﬁ/\[r + D&X&DB/\5>

X {DTAj,J (O: acb)Aj,/ (0» auC)DTAjﬁ (0: aad) + 2D7Aj,1 (O’ acb)l)TAj7 (O’ aac)Ajp (0’ aad)

- (-]'}' + 1)2A]u{ (0’ acb)Ajy(O’ aac)AjB(Oy aad)} -

CpaACXBfr

g4
MG, +2)jGe +2)

a By _ _
Devp DBYT < - N D&AﬁDﬁMr>
AGa+2)

X {DTAj,J (O: aah)Aj,/ (O; aaC)DTAjB (O» aad) + 2D7Aj,1 (Oy aab)DrAjy(O» aac)AjB(O’ aad)

+ (-]’}' + I)ZAJH(O, aab)Ajy(O, aac)Aj/j(O, aad)} -

E. Evaluation of three-loop diagrams
We now evaluate the coefficient C;;_;_; of
Bgiyltr(U)* in (2.5) arising from the three-loop diagrams
computed above. The expressions for the diagrams are of
the general form:

F=S 8(.m eI,

J,m, €

(3.36)

where S’ is the term containing all spherical harmonic
factors (C, D, E) and I’ is the term involving the propaga-
tors and the integrals over 7. S’ depends on the j’s, m’s and
€’s of the spherical harmonics but I’ only on the j’s. Using
the identities of Appendix B we can perform the sum over
the m’s and €’s analytically and find S(j)=
> meS'(j, m, €). Then, the diagram can be written as a
sum over j’s

F =S SGI'). (3.37)
J

We then expand I'(j) in powers of tr(U") and determine
1(j), the coefficient of |tr(U)|* in this expansion. The

Cpﬁz\c)],é a

g4
MUy +2iolio +2)
X {2DTA],1(O’ aab)DTAj.,(O’ aad)Ajﬁ(Or abc) + ((ja +

DDeTe ( +prm3;,>
Ja(d+2)

1)2 + (.]y + I)Q)AJQ(Or aah)Aj.r(O: aad)Ajp(O) ahc)}' (335)

\
contribution to b from this diagram may then be written
in the form

Cii-1,-1= ZS(J')I(J')- (3.38)
J

We can find S for any diagram by using the identities given
in Appendix B, and the corresponding integral / can be
found in the MATHEMATICA file [9]. The sum (3.38) over j’s
is the only part of the calculation that we have generally
had to perform numerically.

Diagram 3a is the simplest and we can actually calculate
it analytically. The expression (3.22) above may be sim-
plified using the angular momentum sums of Appendix B.

We find
3 1 ala +2)b(b + 2)c(c +2)
Gh-1-1 =~ 7 Z 3
Tl 187* 4= (a+ Db+ 1)(c+1)

X xu+b+2{(xc+l + 1)(xc+l + 2)
— (¢ + 1) In(x)(2x3+2 + 3xct )}

(3.39)

Note that this sum contains a logarithmic divergence in the
sum over ¢ when taking the x-independent term (equal to
2) in the curly brackets.

125018-12



FIRST ORDER DECONFINEMENT TRANSITION IN ...

Such logarithmic divergences appear in the contribution
to Cy,1,—1,—; from most of our three-loop diagrams, since
there are terms where only two of the three unconstrained
sums over loop momenta have exponential damping fac-
tors. These divergences arise from nonplanar one-loop
subdiagrams, as we explain in the next section when we
discuss the corresponding counterterms.

In practice, when doing the computation we will place a
cutoff J on the angular momentum sums. We can then
write the result with a cutoff in the form

1
c+1

J
Cii-1-1) =a + Climie, + 0(1/J),
c=1

(3.40)

where « is the coefficient of the logarithmic divergence,
which we can define by

a = }Lrgo(J + D(Cp1-1,-1(J) = Cr 111 (J — 1)),
(3.41)
and’
- J 1
Cie -1 = }L%(C1,1,—1,—1(1) - a;m) (3.42)

In particular, from the expression above for the 3a sum
(3.39) we find

L (S TR R &
o = - — - X
= g (= oxtt =)
= —4.0356 X 1075, (3.43)
Ciymimte | = —3.666 X 1077, '

where we have evaluated a3, and C3%"™'  at the transi-

tion point x, = 2 — /3 [5].

For the 13 remaining diagrams, we were unable to
evaluate the sum over j in (3.38) analytically. However,
we have performed the sum numerically (at the phase
transition temperature), and we will present the results in
Sec. lII G.

F. Counterterm diagrams

We have seen that the contributions to C; ; _; _; arising
from individual three-loop diagrams contain logarithmic
divergences. It turns out that all of these must cancel in the
sum over diagrams. To see this, note first that no single-
trace counterterm can contribute to the coefficient of
[tr(U)|*, since such a contribution requires four index
loops, while planar counterterm diagrams at order A* are
two-loop diagrams with only three index loops. In fact, the

To improve numerical convergence we use Aitken’s method:
. . _ . 2
if lim,_a, = r then lim,_[(a,a,12 — a;,,)/(a, + a4y —
2a,+)] = r, but the convergence of the second sequence is
faster.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 125018 (2005)

FIG. 3. Counterterm contribution to the free energy at
order AZ.

only possible counterterm contribution comes from
double-trace counterterms'® of the form tr(AA)tr(AA),
which give rise to diagrams of the form shown in Fig. 3.
But no such counterterm is gauge-invariant, so in any
gauge-invariant regularization scheme (such as dimen-
sional regularization), there are no counterterm contribu-
tions at all, and all divergences must cancel in the sum over
diagrams. Our regularization scheme does not respect
gauge invariance, but the coefficients of logarithmic diver-
gences are insensitive to the regularization scheme, so we
must still find that all divergences cancel."’

The preceding argument does not mean that we can
ignore counterterms altogether. Indeed, the finite contribu-
tion resulting from the sum over diagrams does depend on
the regularization scheme, and it is crucial to include the
contributions of finite counterterms in order to obtain the
correct result. The counterterms that can contribute take
the form

A2 1
LCT = (ﬁ) ?(Cl tr(A,A,)tr(AJAJ)

+ 2¢, tr(A,Ar(AA))), (3.44)

where c; and ¢, will be finite numerical coefficients chosen
so that the results of calculations in our scheme match with
results using dimensional regularization.

At order A2, this vertex contributes to the free energy via
counterterm graphs of the form depicted in Fig. 3.
Following the same procedure as in the previous subsec-
tions, it is not difficult to isolate the coefficient C,. of
gymltr(U)* in the contribution of this diagram to the free
energy:

19Gee, for instance, [10,11] for recent discussions of how
double-trace terms can contribute at leading order in the large
N limit.

n comparing with dimensional regularization, the coefficient
of 1/€ poles will be proportional to the coefficient of the
logarithmic divergence in a cutoff scheme.

125018-13



OFER AHARONY et al.

1 I o
Co=—5 Y. (D*™*DY7F + 2¢,D**DA7F)
a,y, K

1 1

X ——— xJatiy 2,
Jat1Jj,+1

(3.45)

Using spherical harmonic identities from Appendix B and
performing the sum we find:

2 2 x 2
CC = F(cl + 3C2>|:(1—x)2 + ln(l - x)j| ) (346)
which may be conveniently written as
C.= —(18¢; + 12¢)) azq, (3.47)

where a3, is as in (3.43).

In order to determine the counterterm coefficients c¢; and
5, it is enough to look at the simplest correlator to which
the counterterms (3.44) contribute, namely, the nonplanar
one-loop four-point function on R* with two external legs
attached to each of the index loops. As we describe in
detail in Sec. IVD and Appendix A 5 below, the coeffi-
cients are determined by demanding that the combination
of logarithmically divergent one-loop diagrams (shown in
Fig. 6) with the counterterm diagrams reproduces the result
for the same correlator evaluated in dimensional regulari-
zation. For our regularization scheme with a sharp cutoff,
we find

cp=c =i (3.48)
so that

C.= —%oga. (3.49)

This net contribution from the counterterm diagrams is
all we need to complete our calculation. However, it turns
out that a very useful check of our three-loop results arises
from splitting up the counterterm contribution into pieces
associated with the individual one-loop diagrams of Fig. 6.
Note that each of these is logarithmically divergent, and
appears as a nonplanar subdiagram in exactly one of the
three-loop vacuum diagrams of Fig. 2 (obtained by joining
up the four free vector lines of the one-loop diagram in
pairs in such a way that we obtain a planar three-loop
diagram, and replacing any a or ¢ lines with the corre-
sponding effective vertex). Thus, the logarithmic divergen-
ces in the contribution to » from three-loop vacuum
diagrams are directly related to logarithmic divergences
in a specific set of nonplanar one-loop four-point
diagrams.'> If we denote by L¥, the counterterm

"2The coefficient of |tr(U)|* has no additional divergences from
planar one-loop subdiagrams of the three-loop diagrams, since
we have seen that there are no single-trace counterterms that
could cancel them (or remove the regulator dependence of the
finite results if any such divergences cancelled upon summing
diagrams).
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Lagrangian density necessary to make this particular set of
one-loop diagrams agree with dimensional regularization,
then the combination of the three-loop diagram X and the
counterterm diagrams associated with L’C‘T should be finite,
providing a check on the divergent part of each individual
three-loop diagram.

In addition to the overall result (3.49) we therefore
define partial contributions C¥X arising from the counter-
term diagrams associated with a given three-loop diagram
X. These will generally have both a logarithmically diver-
gent piece, and a finite piece, and take the form'?

CX = af 1n<Ri> + CX finiee, (3.50)

Mm

The values of @, and Cfi"®® for each diagram are tabulated
in the next section together with our results for the three-
loop diagrams.

G. Results
In this section, we tabulate our numerical results for the
contributions to C;; _; _;. For each three-loop diagram,

we give the coefficient « of the logarithmic divergence and
the remaining finite piece, as defined in (3.41) and (3.42).
We also give the coefficients a, and C"* for the loga-
rithmically divergent and finite parts of the associated
counterterm diagrams, as defined in (3.50). We find:

Diagram  a/as, cimie, aJas, CHe/q..
3a 1 —3.666 X 1077 -1 —107/120
3b -1 —4.805 X 1073 1 13/60
3¢ —3/4 2224 %1073 3/4 1/20
3d 5/4 221X 1075 —5/4 —47/60
3e 1/2 —5.85 X107 -1/2 —7/30
3f —-9/4 —2.69 X 107* 9/4 3/5
3g -3 1.15 x 10~* 3 1/5
3h 0 1.91 X 10~* 0 —-1/10
3i 5/2 —6.6 X 1074 -5/2 1/12
3 -3 2414 X 1074 3 11/10
3k 1/2 1.42 X 1074 —-1/2 7/60
31 5/4 —1.0x 107 -5/4 1/24
3m 2 4.6 X107 =2 1/15
3n 1 —-9.2 X 1073 -1 —29/30
Sum 0 —4.5%X 107 0 -1/2

The numerical results in the middle column of the table are all
accurate at least within the number of digits appearing in the
table. We estimate the maximal total numerical error of our
result for the sum to be less than 3 X 1073, This accuracy
could be improved with additional computer time, but we
found no reason to do this since we are only interested in the

The constants A, A, As, A, appearing in Appendix A
all evaluate to the same value with the choice of damping
function (essentially a step function) used here, while the UV
cutoff M is simply J/R.
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sign of b. Note that the sum of all divergent contributions
vanishes (without including counterterms).

Note that, in the table above, a* + aX = 0 for every
diagram X that is, the sum of any three-loop vacuum graph
and its associated counterterm graphs is finite. This sum
depends on the renormalization scale w [see (3.42) and
(3.50)] but should be independent of the regulating func-
tion R(g).'* This u dependence vanishes upon summing all
diagrams,'® leaving us with the scheme-independent an-
swer

Cii-11=—45X107% — a3,/2 = —43 X 1074
(3.51)

H. Effective potential

We can now put together our results for the terms of
interest in our effective potential (2.8) for the eigenvalues,
evaluated at the deconfinement temperature:

Wy, = 48112 X 1071,
B.Ci1_» = —9.4447 X 1074,
BCCI,I,—I,—I = 57X 10_4.

(3.52)

From (2.11) we find that the coefficient b in the effective
potential (2.10) for u; is

e
b=B.Cii-1,-1— w
M2
~—57X107%—-1.854 X 1070 = —5.7 X 1074,

(3.53)

Note that b is the sum of two terms, one of which is
manifestly negative. In (3.53), however, the dominant con-
tribution came from the first term which, in principle, could
have been either positive or negative. This suggests that

“In order to verify this independence—and as a check on the
logic of our regularization scheme and our numerics—we have
recomputed a/a;,, CI©, |, a./a;, and CI"¢/ay, for
diagrams 3a, 3b, 3c, 3g and 3n with a different regulating
function [we took R(q/M) to be a double step function, R(x) =
1 forx <1, R(x) =1 for 1 <x<2and R(x) = 0 for x >2]. We
evaluated these quantities analytically for diagram 3a and nu-
merically for all the other diagrams. As expected, in every case
the coefficient of the logarithmic divergence a/as, and a, /a3,
was unchanged in this new regulating scheme. Also, as expected,
while finite parts of each diagram and its associated counterterm
yielded different values in this new regulating scheme, the sum
of every diagram with its associated counterterm graphs was
unmodified.

"This follows because ¥ gisorams 1€ = X fdiagrams x5 = 0.
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there could exist also theories for which b > 0; we will
discuss this further in the final section.

Since we have, after a laborious calculation, determined
that b < 0, we may conclude that the large N deconfine-
ment transition of pure Yang-Mills theory on a small S* is
of first order.

IV. A GAUGE-INVARIANT REGULARIZATION
SCHEME ON §3

In the previous section we have computed a set of two-
and three-loop Feynman diagrams to determine a particular
term [b in Eq. (1.4)] in the Wilsonian effective action for
finite-temperature Yang-Mills theory on S*. We found that
while b is finite, individual diagrams that contribute to b
diverge logarithmically. In order to obtain the finite physi-
cal value of b we needed to sum contributions from the
various diagrams, at which point the logarithmic diver-
gence cancels and we are left with the finite result of
interest. The process of isolating a finite piece from the
difference of divergent subpieces is delicate, and will yield
the correct answer only if the regularization procedure
respects gauge invariance. In this section we will expand
on the discussion of Sec. IID to describe in more detail
the regularization procedure that we employ in our
computation.

As described above, computations of Yang-Mills theory
on S3 are most simply performed in the Coulomb gauge
9;,A’ = 0, where the index i runs over the three spatial
indices of the S3. Further, we found it most convenient to
regularize all diagrams by truncating the spherical har-
monic sums at spherical harmonic number # [in flat space
this corresponds to imposing a hard momentum cutoff at
momentum E(n)/R where E(n) ~ n is the energy of the
nth spherical harmonic mode]. This regularization scheme
is not gauge-invariant, but should yield gauge-invariant
results when employed with a bare Yang-Mills action
that includes an appropriate set of non-gauge-invariant
counterterms. The appropriate counterterms may, in prin-
ciple, be uniquely determined (up to the usual ambiguity in
the definition of the Yang-Mills coupling constant) by
demanding that correlation functions computed by this
theory obey the Ward identities that follow from gauge
invariance, together with local Lorentz invariance.

In this section we will explicitly determine some of the
counterterms that will render our non-gauge-invariant
regularization scheme effectively gauge-invariant. These
counterterms fall into two classes: counterterms that would
be needed even in flat space, and counterterms that are
proportional to the space-time curvature. It will turn out
that no counterterm of the second type (those proportional
to space-time curvature) contributes to the computation of
b, so we will content ourselves with determining only those
counterterms that appear even in flat space. These counter-
terms may be determined rather simply by choosing them
to ensure that certain Green’s functions [following ’t Hooft
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we use the A, (p)A,(—p) two-point function, as well
as a four-point function of gauge fields] agree with the
same Green’s functions evaluated using dimensional
regularization.' 6

In Sec. IVA we explain our regularization method in
detail and give a simple example of how it works.
Sections IV B and IV C are devoted to tests of the validity
of our regularization scheme. In Sec. IV B we determine all
quadratic counterterms of the first type (those that appear
in flat space) to order A. Even though these counterterms
do not actually contribute to our main computation in this
paper, we use them to test the validity of our regularization
procedure. First, we verify in Sec. IV C that our results are
consistent with the Slavnov-Taylor identity and with
Lorentz invariance. As another test, in Appendix A 3 we
verify that our results lead to the correct free energy at
infinite volume to order A. Finally, in Sec. IV D we proceed
to use the same methods to compute the counterterms that
we actually need for the computation of b; these are a set of
double-trace counterterms at order A2,

A. General discussion and a simple example

The regularization we will analyze in this section is a
slightly more general regularization scheme than the sharp
cutoff which was used in the computation of the previous

section. We include damping functions R(/g*/M) and
R(gy/A) for the momentum of each internal A; line of a

given diagram, and damping functions R(y/¢?/M) and
R(go/MN) (¢* = qiq;, i=1,2,3, and we take A > A,
M > M, A> M and A > M for convenience) for the
momentum of each internal A, or ghost line. These func-
tions are chosen so that R(0) = R(0) = R(0) = R(0) =1,
R'(0) = R'(0) = R'(0) =R'(0) =0, and R(x— )=
R(x — o) = R(x — o) = R(x — o) = 0. We choose to
treat Ao and ghost lines differently from A; lines because,
in our calculation of b, it was convenient to integrate out A
and the ghosts directly in the action. This can be done with
no regularization subtleties in diagrams with both
Ay/ghost lines and A, lines, provided that we take the scale
M > M and A > A. We will sometimes be lazy with our

notation and write R(\/q?/M) [R(\/q>/M)] as R(q/M)
[R(g/M)].

"®More precisely, we compare with a form of dimensional
regularization that is tailored to deal with Yang-Mills theory in
the Coulomb gauge. This so-called split dimensional regulari-
zation scheme [12-15] separately extends the number of dimen-
sions participating in the Coulomb gauge condition (from 3 to
3 — ¢€) and the number of other dimensions (from 1 to 1 — €).
One may worry that this regularization procedure is not Lorentz-
invariant (since integrals over temporal and spatial momenta end
up being regulated differently), however the breaking of Lorentz
invariance really comes from our choice of gauge rather than the
regularization scheme. In practice, we will apply split dimen-
sional regularization in the limit where €’ — 0.
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In perturbation theory, correlation functions are obtained
by evaluating all contributing Feynman diagrams, each of
which may be written as an integral over internal momenta.
In general these integrals diverge and must be regulated; in
this section we will explain how one may convert the
simple minded regularization scheme described in the
previous paragraph into dimensional regularization by an
appropriate choice of non-gauge-invariant counterterms. In
the rest of this subsection we will demonstrate our method
on a “toy” regularized integral17

d*qdqy RGHR(E)
Qm*t  ¢* + 4}

1= , .1

and its counterpart in split dimensional regularization
(SDR)
_ f d’qdgq, 1
sor 2m)* ¢* + g5
The g integgal in (4.1) and (4.2) is finite [which is why we
ignored the R regulators in (4.1)] and may easily be done to

yield (from now on we suppress explicit reference to the
regulator in intermediate steps)

1 d3q
167 ) q

4.2)

(4.3)

In split dimensional regularization (4.3) evaluates to zero,
whereas in the damping function regularization scheme
(4.1) evaluates to'®

2

> p’ p
=MC),+—F, ———, 4.4
a(p) 2 6 2 2477_2 ( )
where we have defined
1 00
G = m] dqqR(q)*,
0 4.5)

o0

2= 4% dqqR(q)R"(q).
T Jo

Thus, in order that our damping scheme agrees with di-

mensional regularization, we should introduce a counter-

term that contributes —a(p).

Not every integral we encounter will be simple enough
to explicitly evaluate in split dimensional regularization [as
I of (4.1) was]. However, it will always be possible to
decompose the integrals of interest into the sum of a
complicated but convergent integral and an easily eval-
uated divergent integral; this will be sufficient to determine
the corresponding counterterms. As an illustration, we

""This integral is slightly different in form from those that will
appear in our actual expressions below; in particular, the inte-
grand contains a single propagator but two copies of the regu-
lator function. Thus, it should merely be thought of as a simple
divergent integral that illustrates all the complications that arise
in the actual process of regularization.

'8The finite piece arises because [& dgR(@)R'(q) = — 5.
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reevaluate the counterterm corresponding to the integral /
in a perversely convoluted manner. Under the change of
variables ¢ — p — g (an allowed variable change in both
regularization schemes), I becomes

d*q 1
= . (4.6)
Qm)* (p — @)* + (po — q0)*
Performing the g, integration as above yields
! dq _ 1 (dq(  ap_P
1673 f (p — q)* 167° f q ( q* 2q?
3(q - p)?
3 pr f) + ) @.7)
2q

We may now rewrite (4.6) as a sum over a manifestly

convergent piece and an easily evaluated divergent piece
19

as

I 1 ] d’q
- 3
167 J /(p — q)?

_ 1 3 ( [
167 [d o= V&
. 3gp? D

20¢> +a*)  24°(q° + a?)
+ 13 ﬁ(1+q'2p— 2p2 S
167 \/? q 2(g* + a?)
3(q - p)* )
2¢*(q* + a*))

q-p
1+4°2
[ q°

4.8)

In (split) dimensional regularization with d = 3 — €, the
second line evaluates to

1 / d’q [3(61 “p)? pZ}
27 ) JA @+l @
2 3 dd
= limp—3<—— ]>f—q
d—3327 \d VP (G* + a?)

2 2
. p € 47 0 p

= lim Tt = .
it 3273 <3 — 6>< € Ote )> 2472

On the other hand, in the cutoff scheme it evaluates to

4.9)

2
M2C, + %F2, (4.10)
and (4.10) is equal to (4.9) upon the addition of the counter-
term —a(p).

In this particular example, the convergent part of (4.8) is
easy to evaluate (it is equal to —p?/2472), but this is not

We introduce a parameter a in order to avoid artificially
introducing IR singularities.
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true in more complicated examples, and was not needed in
order to evaluate the counterterm.

Of course, the separation of (4.8) into a divergent and a
convergent part is ambiguous. In our work ahead we will
find it convenient to fix this ambiguity by demanding that
the divergent piece (which we call the regulator-dependent
piece below) should evaluate to zero in split dimensional
regularization.”® With this convention, the counterterm
associated with any diagram is simply minus the
regulator-dependent integral evaluated in the cutoff regu-
lator scheme.

B. Single-trace quadratic flat-space counterterms at
order A

As an explicit example, we can now proceed to compute
the regulator-dependent piece of the gauge boson self-
energy II,, = —1(A,A,). To set our conventions, we
write the Yang-Mills action as

1
S = 1 [d“xtr(FWF“”). 4.11)
The momentum space Coulomb gauge (9;4; = 0) propa-
gators take the form
2
q°8ij — 4i4;
<Aquc_d> — 8ad§bc<#>’
t 7*(q* + q3)

(4.12)
1
(AZAG) = 5% 51’6(—612).

In addition, the gauge-fixing procedure introduces a set of
complex adjoint ghosts ¢, ¢ with Lagrangian

‘Eghost = —tr(EE)iDiC), (413)
where D; = 9; — igym[A,, *] is the gauge covariant de-
rivative. The propagator for the ghosts is identical to that of
the A, fields,

(cbccd) = 5“’5’70(%). (4.14)
q
In the computations of this section we do not explicitly
integrate out A, and ¢ as we did in the previous section; of
course this does not affect the results.

In Appendix A 1 we define several regulator-dependent
constants and functions of external momentum that arise in
our calculation. In Appendix A 2 we depict the diagrams
contributing to the gauge boson self-energy, and list our
results for their regulator-dependent contributions (defined
above). Adding these together yields the following result
for the regulator-dependent contribution to the gauge bo-
son self-energy (see Appendix A 1 for notation):

2OWwith this convention, the regulator-dependent piece in the
example of the previous paragraphs is the second term in (4.8)
minus p?/2472.
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2

1 (RD) __ 1 M 1 1 pO
~ I = 32 ln<z>[l?il?k —(p* + pYgul — E(ngik +4p;ip)Fsy + ﬁ(pipk = pPgu) — 242 Sik
2 1 A, 1 At 1 Al
+ Mzgik<2cl - §C2> 2 YY) pOgtk <ﬂ4 2p2g <./’Zl9> 1207 zptpk <ﬂ16>
+2AMB,C gy + AMB, 878} — g™ gik](Hl)mn — AM By(Hy)i, 4.15)
1 ®kp) 7 M 5 1 A}
—IT; = n| — 1 4.16
o a2 Popi n(ﬂ) ) pori t 24,2 Popi n(ﬂ) (4.16)
| H®D) 11 M\ _p? 2 2 1, (A3
. | = — 21n - —F, - +2M-(Cy — C,) + 1 . 4.17
PR 2472F (,u) 302 a2? G =)+ aP n(ﬂm) (4.17)

From the discussion above, the required quadratic coun-
terterm Lagrangian must be chosen to precisely cancel
these regulator-dependent contributions, in order to give
agreement with dimensional regularization. Thus, we must
have

L= —tr(AFAM)ITRD) (4.18)

In the next subsection, we perform two consistency checks
on these results.

C. The Slavnov-Taylor identity and SO(4) invariance

In this subsection, we first use the fact that our result for
the self-energy must be consistent with gauge invariance
and SO(4) symmetry at short distances to demonstrate the
consistency of our results for the logarithmic divergences
in (4.15), (4.16), and (4.17). In particular, since the loga-
rithmically divergent and finite contributions must satisfy
various Slavnov-Taylor identities for these symmetries
independently, we can determine the structure of the for-
mer without any knowledge of the latter.

We begin by considering the Slavnov-Taylor identity
relevant for the gauge symmetry in Coulomb gauge. As
usual, we start with the Euclidean gauge-fixed action

S = fd4x{£YM + 2—1€(viAi)2 - Evl‘Dl‘C} (419)

and take € — 0 to get the Coulomb gauge. The Becchi-
Rouet-Stora-Tyutin (BRST) charge Q satisfies

0.8 =1v4
(4.20)

To obtain the Slavnov-Taylor identity, we study the parti-
tion function with sources added for the operators gener-
ated by the BRST transformation

217, &K, L]l = f exp{—S + f d*x(J,A, + éc

[Q’ A,u,] = D,u,c’ {Q’ C} = l'CZ’

+ e+ K,[0.A,]- L0, c})}. @21

Performing the change of variables A — A + [€Q, A], ¢ —
c +[€Q, cl,¢c — ¢ + [€Q, ] in the path integral, we even-
tually obtain the standard identity

N st of _o
6c 6L

sf of
A, 0K,

(4.22)

where I is the one-particle-irreducible effective action less
the gauge-fixing term. From this, we may easily derive a
one-loop Slavnov-Taylor identity relating the self-energy,
IT,,, and the coefficient ®,, of the K, ¢ term of I

90y, + (=078, +0,0,)P, = (4.23)
An analogous relation arising from SO(4) invariance is
difficult to obtain since we are working in a noncovariant
gauge. Fortunately, a simple restriction that arises by re-
quiring SO(4) invariance of the S matrix will be enough for
our purposes. The specific condition that we will impose is
the existence of a double pole in the full propagator at zero
momentum. This requirement, combined with the weaker
Slavnov-Taylor identity 9,9,1II,, = 0, restricts the local

part of IT,, to be of the form
IT;; = C([p* + p§lei; — pip;)
ITjy = Dp;py (4.24)
H()() = _(C + 2D)p2

where C and D are dimensionless constants. It is easy to
demonstrate, using the definition of ® - that the full
Slavnov-Taylor identity (4.23) fixes C + D, leaving 1 de-
gree of freedom that is in principle determined by a wave
function renormalization condition. The logarithmic diver-
gences must have this structure independent of the finite
contribution to the local part of IT . That our result (4.15),
(4.16), and (4.17) is consistent with these conditions is easy
to verify.

As a second, and less formal consistency check, we have
used our regularization scheme, together with the counter-
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terms (4.18), to compute a physical quantity: the two-loop
free energy of Yang-Mills theory at infinite volume.*' The
counterterms computed in the previous subsection play a
crucial role in our calculation, which we present in detail in
Appendix A 3. Our final answer, Fiyo-100p = VAT*/72,
agrees with the previously computed result (using dimen-
sional regularization in Feynman gauge) [16]. We regard
this as a rather nontrivial check of our regularization
scheme.

D. The tr(A;A;)tr(A;A,;) counterterms

We have seen in Sec. III F that the counterterms required
to evaluate b take the form of double-trace terms quartic in
the spatial components of the gauge field. We will now
follow the method of the previous subsection [requiring the
order A2/N? contribution to the four-point function
(A;A;ALA)) to agree with the result obtained by (split)
dimensional regularization] to evaluate the coefficients of
the two possible counterterms of this form, given in (3.44).

The one-loop diagrams contributing to the nonplanar
part of the four-point correlator are depicted in Fig. 6 in
Appendix A 5. It follows from power counting that the
leading divergence in each of these diagrams is logarith-
mic. As a consequence, the regulator-dependent part of
each of these diagrams may be evaluated with all external
momenta set to zero and has a divergent part proportional
to the single integral

d3
/ S — (4.25)
AmeP (g + @)
In Appendix A 5 we list the coefficient of this divergent
integral computed for each of the diagrams with a particu-

lar index structure.?? To obtain the full expression, we must
also sum over distinct permutations of indices. We list the
results Rf;,)d [for the coefficient of the integral (4.25)], as
well as the corresponding contribution to the counterterm,
diagram by diagram in Appendix A 5.

Summing over the expressions in Appendix A 5 we find
that the sum of the diagrams depicted in Appendix A
evaluates to

d—73
1
2772|:

Notice that the first term in (4.26) is simply zero in the
cutoff regulator scheme (on setting d = 3). However, in

+ finite.

_4d_1}f dq
d(d+2) 47T\/q_2(q2 + a?)
(4.26)

21As far as we are aware, this is the first time that this
computation has been done in Coulomb gauge using any regu-
lating scheme.

22We keep the number of spatial dimensions, d, explicit (as
opposed to setting d = 3), in order to determine the finite
counterterm needed to bring our result into agreement with
that of (split) dimensional regularization.
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dimensional regularization this term evaluates to
2€ 1 2
— + 0(e?) |- = — .
( 1572 ( )> € 1572
It follows that perturbative computations in the damping
function scheme must be accompanied by the counterterm

A2\ 1 At AZALY
= [ 1 1 2 4 +
Ler <N2><120772 n( AZ ) 607T2>

X [tr(A;A)tr(A;A)) + 2tr(A;A)tr(A,A))], (4.28)

4.27)

where the A's are regulator-dependent constants defined in
Appendix A 1. For the sharp cutoff used in Sec. III, all A’s
give the same result, so the term involving A’s evaluates
to zero.

V. VALIDITY OF PERTURBATION THEORY

In this section we will determine the precise regime of
validity of perturbation theory for pure Yang-Mills theory
on a sphere of radius R, in order to make sure that the
computation we described above is valid. Naively, pertur-
bation theory is good whenever AgcpR << 1, since the
running coupling constant is then small at all scales above
the scale 1/R of the classical mass gap. In thermal Yang-
Mills theory it turns out that this expectation is modified by
IR divergences; as we explain below, perturbation theory is
valid at small AgcpR only for TR < ﬁ, where A(T) is
the running 't Hooft coupling at the energy scale 7. It
follows, in particular, that for AgcpR <1 perturbation
theory is good at TR ~ 1, which is the regime of interest
for this paper.

A. Review of IR divergences in flat space

In this subsection we review the well known effects of IR
divergences on thermal Yang-Mills theory in flat space; see
[17] and references therein for more details.

Perturbative computations in Yang-Mills theory on
R3 X S! (where the S! is a thermal circle) are beset by
IR divergences, as is easily seen from power counting. IR
divergences arise from the @ =0 sector (w is the
Euclidean energy) of the theory. Consider a Feynman
diagram made up entirely of @ = 0 modes. Let g be the
scale of spatial momenta in such a diagram. Each addi-
tional loop is accompanied by a factor of AT/g* (from
vertices and propagators) times ¢> (from phase space),
giving a net factor of AT/q. Consequently, higher loop
graphs are increasingly infrared divergent.

These infrared divergences are cured by the fact that the
gauge field A is effectively massive. Working in Feynman
gauge, the one-loop self-energy of the A, field at zero

energy and momentum, IT,(0, 6), is nonzero and of order
AT?. As a consequence, A, is effectively massive with

mass of order myg = 4/I1y,(0, 0) ~ ~/AT. Consequently,

infrared divergences in loops involving A, are cut off at
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this mass; thus, the effective loop counting parameter for
Ap loops with @ = 0 is AT/mg ~ +/A. So, Ay IR diver-
gences change the perturbative expansion parameter from
A to +/A. The first fractional power of A that appears in the
expansion of the free energy is A%/2 (from a one-loop graph
using a mass corrected propagator for Ay). The next frac-
tional power, A/ 2 follows from the electric mass regulari-
zation of a three-loop IR divergence.

IR divergences involving the spatial gauge field A; are
more serious. It turns out that the A; self-energy at zero
momentum vanishes at one loop, but is nonvanishing at
two loops. As a consequence, the effective mass for A; is of
order myn,, ~ VA*T? = T . IR divergences involving spa-
tial A; fields are cut off by this mass; as a consequence the
effective loop counting parameter for loops involving spa-
tial A; is of order one. Graphs of low enough order do not
suffer from spatial IR divergences; however, a detailed
investigation reveals that an infinite number of graphs
contribute to the free energy at order A and higher. In
summary, the free energy may be expanded up to order
A%/2; all coefficients in the expansion of the free energy to
this order are perturbatively computable, and have been
computed (see [18] and references therein). Higher order
terms are, in principle, inaccessible to perturbative
analysis.

The generation of an electric mass simply reflects the
fact that the high temperature dynamics of Yang-Mills
theory deconfines. Indeed, space is filled with a plasma
of charged particles of density ~73. As each of these
particles carries a charge /A, the screening length of this
plasma is 1/+/AT, explaining the magnitude of m, de-
scribed above.

The generation of a magnetic mass may be explained
from the observation that Yang-Mills theory on R3 X §!
reduces, at high temperatures, to a (Euclidean) 3-
dimensional Yang-Mills theory with an effective Yang-
Mills coupling constant AT, coupled to an adjoint scalar
field of much larger mass +/AT. The low energy dynamics
of this theory is simply that of pure 3-dimensional Yang-
Mills theory, which nonperturbatively develops a mass gap
of order AT.

B. IR behavior on S3

‘We now turn to a study of the IR behavior of Yang-Mills
theory on S°. Yang-Mills theory on S* has a mass gap 1/R
even classically. As a consequence, even ignoring the
dynamical mass generation, the power counting arguments
of the previous subsection indicate that (assuming TR >
1) loops of low energy A, and A; fields are both weighted
by the effective coupling

Aetr ~ ATR = my, R. (5.1)

Perturbation theory is valid when this effective coupling is
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small. When m,,,R ~ 1 this effective coupling is of order
one, and perturbation theory breaks down.*?

In summary, finite-temperature Yang-Mills perturbation
theory on S* is useful provided both that AgepR < 1 and
that temperatures are low enough so that A(T)TR < 1.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have computed the leading perturbative
correction to the thermal partition function of pure SU(N)
Yang-Mills theory on S* around the phase transition point,
and found that it leads to a first order deconfinement phase
transition. The analysis, requiring diagrams with up to
three loops, is quite complicated, and the interesting result
is a single number (3.53) which governs the order of the
phase transition. As described above, we have subjected
our formalism to various consistency checks, including the
cancellation of all divergent contributions, but we do not
have any way to independently verify the correctness of
our final result (3.53). It would be useful to have an
independent computation of (3.53) as a check of our
results.

In the pure Yang-Mills theory on 3 we found that b is
negative; a similar result was found in the corresponding
analysis of various quantum mechanical systems [19,20]. It
would be interesting to compute the sign of b in other 3 +
1-dimensional (or lower dimensional) field theories, and
to see how it depends on the matter content and on the
various coupling constants of the theory. In particular, we
are planning to compute the value of » in the 3 +
1-dimensional N = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory
on 3, to see if the order of the deconfinement phase
transition at weak coupling is the same as the first order
behavior found at strong coupling [21,22].

Since b is negative in all examples that have been
analyzed so far, one might conjecture that for some reason
it always has to be negative. However, it is easy to see that
this is not the case, at least when one adds additional scalar
fields with arbitrary couplings. For example, let us consider
a0 + I-or 1 + I-dimensional gauge theory with a massive
adjoint scalar field ®, with a potential of the form

20nce naive perturbation theory breaks down, the effects of
dynamical mass generation are important. In this regime the
correct way to proceed is to mimic the flat-space analysis, and to
shift the bare quadratic action by A, IT,,(0, 0)A,,, where the first
index of II refers to the energy and the second to the spherical
harmonic number on S?. At low enough temperatures this
effective mass is of order 1/R, while at higher temperatures
the effective mass crosses over to its flat-space value. For
instance, the effective A; mass is of order 1/R for ATR <1,
but is given by my,, for ATR > 1. Consequently, for 7 >
1/AR, the flat-space analysis of the previous subsection applies,
and perturbation theory breaks down. Were we to ignore the
dynamically generated contribution to the masses, we would be
faced with a paradox. The free energy would receive contribu-
tions proportional to increasingly high powers of R, in conflict
with extensivity.
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V(D) = tr(m?®? + c4g5yP* + cogyu®P® + csgiu®P®),

6.1)

where the c¢; are kept fixed in the "t Hooft large N limit. By
analyzing the vacuum diagrams up to three-loop order, it is
easy to see that cq contributes linearly to b at order A>
(through a diagram similar to 3n of Fig. 2), while cg only
contributes to b at higher orders. Thus, for given values of
m? and c,, we can achieve any sign for the leading pertur-
bative contribution to b just by varying cs. We may need to
choose ¢4 to be negative for this, but we can always choose
cg to be large enough so that @ = 0 is still the unique
minimum of (6.1). In higher dimensions we have not yet
been able to find a similar example involving purely single-
trace interactions, but a potential term of the form
cg?y tr(®?)?/N may be shown by similar arguments to
lead to arbitrary values for b (already at order A). Thus,
large N weakly coupled deconfinement phase transitions
may generally be of either first order or second order.
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APPENDIX A: DETAILS RELATED TO
REGULARIZATION

In this appendix, we provide many of the details behind
calculations discussed in Secs. III and IV.

1. Definitions of useful regulator-dependent constants
and functions

We start by presenting definitions for the various con-
stants which encode the dependence of the results in
Sec. IV on the regularization functions R, R, R and R.
We also define three functions of external momentum
that will arise in the expressions for individual diagrams
presented later in this appendix.

M R"
m(& ) \/_ (q) AD
2 0 q2 + ”
1 o0 -
B, :7[ dqoR(qy)
T | -
— 1 o ~
B, zz—f dqoR(qo)
T | -
— 1 oo ~
B, = 2—[ dqoR(qo)*
o |-
1
¢ = 4 zf dqqR(q) (A2)
C = e dqu(q)
1
C=1a dqu(q)2
1
F, = yp dqu(q)R”(q)

dq  q4q;
L_R(q)
QY & — g 1

(21;)3 pir %q>2R(‘/—)R<\/< 7))
oo~ )

(A3)

(Hl)ij(p) =

(Hy)(p) =

Note the parameter w appearing in the definition of the
constants A ;. This parameter is needed when splitting
logarithmically divergent integrals in order to avoid intro-
ducing artificial IR divergences into the ‘‘regularized”
pieces. Moreover, w is identified with the scale associated
to (split) dimensional regularization when comparing re-
sults obtained in that scheme with those obtained in ours.

125018-21



OFER AHARONY et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW D 71, 125018 (2005)

2. Diagram by diagram contribution to the regulator-dependent piece of 11 ,,,
We now list the regulator-dependent contribution, HiRD), of each diagram in Fig. 4 to the self-energy I1,,, = — %(A wAL)

at momentum p:

- 2 1 9 31 AM
X(H(SEh);)ij = _gMZCZgij + (Iﬂ_zp%gij - mlﬂgij + Wpipj>ln< >

1 43 19 1
- E(ngij +4p;p)F, + 1502 PiPi T szgij - nggip (A4)

S S
SEla SE1b SElc
SEle SE1f
SEld
SE2a SE2b
SE3c
SE3a SE3b

FIG. 4. Diagrams contributing to the gauge boson self-energy at one loop. Solid lines denote A; propagators, dashed lines denote A,
propagators, and arrowed lines denote ghost propagators.
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1 RD) 2 2 1 2 1 2 2 .}leM
—M-C,0:.:+ | —— o .- —p.p. |1
( SE1b/ij — lgl.] ( 677_2 pogl] 1077_2 P gl] 1577_2 plp]> Il< w )

3
1 16 31
- @pégij 3352 PiPi " 300 ——— p*gi; + AMB (878" — g™ g;))(H ) s (AS)
1 S o
X(H(Slé?g)ij = ABy(pilJ,]; — 2M(H,);)), (A6)
1 S )
X(H(SIE?ZJ ij = ABy(M[H,];; — pilJ2])), (A7)
1 4
X(H(slé?l)u T MCigiy (A8)
1 o
X(H(Slg?})l] =2AMB,\Cg;; (A9)
1, (rD) _ popi | (AM\ | pop;
~ Mspze)o = =5, 5 In ( " >+ oyt (A10)
(RD) poli . (AIM\ | pop;
_(HSEZb)Ut 3.2 n( i >+ 1372 (A11)
5p? AM p?
RD 2
(H(SE3)a)00 = —2C,M* + 17 1 ( " ) - ?Fz
+ 5P Al12
722 F (A12)
1, ®p) _  2p* (AM 1
— (Hgg3p)00 = 32 n( “ ) - WPZ, (A13)
FEla FE1b FElc
FE1d FEle FE1f

FIG. 5. Diagrams contributing to the two-loop free energy.
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(H(s‘;?l)oo = 2M2C,. (Al4)

3. A check: The two-loop free energy

We now proceed to compute a physical quantity, the free
energy of Yang-Mills theory at order A, using our regulari-
zation scheme. We will find a result that agrees with the
standard result obtained by traditional methods (utilizing
dimensional regularization in Feynman gauge). We view
this agreement as a significant check on the consistency of
our regularization scheme.

The two-loop free energy of Yang-Mills theory, at order
A, receives contributions from six graphs depicted in Fig. 5.
A set of one-loop counterterm graphs also contribute to the
same order. We will find it useful to group each two-loop
graph with a set of one-loop counterterm graphs, in the
manner (and for the reasons) that we now explain.

Consider the counterterm contributions to the free en-

ergy at order A. For the purpose of this discussion, it will be
|
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useful to regard counterterms that cancel different one-
loop contributions to the self-energy (see above) as dis-
tinct.* Any one-loop contribution to the free energy with a
counterterm insertion may uniquely be associated with one
of the two-loop free energy graphs by “‘blowing up” the
counterterm into its parent self-energy diagram. It is plau-
sible (and true) that the sum of any particular two-loop free
energy graph with all its associated one-loop counterterm
graphs, is finite*> and independent of the damping function
R(%). This fact suggests a natural grouping of graphs that
we will use.

Next, we list the results related to the diagrams, depicted
in Fig. 5, that contribute to the two-loop free energy. For
each such diagram, we list the result of evaluating it in our
damping function scheme, F, the contribution arising
from its associated one-loop self-energy diagram (see

Sec. IV and the previous subsection), F €D , and the result
obtained by direct evaluation in (split) dlmensional regu-
larization, F'°®) (all divided by AV, where V is the volume
of space):

4393

1 4 A,MN
Frpie = =5 CMPT? = —T41< 2) 553

—T*F, +
225 2

1574

dp
/eP/T —

3] P\ _ T4
17 n<a> 216000

1 % (p—q)?
+ 4¢°p +4p°q + (p* + ¢*)(p* + 6p>¢* + ¢*) In| ——=
g f eq/T - f Z(eP/T { ¢p +4p°q + (p* + ¢A)(p* + 6p*q* + ¢*) n[(p " q)zﬂ
1 4 AM\ 89 4 d
(€T _ 272 4 2 4 4 (DR) _ P 31.(P
FED — —C,M2T? + —T*1 4 ——T*Fy+—T FOR — In( =
FEla — g2 225 “( p ) 05 2 27000 FEla ~ 154 [ /T — 17 n(a)
SLPEECA WL LAV S b
225 <M> 72000 1287 f Z(eq/T— 1) f 2(ep/T
5 5 2 2\( 4 2.2 4 (p—9q7
X 4@ p +4p°q+ (p° + ¢)(p* + 6p°q”> + ¢*)In| — (A15)
(p+4q
1 A M 4 © dp p 3593
Frgp = =M?T?C +—T41 3In( =) + T
FEIL T g 17225 ( 1 ) 157r4ﬁ) ep/T 17 “<a> 216000
q  q°8i; — 914, o0
— AMB Y L Hi(q) —
1/(277) e 7T = 1) Hila) 128 4/ 2(e‘f/T— 1)[ 2(e"/T
5 5 2 2\( 4 2.2 4 (p— g7
X4(p>q + ¢’p) + (p* + ¢*)(p* + 6p°¢* + ¢*) In| ——
(p+9q)
1 AM\ 17 &g 9’8y — 94,
FED — —Lwerec, - 2o + == T* + AMB LT
FELD 9 ' 225 w 3375 " @a) Pl T - 1) (@)
4 d 4 a 2761 1 %0
(DR) __ p 3 p 4 4
FOR — In[£) — —T*In[=) + T4 —
FEID — 7 158 fep/T— 17 n<a> 225 n<u> 216000 128774,[ Z(eq/T— 1)[ 2(eP/T

X {4(17561 +¢°p) + (p* + ¢ (p* + 6p°¢* + ¢*) ln[

|

(Al6)

**Furthermore, it is easy to convince oneself that only the counterterm with external vector lines yields a temperature-dependent

contribution to the free energy.

Bt may also seem natural to guess that this sum will equal the corresponding diagram evaluated in split dimensional regularization,
but this is not precisely the case, as we explain in detail in the next subsection.
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- & Zi‘i_ijl:]i-

Frgie = —ZAMBZTZf pg (s _ pzp ) 22)(,(19)

&) @m) P(p* + pd)

o [ (= PP, (p)
C p \p°8 P pI\L)i\p
i =28n BTy [ )
0

(DR) _
FFElc =0

(A17)

~
@
&
=1

_ d*p (p*8" — p'p/)(H,)i;(p)
MB ZTPZO f Q) p*(p* + pd) j

o dp (p*g’ — p'p))(H,);(p)
CT !

i = ~AIBTS [

Po

(DR) _
Frgig =0

(A18)
2 1 2
Frgre = gMPT°C + 15T FED = —5MTC,
1
Fezie = 105" (A19)
1 & = 5 ) 1 & o= 5
FFElfngMCIBlT FFElf__gAMCIBlT
Fgg‘f} =0 (A20)

Summing the contributions of the individual diagrams,
we find that the two-loop free energy is
Ftwo-loop — AT“, (A2])

1% 72

in agreement with results previously computed using di-
mensional regularization in Feynman gauge [16].2627

We may explicitly verify the diagram by diagram can-
cellation of divergences discussed above. In addition, we
note that adding the contributions from a free energy
diagram in our damping function scheme and its associated
self-energy diagram does not lead to full diagram by
diagram agreement with the result of (split) dimensional
regularization. We discuss this in greater detail in the next
subsection.

2The result often seen in the literature is 77 T*, which differs
from this by a factor of 2. The reason for this apparent difference
arises from a choice of convention. Our definition of the propa-
gators in (4.12) corresponds to a normalization of the basis
matrices (14)?” such that (#4)??(+4)? = §995%¢, which is equiva-
lent to taking the quadratic Casimir of the fundamental repre-
sentation as C(N) = 1. The convention most prevalent in the
literature is C(N) = % This difference amounts to an effective
difference in the definition of A which, when properly accounted
for, gives an extra factor of 2.

*"We also find the same result for the free energy evaluated
directly in Coulomb gauge using split dimensional
regularization.
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4. Diagram by diagram comparison with split
dimensional regularization

In this subsection, we will explain in detail how the sum
of any particular two-loop self-energy graph plus all its
associated one-loop counterterm graphs differs from the
same graph evaluated in dimensional regularization.

If we consider summing a free energy diagram com-
puted in our scheme with its corresponding counterterm,
this yields a result equivalent to evaluating the integral over
the internal loop momentum from which the divergence
arises before contracting the legs of this loop with the A;
propagator. After the evaluation, we perform this contrac-
tion but, at that point, the number of spatial dimensions is
fixed at d = 3. On the other hand, when we compute the
free energy diagram in pure (split) dimensional regulari-
zation, contraction of the divergent momentum integral
with the final propagator is done at unspecified d, leading
to additional dependence on € = 3 — d and changing the
finite result.

As a check on our calculations, we now compute the
difference between the finite parts of diagrams evaluated
with our scheme and with (split) dimensional regulariza-
tion. Any factors of d that arise only affect the evaluation of
the logarithmic divergences and thus we restrict attention
to these. We write a generic logarithmically divergent
integral that arises in the asymptotic expansion of a given
self-energy diagram as

d*q 1

2m)° Vi (q* + a®)
(A22)

(0% O, + 80 Opip;] f (

Contracting this with an A; propagator at momentum p,
and evaluating the integral in dimensional regularization,
we obtain

I d*q 1
e-afrhe [ 54 NEE

— 2 — [f(p0) + (O(e)]E - 1n<%ﬂ (A23)

We see that the new finite contribution that arises due to
the € in the (2 — €) factor is precisely —3 times the
coefficient of Inu in the final result. This implies that, to
get the (split) dimensional regularization result for diagram
FEla (FE1b), we should add 53: T* ( — 53 T*). It is easy to
check that this is consistent with Eqgs. (A15) and (A16).
Moreover, we see why this diagram by diagram discrep-
ancy did not ruin agreement in the final result for the free
energy; the difference between our scheme and (split)
dimensional regularization is proportional to the logarith-
mic divergence of a given diagram and all logarithmic
divergences cancel when the diagrams are summed.
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5. Coefficients of divergences in nonplanar one-loop identification with three-loop free energy diagrams via
four-point graphs the correspondence discussed in the main text.

We compute the counterterm by computing four-point
functions of gauge fields, with the color index structure
(tr(A;A))tr(AA))) which arises from one-loop nonplanar
diagrams. These diagrams generally have a logarithmic
divergence proportional to

In this subsection, we consider details related to the
computation of the tr(A;A;)tr(A¢A;) counterterm that is
relevant for the computation of b in Sec. III. The relevant
diagrams are depicted in Fig. 6. The seemingly chaotic
ordering and labeling of diagrams was chosen for easy

?ﬂ - 3b a 3c b 3d
e \ b T o
b \\,,‘L/ a \\d7 d ¢ \\\ //
3e\ a 3f1 a 3f2 },é\
N Yo e
2 $( = : 4 $/° d\'w
U NN
b v
a 3i b 3
b>/ o
{ |
\ df/
d c a \\\7 /
a 3ml b a

[=x

3n3. 3ol b AN | 302 303

FIG. 6. The diagrams contributing to (tr(A;A;)tr(A;A;)) at order A?/N?, whose corresponding counterterms are relevant to the
calculation of b.
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d’q
f S S (A24)
4P (g + o)

We begin by listing the coefficient, M, ,, of this logarithmically divergent integral for each diagram in Fig. 6 with the
indices fixed as in the figure, computed in dimensional regularization with d = 3 — e:

. 1 1
MED, = — [—[(5 + 2d)gup8ea + (5d — 19)gucgpa + (17 — 4d®)g,agpc] + (d — 3)gabgcd}

82| d(d + 2)
M =G 18~ 4~ gt + QP = Diucna + (5~ Phgaasi] (A25)
X 3 1
(Be) _ _ B
Mahcd - 8772 (d(d + 2)>[gahgcd + 8ac8bd + (dz 3)gadgbc]
1
3d
Mfzbc)d T2 [d(d n 2) = 2)8up8ca + (d* = 2)8ua8pe + (4d + 10)8,.8pal + 2(d — 3)gucgbdi|
. 1
M3 =77 )[(cﬂ D2ared + (@ = Dgaathe + 26 ~ d — dgocssa]
(A26)
Gf1) 3 1
Mabf(,d Ry (m)[é’ahgcd + 8uc&pa t (d* — 3)84a80c]
Gy _ _ 3 1 >
MO = 2 ( + + (-3
abcd 877_2 (d(d ¥ 2)>[gacgbd 8ad8bc ( )gabgcd]
3 1
(3g) _
ahed = oy <—d(d T 2)>[(d2 = 3)8ac8ba T 8av&ca T 8aa&bel
1
Ghl
Mabcd) 87T <d(d T 2))[(d l)gadgbc — 8ac8bd — gabgcd]
1 1
Gh2) _ _ _
M peq = ) <7d(d T 2)>[(d + 1)8uc&ba — 8av&cd — 8adlbe) (A27)
MS) _ 2 (4l (8ub&ca T 8ac&ba + &aalbe]
abcd 477_2 d(d + 2) absc ac a c
Gy _ _ 3 1
Mabjcd - 87T2 d(d + 2)>[gacgbd + 8ad8bc + (d2 - 3)gabgcd]
M(Sk) :—1 ! [(d + 1)gup8ca — &ac8bd — 8ad&bec)
abcd 87T2 d(d 4 2) ab&c ac a c
5 d—1
B) _
M = — g+ . + .
abed — 43 <d(d T 2)>[gabgcd 8ac8bd gadgbc] s
A
M(Bm)=—1 ! [(d+ 1)guc&ba — 8ab&ca — 8aalbe) (42
abcd 277_2 d(d 4 2) ac abbdc a c
1
(3m2) _ _
Made - 277_2 <d(d ¥ 2))[(d l)gabgcd 8ac8bd gadgbc]
3nl
Ml(lbcd) - _<d(d +2 >[gadgcb + 8ac8bd — (d + l)gabgcd]
M?bnjj [gacgbd + 8ab8cd — (d + 1)gadgbc]
d(d +2) (A29)
1 1 /d—1
3n3) __ (3nd) _
M,(lbcd = <d(d n 2)>[gabgcd + 8ac&pa — (d + 1)8448bc] Mg = m(T)gabgcd

1 /d—1
3n5 301 302 303 304 305 306
Mz(ibncz; = Pyl <7a’ )gacgbd Mib)cd) = Mib)cd) = Mizh)cd) = Mz(zb)a; = Mib)cd) = Mizh)cd) =0.
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We now sum over the appropriate permutations of indices to obtain the coefficient, RS‘,)(, of the logarithmic divergence
(A24) due to diagrams of each type. We list these coefficients, as well as the contribution to the tr(AiAj)tr(AkA,)

().
counterterm Re:

a 1 d—3
ngl) = m[(lo +4d)g;igu + (d* —2)gugy + (d* — 2)gugil + .2 8iju
11 167€¢ 7 17€
= [W " 15072 + (9(62)}g,~jgkz + [W T 1502 + (9(62)}[&'1{8}'1 + gilgjk] (A30)
11 AM 167 7 A,M 17
REY = S In[ 2= ) + 5 |tr(AA)(A;A)) + 2 S In[Z22) + 5 |tr(AA)t(A;A))
2407 M 36007 4807 M 36007
1
RSI?I) = WDG —d—d*giigu + (d* —2)gug + (d* — 2)gugi]
3 11e 7 17€
= [— 5.2 + 7572 + @(62)}8”&1 + [W T 5.2 + @(62)}[&1(81'1 + gugji] (A31)
3 AM 11 7 A, M 17
(3b) _ 2 2
R =|— 1 — tr(A;A)tr(A;A;) + 2 1 + tr(A;A)tr(AA;
cr [ 4072 “( " ) 600772} rAid;)r(d;4)) [240772 n< " ) 180077-2} rAid,(4:4))
RGO — _ 3 [2g::8 + (d>—2)(gngi + gugi)]
ijkl 47Tzd(d + 2) gl]gkl gtkgjl gllg]k
1 de 7 17€
= |:_ W - ﬁ + (9(62)}g,~]~gk1 + |:_ W + 15077_2 + @(62)j|[gikgjl + gilgjk] (A32)
. 1 AM 1 7 AM 17
R =| - In[ 222 + tr(A;AD(AA;) + 2| — In[ 2222 — tr(A,A tr(AA;
cr [ 8072 n( P 15052 |AiADI(A4)) 16072 "\ & 120072 |MAAITAiA)
R3) = ] 2Ad> -2 +(d2+4d+8 +(d®+4d+8 43 -
ijkl = m[ ( )gijgkl ( )gikgjl ( )gilgjk] W[gikgjz gilgjk]
7 17€ 29 92e
= [3072 T 3352 + @(62)}&78/(1 + [W 5.2 + @(62)}[81‘/(8;1 + gugjil (A33)
7 AM 17 29 AM 92
REY = In[ 2222 + tr(A;A)(AA;) + 2 In[ 2222 + tr(A,A )tr(AA
cr 712402 N\ w4 180072 |FAAIA;A) 2 Zers In{—) 180077 | (A Aid))
. 1
R = 3mraia 72y 2@ ~ Dsiigu + (4= 2d = dP)gixgyy + (4= 2d — dP)gigi]
7 34€ 11 16€
= [W T 5252 + @(62)}851'81(1 + [_ 3072 + 77572 + (9(62)}[8’&8;1 + gugjx] (A34)
7 AM 17 11 A,M 2
(3e) _ 2 2
R = 1 + tr(A;A)tr(AA;) + 2| — 1 — tr(A;A)tr(AA;
cr [1207# “( “ ) 900772} rAiAr(AA) [ 24077 n( “ ) 22574 rAid)u(4i4,)
R =RGo RV =RE (A35)
G2 _ 3 >
R =— m[(d —3)gii8u T 8u&j1 + g8l
3 Te 1 de
= [_ 5.2 + 572 + @(52)}81‘;8/(1 + [_ 102 7552 + @(62)}[81'/(8,'1 + gugjxl (A36)
6y [ 3 (AM\ T 1AMy
REP) = [ — 1n< M ) o072 A 2] = oo n( =2 o i i)
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Rffkgz) m[zé’ugm +(d® = 2)gug; + (d* — 2)gugu]

= [_ 52? - 71566 + O(€? ):|gugkl [_ # + 73;—7:2 + (9(62)}[&'1{8/‘1 + g8kl
R3Y = [— 201772 1n<ﬂ;M ) - 75277_2}tr(A,-Ai)tr(A A+ 2[— 40772 1n<ﬂ;M> - 30107772}tr(A,-A Dr(AA;)
RO = ! [—2gij81 + d(gugji + gugjr)]

UKL 2 m2d(d + 2)

1 8e 1 €
= [— 572 22552 + (9(62)}6’1’,'81{1 + [— t ==+ (9(62)}[&%/’1 + gug&jtl

57 22577 1072 507

1 AsM 1 1 AsM 1
RV =| - In[ 232 + tr(AA)r(AA ) + 2 (2321 — (A AMKA A
CT 12072 1 w 22512 I'( i z) I'( j ]) 8072 n P 20072 I'( i ]) I'( ; j)

Gh2) _ (k1) Gh2) _ pGhD)
lekl Rt/kl RCT _RCT

2

RGD — =

R = — <d(d - 2)>[gijgkl + gugir + gugil = [m RT= O(e? )}[glfg“ T gugi + gugil
. AM

RO — [ < 4 ) e }[tr(A AN(AA) + 2t (AA) (A A))]

RO — _ 3
ijkl a2d(d + 2)

6 14€ 1 8e
= [—577_2 T2 T (9(62)}&781«1 + {_5772 EET (9(62)}[5’%8]'1 + gugjrl

RS = [— . ln<ﬂ3M> - 2:|tr(Al~A,~)tr(AjAj) + 2[— ! 1n<“q3M> - 2:|tr(A,~Aj)tr(AiAj)
I I

[(d® = 3)gi;8u + gu&jt + 8ugjx]

2072 1007 4072 157
(Bk) _
Rig = m[(d 1)gij8u — 8ik8j1 — 8i8jk]
4 17€ 1 8e
= [W + ——- 757 Py + (9(6 ):|g,]gk1 |: W 2257 P + (9(6 ):||:glkgjl + gllgjk]
1 AsM 17 1 AsM 1
(3k) __ 3 3
Rer = [30772 m( 1 ) - 1800wz}tr(AiAi)tr(AjA"' I 2[_ 12072 m( 1 ) " 225772}“(A’Aj i)
5 d—1 1 €
RS,?I = 2—77_2<m>[gijgkl +gugj + guginl = [W + 90,2 + (9(62)}[&;&1 + gugji + 88l
1 AM
Gl _ 4
RED = [24772 ln< . ) e }[tr(A AN(AA) + 2t(AA (AA)]
m 4
REMD = [—2gij81 + d(giugj + gugji)]

kL 2 d(d + 2)

8 64e 4 | de
- [_ =i + O(é? )}gl]gkl [— st (9(62)}[81-/(81-1 + giugji

57 22577 57 25w
1 A,M 8 1 A,M 1
Gml) _ | _ 2 oMY
Rer ' = [ 5.2 1n< " > + 225772i|tr(A,-A,-)tr(AjAj) + 2|:1()77'2 1n< " ) 502 }tr(AiAj)tr(AiAj)
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RSZ;Z) = m[(d + 1)gii8u — 8ix&j1 — &u&jk)
- [% + 2;2 5+ O )}gijgkl + [_# 222 5+ O(e ):|[gikgjl + gigji] (A45)
REM) = [15272 m(ﬂ;M) — 4510777_2}tr(A,-Ai)tr(A A+ 2[— 30177 . 1n<ﬂ;M ) + zzjﬂz}tr(AiA Ir(AA;)
RSZI” = #[—(d + 1)giigu + (gugji + gug )]
m*d(d + 2)
= [1_5—:;22 - % + @(62)}&1‘&1 + [% 2;: 5+ O(e ):|[gikgjl + gugjxl (A46)
R = [— 154772 1n<“q/iM ) + 2215777_2}tr(A,»Ai)tr(A A+ 2[151772 m(ﬂtM) - 22272}&(/4,»/4 Ir(AA))
RSZIZ) = %[Zgijgkl —d(gugji + gugjir)]
m*d(d + 2)
= [15877_2 2;::7_2 + @(62)}81']'8/(/ + [_ % - 2::7_2 + @(62)}[&/(811 + gugjxl (A47)
REM = [15177 5 1n(“qﬁiM ) - zzng}tr(AiA,-)tr(AjA )+ 2[— 101772 1n<ﬂliM ) + Solﬂz}tr(A,»A Ir(AA;)
R = R Rér) = REY (A48)

(3}14) 2 d - 1 4 26
R —2< 7 )gugkl [m o2

RO _ 2(d — 1)

REM =2 %m AMy 1 .
67 M 367

Summing these yields the following result for the order
A2/N? double-trace counterterm which is needed in
Eq. (3.48):

A2\, 1 AtAIALN 1
Lo = (2 T (e e e N R
cr <N2><120772 n( Az ) 607T2>

X [tr(A;A)tr(A;A)) + 2tr(A;A)tr(A,A))]. (AS])

APPENDIX B: USEFUL SPHERICAL HARMONIC
IDENTITIES

In this appendix, we collect various properties of the S°
spherical harmonics required to study field theory on S°.
Many of the basic results were derived in [7].

, 1 (AM 1
+ @(62):|gijgkl R8T4) = |:— ln< ! > +

4 2€

ijki T[gzkg]l + gugi] = [W_W"‘

3672

" }tr(Al-A,»)tr(AjAj)

(A49)

O(€?) :|[gikgjl + gugjil
(A50)

}tr(A,-Aj)tr(AiAj).

1. Basic properties of spherical harmonics

Scalar functions on the sphere may be expanded in a
complete set of spherical harmonics S7' ™' transforming in
the (j/2, j/2) representation of SU(2) X SUQ2) = S0(4),
where j is any nonnegative integer, and —j/2 = m, m' =
j/2. Tt is convenient to denote the full set of indices
(j, m, m') by a. These obey an orthonormality condition
(we take the radius of the S3 to be one)

f S*SB = 5B, (B1)
$3
where §% denotes the complex conjugate of S¢,

(S;" m/)* — (_ 1)m+m’S;m ﬂn" (B2)

The spherical harmonics are eigenfunctions of the Laplace
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operator on the sphere,

VZSa = _ja(ja + Z)Sa: (B3)

and under a parity operation transform with eigenvalue
(=1)-.

A general vector field on the sphere may be expanded as
a combination of gradients of the scalar spherical harmon-
ics plus a set of vector spherical harmonics \75@”’,. These
transform in the (%, %) representation of SO(4), where j
is a positive integer. Again, it is convenient to denote the
full set of indices (j, m, m', €) by a single index «. These
obey orthonormality relations

f ve.vE = §ob, f Ve-VSP=0. (B4
S3 S}

Again V¥ indicates the complex conjugate of V¢, given by

INe __ [ +m'+1xr—m —m'
(V;nim _( l)m m Vjtm m.

(B5)

The vector spherical harmonics are eigenfunctions of par-
ity with eigenvalue (—1)/*!, and satisfy

V2V“ = _(ja + 1)2‘/&’ VXvye= _ea(ja + I)Va’
V-ve =0. (B6)

Explicit expressions for the scalar and vector spherical
harmonics may be found in [7].

2. Spherical harmonic integrals

In expanding the action in modes, we require the inte-
grals over the sphere of products of various numbers of
spherical harmonics. For two spherical harmonics, the
integrals are given by the orthonormality relations. For
products of three spherical harmonics, we require the set
of integrals given in (2.18). These were calculated in [7],
and the results may be expressed in terms of the functions
(3.12) and (3.13) as™

*8The expression for C below differs by a factor of 2 from the
expression in [7], but we believe that this expression is correct.
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Jo  Istes  Jy
ceBy = 2 2 2
My, Mg m

X Ry Jpr Jyh
mfx m% mly 2(]01 JB .]y)

Jja—€ Jp"€s Jy
X 2/ 2/ Wf/ RSeaeB (.]uu JB ]'y)r
ja+5a j/';+EB j7+57
E2BY = 2 2 2
m, mg m.,

=€ Jy"€

Ja—€a
X " " %
my, mpg my,

)Réteoteﬁe7 (jou jB’ ]y)
(B7)

To evaluate integrals appearing in quartic terms, we do not
require any additional information, since any product of
two spherical harmonics may be expressed as a sum of
single spherical harmonics using the completeness prop-
erty and the integrals above. For example, we find

Ve . VB = peBYgY. (B8)

3. Identities involving 3j symbols

The expressions for two- and three-loop vacuum dia-
grams involve products of the integrals in the previous
subsection, with indices contracted and summed over in
various ways. Since the m and m’ indices appear only in 3j
symbols, we can always evaluate the sums over these using
standard 3j-symbol identities.

For basic manipulations, we require the identities

o2 B\N_(Js J1 ]
myp  mp mz ms  mp  mp

(jl J2 j3>:(_1)(j]+j2+j3)< J1 J2 J3 )

myp  mp ms —mp Tmp Tmg

(B10)

(B9)

<j1 J2 j3):(_1)(j]+j2+j3)< 2 T3 )

my mp; ms3 my my mj3
(B11)
To evaluate two-loop sums, we require
ZZ i J2 3 i J2 s _ 8/3]45”13’"4.
o, my my ms mp my my 213 + 1

(B12)

Finally, in three-loop computations we require
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J3
—m,

J3
ms

Ji
—m,

Ji

Z(_ l)ml +my+ms+my+ms+mg
my

( X

— (_1)J‘I+J'z\/(2j1 + DQ2ja + 1)8;,06,,00,,)s

( X

8,.7:01,,00(js Js: Jo)

( X

81,01 j2r J3)8 (i1, Js» o)

(

Ji J2 3
Ja Js s

my

J3
ms

J2
—m,

J2
my

Ji
—m,

Ji

Z(_ l)ml +my+ms+my+ms+mg
m

m's
i+ 1

= (—=1)11Js
=D 2j;+ 1

Ja
—m,

J3
—m;,

J3
ms

J2
my

Ji

Z(_ l)ml +my+ms+my+ms+mg
m,

m's
B 1
2, +1

J4
my

J3
ms

J3
“ms

J2
my

Ji

Z(_ 1)m| +my+my+my+ms+mg
m

m's

X

= (— 1)j1 +jz+j3+j4+js+js{

}.

In Egs. (B14) and (B15), the delta function with three
arguments is either 1 or 0, depending on whether or not
the triangle relation is satisfied. In Eq. (B16),

%)

4. Identities for sums of spherical harmonics

J3
J6

J2
J5

J1
Ja
is the 6] symbol.

Using the 3j identities, it is straightforward to derive
expressions for sums over m, m’, and € in various products
of the spherical harmonic integrals. For the two-loop dia-
grams, we require:

S DaarpFET = 72 0alUa +2)jslig + 28y,

m's

Z DeaYDBBY = ;]a(]a + 2)]5(_]/3 +2),
m's,€'s, j,
Z Da,ByD& BY = 2R%+(jwj)~ .],B) + ZR%—(jou jyr j,B)’
m's,€e's
D*BYDaBY = 2 (Ua +2)jplig +2)
> =33 Jala +2)jplip +2)
m’s,é's,j.,

> E«PVES By (B17)
m's

For the three-loop diagrams it is useful first to note the
basic relations (related to those above):

= Rézteaeﬁey (jau jﬂ’ j’y)'

125018-
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Js\( Js Ja  Je\( Jo 2 )2
ms —Mms —my Ng —mg Ny —myp
(B13)
Ja\( J3 Js  Jo \[ Ja Je Js
my —mj ms me — My — Mg —Mmsj
(B14)
Ja\( Ja Js  Je \[ Js Js Ji
my —Mmy ms me — Mg —Mmsj —m
(B15)
Js Js Js N J2 Je Ja
— Ny ms nNg —my —my — Mg — My
(B16)
[
Z D = —8)0jala T 2),
7 a
m's, e
. 1
_ 2 . . .
/Z DeBYDABT = 28ﬁm(1?3+(]w Jy Jp)
m's,€'s
+ R%,(ja, j'yr Jﬂ))y
- 1
S DIDE = 55 (R (i )
B 3+\Var I Jy
s Jalja +2)
+ R (o Jr Jy)),
e 1
CorCIiB = 05 5L R ini)
aB 7 2 Mo\Jar Jo» ]'y »
més (o +1)
< 1
ayS S 7B — _ N -7 . . .
2k B G T 2) Rbesese, o Iy )

ZD'yTaEa")'/,B =0,
m's
> c* YA = 0.

m's

(B18)

In each of these, we are summing over m, m’, and € for
each of the contracted indices only.

Using these basic relations and the results of the pre-
vious subsection, we find the following results for the
nonvanishing spherical harmonic sums that appear in the
three-loop calculations:
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_ fos. oa 2. .y .
Z DedrDYSADYSTDBBT — 3/'}"/'5F']“(Ja + 2)]5(15 + 2)]7(]7 +2),

PP
ms,€Ss,JxJr

> DeEprApFYTpEIT = 6,~y,,~5;1a(1a + 2R3, (s i Jg) T R3_(iys Jimr Jip):

m's,€'s,j,
S DIADEADITDEIT = 5, = R iy as ) + By i Ju)) B g e )+ By i)
m's,€'s ']7(‘]7 + 2)
> DADYVTDADOLT = &, i s (R3, (e as Jy) F B3 s ) (RE 1 (igy i Jis) + RE- (i, Jas Jo)),
m's,e's (.]/\ + 1)
. B ers H;ey 17)\ ja‘*z'fa j}’;e”/ 17)\ j&;fa
ZDH'B)\D’YS)\DB D = (_1) jB+6E Jr Jat€q j3765 Jr Ja—€a
m's 2 2 2 2 2 2
X R3e,165 (jou j)\’ j,B)R36763 (jy’ j)\’ jé)RBEBe,; (jB, jT’ .]‘5)R3e,167 (joz’ jT’ j'y)) (B19)

p A paro fBa T . ) L
Z Dpp)LDaB/\E EB = _Bja,jB ?]p(]p + 2)2(R4egefea(]o"]Tr]a))zy

m's,€'s,j, s
D, COPCryTDAIDIT = —ﬁj(,,jf(jTI)zRﬁ(la,Jw i) R G Jor jp) + R3-Gao Jorr Jp)):
m's,€'s o

~S

- 1 .
aBA a /\ '35 ’)’P — _ o 2 . . . 2 . . . . . . 2
mSEE SD DYVAERP [0 8ipi, RO (R34 Ua Jndp) T R5_(Gar jn Jp) EE/S(R%,,EBEP(J;;,J& i)

R 1 5 S 5 o
Z E7SPEP 5E7 BEﬁ ? = 81'1/,]'5 WZ[Z(R4EQEPEY(]Q’.]p’]’y))zz(R4EBE.,€;,(]B’ Jr ]y))2:|’ (Bzo)
m's,€s Jy\Uy €, L €s €s
B B Z ]<x+Ea j5+6,3 Jrter Ja—€q jﬁifﬁ Jr—€&r
ZDa'prﬂS Eaﬁ E’\v577" _ _( 1) . 2 2 2 . 2 2
Jstes  Iytey  Jp Js—€& Jy"& o
m's 2 2 2 2 2 2

X R3EQEY (jw jp’ jy)R3e,365 (jB> jpr jé)ﬁ4eu6567(jou jBr jr)ﬁ4555757(j5r jyr jr)’

_ zjls jP+EP Jotés Jrter j177€/7 Jo—€g Jr—€r

ZEPG-T a 7 ﬁ ﬁEya& _ (_1) 2 2 2 2 2 2
Jat€n j,3+EB j7+67 Ja " €a jﬁ7€B j77€7

2 2

2 2 2 2

X R4EpeosT(Jp’ Jm JT)R4€a€ﬁET(JD(’ JB’ JT)R4sBe € (JB’ ]7! jp)R4eye €, (Jyr ja’ Jtr)

Z., /p Jr Jjgtep Jp Jr ig—€p
ZDEWPDBWC/?BT C730 = —(—1) 2 2 22 2
j?’+ y Jaté€as .]_0' Iy "€ ja€a
2

_a'
m's 2 2 2 2 2

~.

X RZ(jp: jﬁ: jT)RZ(JT’ .]m jo‘)R3eaey (joz’ jp> j)/)R3EﬁE,y (jﬁ) jo‘! jy))

Zj/‘, jatea Jstep  Jytey Ja—€a JBT€B Iy~ €&
ZEAHBVCPWDBT&DM[) =(=1 2 2 2 2 2 2

Jo Jp Jrte Jo Jp Jr— €&
2 2 2 2 2 2

m's

X RZ(jp: jyr j(r)iééleaeﬁe7 (ja: jBr jy)RSGﬁeT (jB’ jm jT)RSEaET (jw jpr ]7') (B21)

Finally, in certain cases, we may simplify expressions further by using the relations

2R§+(a, ¢, b) = ZRZ (a,¢,b) = a(a + 2)b(b + 2), Z(Rz(a, b, ¢))? = 3—717219(1; + 2)a(a + 2)(a + 1)2.

(B22)
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