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soft high-energy dipole-dipole scattering, are calculated in the instanton liquid model and compared with
the existing lattice data. Moreover, the instanton-induced dipole-dipole potential is obtained from the
same correlation function at # = 0, and compared with preliminary lattice data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since its discovery in 1975 [1], the instanton solution of
the Yang-Mills equations has been widely studied, both in
its mathematical properties and its phenomenological ap-
plications [2-8]. Many insights have been obtained in QCD
through the use of instantons (see, e.g., the review [9] and
references therein), and even if it is known that they cannot
provide the framework for a complete understanding of
strong interactions, it is interesting to investigate instanton
effects as they contribute to the nonperturbative dynamics.

Among the various open problems in QCD, soft high-
energy hadron-hadron scattering is known to be of non-
perturbative nature, and so it is worth studying what the
consequences are of instantons on the scattering ampli-
tudes. In the approach from the first principles of QCD
[10], such amplitudes are related to properties of the vac-
uum, namely, the correlation functions of certain Wilson-
line and Wilson-loop operators. In particular, in the case of
meson-meson scattering, the scattering amplitudes can be
reconstructed, after folding with the appropriate mesonic
wave functions, from the scattering amplitude of two color
dipoles of fixed transverse size; the latter are obtained from
the correlation function of two rectangular Wilson loops,
describing (in the considered energy regime) the propaga-
tion of the color dipoles [11-15]. The physical,
Minkowskian correlation functions can be reconstructed
from the ““corresponding” Euclidean correlation functions
[16-22], and so it has then been possible to investigate the
problem of soft high-energy scattering with some nonper-
turbative techniques available in Euclidean quantum field
theory [23-28].

In this paper we shall derive a guantitative prediction of
instanton effects in the Euclidean loop-loop correlation
function, relevant to the problem of soft high-energy scat-
tering. This problem has already been addressed in
Ref. [23], using the so-called instanton liquid model
(ILM) [8], but the result reported in that paper contains a
severe divergence, apparently not noticed by the authors. In
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this paper we critically repeat the calculation, obtaining a
well-defined analytic expression, which can be compared
with the lattice data presented and discussed in Ref. [28].
In this paper we also calculate the instanton-induced
dipole-dipole potential from the correlation function of
two parallel Wilson loops [29], and we compare the results
with some preliminary data from the lattice.

The detailed plan of this paper is the following. In Sec. II
we briefly recall the main features of instantons in Yang-
Mills theory, we shortly describe the relevant aspects of the
ILM, and we discuss the method we will actually use in our
calculations, using as an example the expectation value of a
rectangular Wilson loop and the instanton-induced gg
potential [6,30]. In Sec. III, after a brief review of how
high-energy scattering amplitudes can be reconstructed
from the correlation function of two rectangular Wilson
loops at an angle 6 in Euclidean space, we evaluate this
same correlation function and we critically compare the
result with the calculation of Ref. [23]. We then compare
our quantitative prediction with the lattice results of
Ref. [28]. In Sec. IV we calculate the correlation function
of two parallel Wilson loops, from which we derive the
instanton-induced dipole-dipole potential, that we compare
with some preliminary data from the lattice. Finally, in
Sec. V we draw our conclusions. Some technical details are
discussed in the appendixes.1

I1I. WILSON LOOPS IN THE ILM

Instantons (anti-instantons) are self-dual (anti-self-dual)
solutions with finite action of the classical Yang-Mills
equations of motion in Euclidean space [1]. We will be
interested only in the solutions with topological charge
g = +1 and ¢ = —1, which we will refer to as the in-
stanton (I) and the anti-instanton (I), respectively. In the
case of SU(2) Yang-Mills theory, the instanton solution in
regular covariant (Lorenz) gauge reads, for the standard

'In this paper we will deal only with the Euclidean theory, and
so we will understand that the metric is Euclidean and that
expectation values have to be taken with respect to the
Euclidean functional integral, except where explicitly stated.
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color orientation,

2 apr\X — 2)y
A‘fL(x;z,I)= __Lz)z’
8 ()C_Z) +p (21)

a.a
A, =A7L7, a=1273,
where z,, and p are free parameters that correspond to the
position of the center and the radius of the instanton,
respectively, 7,,,, are the self-dual "t Hooft symbols [5],
and o“ are the Pauli matrices. The anti-instanton solution
A4 (x;z, 1) is obtained by replacing 7,,, = f,,, in
Eq. (2.1), where the latter are the anti-self-dual 't Hooft
symbols [5]. Applying an SU(2) transformation on
Eq. (2.1), A, = UA,U" with U € SU(2), we obtain an-
other solution with a different color orientation. Instantons
in SU(N,) Yang-Mills theory can be obtained by embed-
ding the SU(2) solution (2.1) in an SU(2) subgroup of
SU(N,), and it has been shown that these are the only
solutions with |g| =1 [7]. We will take the standard-
oriented solution to be the embedding of the (standard)
SU(2) solution in the upper-left 2 X 2 corner of an N, X
N, matrix; the other solutions are obtained by applying an
SU(N.) color rotation on this one.

Early attempts at a description of the QCD vacuum in
terms of an ensemble of instantons and anti-instantons
adopted the picture of a dilute gas [6], but suffered from
severe infrared divergences due to the presence of large-
size instantons. The proposal of [8] was instead that the
pseudoparticles form a dilute liquid: the diluteness of the
medium allows for a meaningful description in terms of
individual pseudoparticles, while the infrared problem is
solved assuming that interactions stabilize the instanton
radius. In particular, this model assumes that the vacuum
can be described as a liquid of instantons and anti-
instantons, with equal densities n; = n; = n/2, and with
radius distributions strongly peaked around the same aver-
age value: in practice, one performs the calculations using
a 6-like distribution, i.e., fixing the radii of the pseudopar-
ticles to a given value p. Using the SVZ sum rules [31,32]
to relate vacuum properties with experimental quantities,
the phenomenological values for the total density and the
average radius are estimated to be [9] n =1 fm™*, p ~
1/3 fm, which lead to a small packing fraction nV, ~
1/20 [here V, = (7*/2)p* is the volume of a three-sphere
of radius p, which is approximately the space-time volume
occupied by a single pseudoparticle]; this indicates that the
instanton liquid is indeed fairly dilute.” We refer the inter-
ested reader to [9] and references therein for a more de-
tailed discussion of the model, both on its theoretical

*These values and the corresponding picture are obtained in
the realistic case of three light-quark flavors (u, d, s): when
comparing the analytic results with the numerical lattice calcu-
lations, we have to take into account that the latter are performed
in the quenched approximation of QCD.
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foundations [33,34] and on the development of numerical
methods of investigation [35]. In the rest of this paper we
will make use only of the general picture described above
to give estimates of the relevant quantities.

To calculate the expectation value of an operator O, one
needs to average over the ensemble with some density
function D = D({z}, {U}), where {z} denotes collectively
the coordinates of the pseudoparticles and {U} their ori-
entations in color space; in principle, such a function
should be determined by properly taking instanton inter-
actions into account. Starting with an ensemble of N
instantons and N anti-instantons” in a space-time volume
V, we obtain the desired result by taking the *“thermody-
namic limit” N, N, V — oo, while keeping the densities
n; = Ny/V and n; = N;/V fixed:

(O)hm = lim

Ny1,V—o00,n7 fixed

X f d*Nza"UD{z}, {UHO{z} {U}Y). (2.2)

Here O({z},{U}) denotes the operator @ evaluated in the
field configuration generated by the pseudoparticles, and
dU is the normalized Haar measure, [ dU = 1. Since the
medium is dilute, the field configuration is approximately
equal to the superposition of single (anti-)instanton fields,
N
Au) =Y UDA (2, o)UD,  (23)
i=1
where N = N + Nj is the total pseudoparticle number, z;
and U(i) are the position and color orientation of pseudo-
particle i, respectively, and o; = I, I indicates if pseudo-
particle 7 is an instanton or an anti-instanton.

To perform calculations, we take an approximate density
function that describes the instanton liquid as an ensemble
of free particles with some (unspecified) strong core re-
pulsion, which approximately localizes the instantons in
distinct “cells” of volume V., i.e.,

N
= N_lanDj(ZP(j))r N =NV
P j=1

cell’

Dz

(2.4)

where {D;} is a partition in cells of the space-time region D
occupied by the ensemble, U;D; = D, Xb, is the character-
istic function of D;, P denotes a permutation of {1,..., N},
and I\ is the normalization; the volume of each cell is
[d*z X, (z) = Vi The coordinates of pseudoparticle j
are denoted as z;, and we take the first Ny pseudoparticles
to be instantons and the remaining Nj to be anti-instantons,

l=k=N

|
U"_{i Ni+1=<k=N. 2:5)

*For generality, we keep N; and Nj fixed but independent in
the calculation; we will set N = N; when needed.
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The function (2.4) is by no means a precise description of
the instanton ensemble: it has the purpose of capturing the
main features of the liquid picture, namely, the diluteness
and the uniform density of the medium, while at the same
time keeping the calculation feasible. Notice that D does
not depend on the color orientation of the pseudoparticles.
The precise shape of the cells should not be important, and
one can choose it according to the geometry of the
problem.

For a local operator O,,.,;(x), only configurations with a
single pseudoparticle located near the point x have both
non-negligible effects and non-negligible measure in con-
figuration space, due to the diluteness of the medium and to
the short-range nature of instanton effects. The evaluation
of expectation values is more complicated for nonlocal
operators such as Wilson lines and Wilson loops, since
they involve the value of the fields on a curve C. However,
by properly subdividing C into small segments, one can
exploit again the diluteness of the medium and the short-
range nature of instanton effects, in order to consider each
segment to be affected only by the field of a single
pseudoparticle.

As an example, consider the case of the expectation
value of a rectangular Wilson loop W of temporal exten-
sion T and spatial width R (say, in the 1 direction). As it is
well known, one can extract from this expectation value the
static quark-antiquark potential qu using the relation
[36,37]

(W) = S T{WOTWH] = Ke TVa®  (2.6)
N. T—00

where we have neglected the effect of the transverse
“links” connecting the Wilson lines W), which describe
the propagation of the quark and of the antiquark, and
where X is some proportionality constant. The effect of
a single instanton located at z on an infinite Wilson loop,
which we denote with w(z, I), is given by the following
expression [6],

2
D=1—-—A(2), 2.7
w(z, 1) N (2) 2.7
where
A(z) = 1 — cosa; cosa_ — Ay - A_sinay sina_,
. R
A+ = M’ ng = _<i_61a - Za)~
Viin.ll* + p? 2
(2.8)

The result does not depend on the color orientation of the
instanton, and it does not change if we replace the instanton
with an anti-instanton. In order to calculate the effect of the
instanton liquid, i.e., of the whole ensemble, on the Wilson
loop, it is natural to see it as the result of a time series of
interactions between the color dipole and the pseudopar-
ticles: this suggests dividing space-time into time slices of
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thickness 67, and then each slice into cells of volume
Vel = Vgl)léT. The situation is illustrated in Fig. 1. Here

6T and Vézl)l are determined by the following requirements:

(1) only one pseudoparticle falls in Vc(zl)léT on the av-
erage, i.e., nV = 1;

(2) the spatial size Vézl)l is large enough to accommodate
the whole dipole, and also large enough so that the
pseudoparticles which fall outside of the cell where
the dipole lies will not affect it, being too distant;

(3) OT is large enough for an (anti-)instanton to fully
affect the portions of the two Wilson lines that fall in
Veenls 1-€., 0T can be considered infinite (67 >> p) as
far as the color rotation induced on the Wilson lines
by the pseudoparticle is concerned, and so one can
use the color rotation angles a . given in Eq. (2.8).

The region of three-space where an (anti-)instanton can
affect the operator is approximately determined by requir-
ing that the pseudoparticle is not too far from the two long
sides (say, more than p), which implies

v

cell

~ (R +2p)(2p)*%; (2.9)

in this way the two segments of the loop lying in a given
slice fall in the same cell. With this choice we fulfill
condition 2; imposing condition 1 we obtain

5T 81p 10 2.10)

p ~4(R+2p)~1+%’

which is reliable for R < 2p, so that §T/p = 5 in this
regime, and condition 3 is satisfied. For larger dipoles, the
quark and the antiquark are more likely to interact with
distinct instantons: the expectation value should then fac-
torize for large R.

At this point one can perform the average over the
instanton ensemble: since the procedure is the same as
the one adopted in [6], we will not report the calculation
here, and we simply quote the result which will be used in
the following:

Wiy = e TVal®), V,4(R) = "Nic [d3ZA(Z)-

(2.11)

This result is the same as the one found in Ref. [30] with

O

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of a Wilson loop in the
instanton liquid. Circles represent pseudoparticles with the
same radius p, each lying in a cell.
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different, more sophisticated methods. As A(z) is localized
around the position in three-space of the quark and the
antiquark, for large R the Wilson-loop expectation value
factorizes, and the potential becomes the sum of two
constant and equal terms, which are interpreted as the
renormalization of the quark mass [30].

I11. HIGH-ENERGY MESON-MESON
SCATTERING AND THE WILSON-LOOP
CORRELATION FUNCTIONS IN THE ILM

As has already been recalled in the Introduction, in the
soft high-energy regime the mesonic scattering amplitudes
can be reconstructed from the correlation function of two
Euclidean Wilson loops. In this section we give first a brief
account, for the benefit of the reader, of the main points of
the functional-integral approach to the problem of elastic
meson-meson scattering, referring the interested reader to
the original papers [11-15] and to the book [38]. We shall
use the same notation adopted in Ref. [28], where a more
detailed presentation can be found.* We then critically
repeat the calculation of the relevant correlation function
in the ILM, and compare the result with the one found in
Ref. [23].

The elastic scattering amplitudes of two mesons (taken,
for simplicity, with the same mass m) in the soft high-
energy regime can be reconstructed in two steps. One first
evaluates the scattering amphtude of two ¢g color dipoles
of fixed transverse sizes Rl | and R2 1, and fixed longitu-
dinal momentum fractions f| and f, of the two quarks in
the two dipoles, respectively; the mesonic amplitudes are
then obtained after folding the dipoles’ amplitudes with the
appropriate squared wave functions, describing the inter-
acting mesons. The dipole-dipole amplitudes are given by
the two-dimensional Fourier transform, with respect to the
transverse distance Z | , of the normalized (connected) cor-
relation function of two rectangular Wilson loops,

M a5, t: Ry 1, f1, Ros, fr)

= _i2s [ P70, (7,5 1,2), G

where the arguments “1”” and *“2”” stand for “I?(’u,fl ” and
“R,|, f,” tespectively, t = —|g, |* (G, being the trans-
ferred momentum) and s = 2m?(1 + coshy). The correla-
tion function C,, is defined as the limit C; = limy_ G, of
the correlation function of two loops of finite length 27,

W WEy,
W W)y

where (...)), are averages in the sense of the QCD

Gux:T;21:1,2) = -1, (32

“Since no ambiguity can arise, with respect to Ref. [28] we
drop the subscript E and “tildes” from Euclidean quantities in
order to avoid a cumbersome notation.
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(Minkowskian) functional integral. Here W(ITZ) are
Minkowskian Wilson loops evaluated along the paths
C1,, made up of the classical trajectories of the quarks
and antiquarks inside the two mesons, and closed by
straight-line paths in the transverse plane at proper times
*T. The partons’ trajectories form a hyperbolic angle y in
the longitudinal plane, and they are located at (1 — f;)R; |
(quark) and — f ,-Iéi | (antiquark), i = 1, 2, in the transverse

plane.
The Euclidean counterpart of Eq. (3.2) is
WDWD
GL(0:Ti71:1,2) = o 2(35 -1 (33
(WDl W3 e

where now (...)p is the average in the sense of the
Euclidean QCD functional integral. With a little abuse of
notation, we denote with the same symbol W(ITZ) the
Euclidean Wilson loops calculated on the following
straight-line paths,’

Cl: X,lltq(T) = Zy, + ul,u,T + (1 - fl)Rl;u
X}Lq(T):ZIL +ul,u,7-_flRl,u’ (34)
CZ: X,lz»éq(T) = MZ/LT + (1 - fZ)RZ,u’

X%Lq(T) = Uy T T szz,u

with 7 € [T, T], and closed by straight-line paths in the
transverse plane at 7 = *=T. Here

i) ne(chie]
u sin— l,cos2 Uy s1n2, l,cosz,
3.5

and R, = (0,R,;,0), R,=(0,R,,,0), z=(0%,0).
Again, we define the correlation function with the IR cutoff
T removed as Cr = limy_, Gg.

It has been shown in [18,19,22] that the correlation
functions in the two theories are connected by the
analytic-continuation relations®

Gu(x:T:21:1,2) = Ge(—ix;iT;2,51,2), V x ERT,
Ge(0:T;21:1,2) = Gy(i6; —iT;Z,;1,2), V 6 € (0, m).
(3.6)

Under certain analyticity hypotheses in the T variable, the
following relations are obtained for the correlation func-
tions with the IR cutoff 7 removed [19,22]:

5The fourth Euclidean coordinate X, is taken to be the
“Euclidean time.”

5The functions on the right-hand sides of Egs. (3.6) and (3.7)
are understood as the analytic extensions of the Euclidean and
Minkowskian correlation functions, starting from the real inter-
vals (0, 7) and R* of the respective angular variables, with
positive real 7 in both cases, into domains of the complex
variables 6 (resp. x) and T in a two-dimensional complex space.
See Ref. [22] for a more detailed discussion.
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VY x € R,
Y 0 € (0, m).(3.7)

Cu(x:2131,2) = Ce(—ix:2151,2),
Cp(60;Z,:1,2) = Cy(i0;7,;1,2),

We turn now to the calculation of instanton effects on the
correlation function Cg. As it is explained in Appendix A,
we can set f; = f, = 1/2 without loss of generality; we
also drop the dependence on f; in the following formulas;
i.e., we understand Cr(0;Z ;R , Ry)) = Cp(6:Z:R, |,
f1 =1/2,R,1, f» = 1/2). Neglecting the transverse links
connecting the quark and antiquark trajectories, the Wilson
loops are written as

W = Ni TAW?TW] i =1,2, (3.8)

c

with

WD = ?exp[—ig / ! A#(Xi‘?(T))u,»MdT], i=12
-T
(3.9)

and similarly for qu). Since the (long) sides of the two
loops have different directions in the longitudinal plane,
their relative distance grows as we move away from the
center of the configuration; as a consequence, only pseu-
doparticles falling in a finite interaction region have effects
on both loops (see Fig. 2), and will therefore contribute to
the connected part of the loop-loop correlator. This region
is roughly determined by requiring that the distance of the
pseudoparticles from both loops in the transverse and in the
longitudinal plane does not exceed ~p. Then V;,, = V||V,
where || and L refer to the longitudinal and transverse
planes, respectively, with

B R, |+ IR
VJ_”"(|ZJ_| +M+2p)
R, |+ IR
% (w_kzp)’ (3.10)
2 2
y, ~ S (3.11)
sinf

We now make the following approximation, considering
only one instanton or anti-instanton in the interaction
region, all the other pseudoparticles interacting with one
loop only (or not interacting at all with the loops). Clearly,
V|| blows up as @ — 0, 7, and so does the number of
pseudoparticles in the interaction region nV;, «
np*/ sind; thus, the one-instanton approximation can be
good if the angle is not too close to 0, 77. In this case we can

perform the integration over the color degrees of freedom
|

l+nf

int

(1= 20, (0)(1 = 2 A5() — 1]
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interaction region

w" Wi

FIG. 2. Longitudinal projection of the two loops, showing the
partition in cells relevant to the case of loops at an angle 6.

independently for the two loops, except for the pseudopar-
ticle in the interaction region, but since this last integration
is trivial we obtain simply

WOWED [ [T [T w200 a0 0),
(3.12)

where the prime indicates that we exclude the terms cor-
responding to the interaction region, and 0O refers to the
interacting pseudoparticle. Here w;(k) =1 — (2/N,)X
A;(xpg), with xp() being the position of the pseudopar-
ticle lying in the kth cell [see Eq. (2.7)], and with

A;(x) =1 — cosa;, cosa;_ — A;; + A;_ sina;y sina;_,
|l
dix =
Vilnill> + p

+R1
N+ = NapvUipy 2—7_)5 )
14

R
ng, = nwuz#(i?z — x) . (3.13)

Performing the integration over the pseudoparticle posi-
tions, making use of formula (B7) in Appendix B, and
dividing by the expectation values of the loops [see
Eq. (2.11)], we finally obtain for the normalized connected
correlation function with T — oo,

CgLM)(Q;ZL;Iéu, Ry.) =

(1= n [ d*x F AT = n [ dxF 00T

(3.14)
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113 EX]

where “int” indicates that the integration range is re-
stricted to the interaction region, since all the other terms
cancel between the numerator and denominator.
Expanding to first order in n, for consistency with the
one-instanton approximation, we finally get

- D N 2 2
CgLM)(e;ZJ_;RIJ_: RZJ_) = n(ﬁ) /d4xA1(X)A2(x)y
(3.15)

having extended the integration range to the whole space-
time since the integrand is now rapidly vanishing.
Exploiting the properties of the 't Hooft symbols we find

. LR LN (L (0 o\ \2

g2 = (zl + T xJ_> + <sm(§)x4 - cos(i)xl) ,
Ry _\2, (. /(9 0\ \2
lnyI* = (i%l - XJ_) + (Sm(E)M + cos(i)xl) ,

(3.16)

and, moreover,

>

S - Ri1\? . (0
nyycon- =G —x)?*— (%) + <51n<§)x4
0 2
().
. R, \2 Wz 0\ \2
Nyt "Ny = Xi - (%) + (Sln(E)X‘l + COS(E))ﬁ) .

(3.17)

We can then make the dependence on 6 explicit by per-
forming a change of variables:

xh = sin(e)x — cos(e)x
4= = %4 = )x
2 2

3.18
, . (0 0 (3.18)
X| = sin 5 x, + cos 5 X1,
which finally leads to’
L. o 2\2 1 .
CIM(G;2,:R, 1, Ryy) = n(ﬁ) mF(ZL’ Ry, Ryy)
(3.19)

with
FGZ, R, Ryy) = [ d*xA (A (g (3.20)

where the subscript means that the integral is evaluated
setting @ = 7r/2 in the quantities (3.16) and (3.17). A
comparison with the result of Ref. [23] is in order. In that
paper the authors perform the calculation of the correlation
function only, but they do not take into account the effect of
the pseudoparticles interacting with the two loops sepa-

"We drop the absolute value from the Jacobian | sinf|, since we
are limiting ourselves to 6 € (0, 7).
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rately, which is canceled only after dividing the correlation
function by the expectation values of the loops: their result
[Eq. (63) of Ref. [23]] is stated in terms of an integral
which is divergent, since the integrand is not vanishing at
infinity, while in our calculation we find a finite result. We
have found the same analytic dependence on the angle 6 as
in Ref. [23], but the prefactor n(2/N.)*F(Z,, R}, R,,) in
Eq. (3.19) can now be assessed numerically.

In order to compare the analytic expression (3.19) to the
lattice data, we have to set the density » and the radius p to
the appropriate values. The phenomenological estimates
n=1fm* and p = 1/3 fm correspond to the physical
(i.e., unquenched) case, while our numerical simulations
have been performed in the quenched approximation of
QCD, neglecting dynamical-fermion effects. We have then
preferred to use the values n, = 1.33-1.64 fm™* for the
density and p, = 0.35 fm for the average size of the
pseudoparticles, obtained directly by lattice calculations
in the pure-gauge theory [39]. The packing fraction is a
factor 1.6-2 larger than the one obtained with the phe-
nomenological values, but it is still a small number
(= 0.1), so that the dilute liquid picture is still reason-
able.® The ILM prediction obtained with these values is
shown in Figs. 37, together with the results obtained on
the lattice in Ref. [28], for the loop configurations “zzz”
(Rii | Roy 121) and “zyy” (Ry1 | Ryy L 7)), with
IR, .| = |Ry.| = 0.1 fm. The dotted line corresponds to
n, = 1.33 fm~*, while the dashed line corresponds to
n, = 1.64 fm~*; for comparison, we plot also the predic-
tion obtained using the phenomenological values of n and
p (solid line). As already noticed in [28], the functional
form does not seem to be the correct one to properly
describe the lattice data, and a second term, proportional
to (cotf)?, must be added to obtain a good fit. In Table I we
show for comparison the ILM prediction of the prefactor
K= nq(Z/NC)2F(Zl,I€’u, R,)), and the value obtained
with a fit to the lattice data with the fitting functions (see
Ref. [28])

1
JSum = Knm——,
sinf 321)
Jimp = KILMpw + K{LMp(cotH)z,

where fipyp is obtained by adding the lowest-order pertur-
bative expression [15,19,41] to the ILM contribution.

8The phenomenological estimate of n is obtained assuming
that instantons and anti-instantons dominate the gluon conden-
sate Gy = ((a,/m)F4,F4,) [8,9], so that n = G,. If we assumed
that the same holds in the pure-gauge theory, we would obtain
n,/n=G3/G, =58 (using for G, the value obtained in
Ref. [32], and for the quenched gluon condensate G‘ZI, the result
obtained on the lattice in Ref. [40]), i.e., a value for the
pseudoparticle density n, considerably larger than the one

! q
measured on the lattice.
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the ILM prediction, Eqgs. (3.19) and
(3.20), with the lattice data for the “zzz/zyy” configuration at
|z, | = 0 fm. Here and in the following figures the dotted line
corresponds to n, = 1.33 fm™* and the dashed line corresponds
to n, = 1.64 fm~*, with pgy = 0.35 fm; the solid line corre-
sponds to the phenomenological values n = 1 fm ™ and p =

1/3 fm.
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FIG. 4. Same comparison as in Fig. 3 for the “zzz” configu-

ration at |Z; | = 0.1 fm.
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FIG. 5. Same comparison as in Fig. 3 for the “zyy” configu-

ration at |Z, | = 0.1 fm.
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FIG. 6. Same comparison as in Fig. 3 for the “zzz” configu-
ration at |Z; | = 0.2 fm.
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FIG. 7. Same comparison as in Fig. 3 for the “zyy” configu-

ration at |z, | = 0.2 fm.

Notice, however, that K, can also receive nonperturba-
tive contributions from two-instanton effects [23].

The instanton prediction turns out to be more or less of
the correct order of magnitude in the range of distances
considered, at least around 6 = /2 [where, as we have
said before, the one-instanton approximation used to derive
the result, Eqgs. (3.19) and (3.20), is expected to make
sense], but it does not match the lattice data properly.
The agreement with the data seems to be quite good at
|z, | = 0.2 fm; however, concerning the dependence on

TABLE 1. Value of Ky X 103 for the relevant configurations:
ILM prediction (first column), ILM fit (second column), and
ILMp fit (third column).

Predicted Fitted ILM Fitted ILMp
|Z, | (fm) 222 Yy 722 7YYy 722 Zyy
0.0 0.880-1.08 0.880-1.08 17.1 17.1 9.86 9.86
0.1 0.827-1.02 0.798-0.984 7.60 579 432 3.39
0.2 0.692-0.853 0.607-0.748 1.31 1.43 0947 1.14
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vann
a4

FIG. 8. Schematic_representation of the operators W; W,
(left diagram) and W, (right diagram), corresponding, respec-
tively, to the processes dd — dd and dd — dd. White (black)
circles represent quarks (antiquarks).
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FIG. 9. The instanton-induced dipole-dipole potential com-
pared to the lattice data (on a logarithmic scale). The three lines
correspond to n, = 1.33 fm~* (dotted line) and n, = 1.64 fm 4
(dashed line) with p, = 0.35 fm, and to the phenomenological
values n =1 fm™* and p = 1/3 fm (solid line). Here R, = R,
are parallel to d, with Iﬁil =0.1 fm.
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FIG. 10. Same comparison as in Fig. 9, but with 131 = —ﬁz, ﬁl
parallel to d, with |R;| = 0.1 fm.
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FIG. 11. Same comparison as in Fig. 9, but with R, = R
1 2

orthogonal to d, with |1€>,-| = 0.1 fm.
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FIG. 12. Same comparison as in Fig. 9, but with 131 = —Ez
orthogonal to d, with |R;| = 0.1 fm.

the relative distance between the loops, it seems that the
ILM overestimates the correlation length which sets the
scale for the rapid decrease of the correlation function.
This is also supported by the comparison of the instanton-
induced dipole-dipole potential, which we calculate in the
next section, with some preliminary numerical results on
the lattice, as we show in Figs. 9—12.

IV. WILSON-LOOP CORRELATION FUNCTION
AND THE DIPOLE-DIPOLE POTENTIAL

In this section we calculate the normalized correlation
function of two (infinite) parallel Wilson loops, which
describe the time evolution of two static color dipoles.
The one-instanton approximation makes no sense here,
since the interaction region has infinite extension in the
time direction, and the effect of a whole time series of
pseudoparticles on the two dipoles has to be considered.
The above-mentioned correlation function can be used to
extract the dipole-dipole potential 'V, by means of the
formula [29]
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<w1w2> ~ e*T‘Vdd(a»Rl,Rz)
(W W) T—o0 ’

where ﬁl and 132 are the sizes of the two dipoles, d is the
distance between their centers, and 7 is the length of the
two loops. Neglecting again the transverse connectors, the
loops Wu are written as

4.1)

1 B
W, = v T W Twib], (4.2)

c

with

. T

OT 4.3)
wit) = fPepr:—igf Ayut = R2/2)dt],

0

where u = (0,1), R; = (R,,0), d = (d,0). To evaluate
their correlation function [the numerator in (4.1)] we divide
space-time into time slices, and, in turn, the time slices into
cells; the procedure is the same as for the expectation value
of a single loop, but this time we determine the spatial size
VC(ell to be large enough to accommodate both the dipoles.
Requiring

- IR, + IR R, + IR 2
Vg] (|d|+| l|2|2|+2p)(| 1|2|2|+2p),

4.4)
we have to set 6T to
oT I
— ~4, for |d|, |R;| ~ p/2,
;’T (4.5)
== ~25,  forldl IR~ p

which is still a fairly large value. Note, however, that we
are overestimating the volume of the region of three-space
where a pseudoparticle can affect the loop, so that 67 is
actually underestimated. Again, for large distances the two
dipoles interact with different pseudoparticles, and the
correlation function is expected to factorize, thus giving
a vanishing dipole-dipole potential as |d| — .

Now let K be the average number of instantons that
interact with the loop. This number grows linearly with
the length 7 of the loop due to the uniformity of the liquid,
and we can take, without loss of generality, T = KoT,
since we are interested in the limit 77— oco. We divide
space-time into cells as described above, labeling
Dy, ..., Dg the cells where the loop lives, and we define

W (k) = Texp[—ig f(

kST
Aut+d * R, /2)dt],
k—1)8T

4 kST
W (k) = :Pexp[—ig f Ay(ut = R2/2)dt:|,
(k—1)8T
k=1,...

K, (4.6)
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and the “‘two-link” variables

|
T =W "0 e Wk, W) =[]T.®,
k=
4.7)
which allow us to write
1 1 ~
W, = E[Wi(K)]ijij = N, TrW;(K). (4.8)

The integration over the color degrees of freedom of the
pseudoparticles is more complicated than in the case of a
single loop, although the procedure is the same. Starting
from the Kth pseudoparticle, we have to calculate the
integral

I, = / AU(KYTAW, (K)TeW, (K)

= f dUKYT (KD, 0 W (K = 1,0 To(K) 0,

X Wz(K - 1)j2k2
= Ij’lkljlklj’k’]zko—l]—l(K)j’lk’l|sW1(K -

X —”—z(K)j’zkﬂst(K -

1)jlkl

1)k, (4.9)
where the subscript s means that the given quantity has to
be evaluated in the field of a pseudoparticle with standard
color orientation, where we have used the notation

—l]— (k)jk T; (k)ljlk’ W (k)jk W; (k)jlku
(4.10)
TrWi(k) = —l]—i(k)jkwi(k - l)jk’
and where [42]
Lkt ju jok ok = deUj]jqU Usz
(615 it k| 5k'k' + b5 Ji K o ’k’)511k1 Joky
+ (b5 ik 8k’k’ +ad Jikh o ’k’)ajlkz Joky
1 1
a:@, b=—ﬁca (411)

Performing the contractions of color indices we obtain

I, = a[N?w, (K)w,(K) — w»(K)ITEW, (K — 1)
X TrW, (K — 1) + aN [ wy»(K)

— wi(K)wy(K)IW (K — 1), 4.12)

where’

“Here and below we adopt the following shorthand notation
for quantities which depend on the position and the type of the
pseudoparticle in the kth cell, f(k) = f(zpu), Tpu))-

074022-9



MATTEO GIORDANO AND ENRICO MEGGIOLARO

J S 1 -
wilk) = - Tkl = 5 W T RW W],

2
=1—-——A:(zpw)
Nc z( P(k))
A;(z) = 1 — cosar;;, cosa;_ — A, + A;_ sina; sina;_,
|| n; R
T E Y
Vil = I +p? 2 a

e — (LR
n2t__ —7_Z )
a

and we have introduced the quantities
1 -~ A
wip(k) = E—”—l(k)j;j’zh—[rz(k)jgj’l ls

1 _ _
= & TIW T W W WS (W,

c

Wi, (k) = W (k);,;, W, (k) (4.14)

Jij2 Jadte

The effect of a single instanton on Wﬁ-i)(k) is given by

Wgt) _ (exp[m%a a+ | 0 ) 4.15)

In.—2
where [, is the M-dimensional unit matrix, while the effect
of an anti-instanton is obtained by replacing n;+ — —n;~.
The expectation value of the quantity

Wi, = L\/_\/12(10 - T W Tw Wi twi)]
N N
(4.16)

can be interpreted as the transition amplitude of an inelas-
tic process, the final state dd being the initial one, dd, with
the (say) antiquarks in the two dipoles interchanged (see
Fig. 8). Over the time T a certain number of such transi-
tions can happen, and this is at the origin of the new terms
in the formulas above.

To proceed we also need to calculate the integral

I, = f dU(K)W,,(K). 4.17)

If we write

WIZ(K) = WI(K)jlj2W2(K)
= [TI(K)]jlj’ljzk/l|.y[_H_2(K)]j2j’2j1k’2IsUjlj/l Uzﬁkl

Ul Wi (K = 1), Wa(K = 1)1,

J2J1

XU,

(4.18)
|

M(k) =

N2 —1

The iteration is now straightforward, and yields

1 ( NZw (k)wy (k) — wy,(k)
N [Wwyp(k) — Wy (k)wy(k)]

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 074022 (2010)

we find the same Haar integral as before, and thus, after
contracting the color indices, we find

I, = aN [w5(K) — W, (K)o (K)ITEW, (K — 1)
X TW,(K — 1) + a[N2%, (K)Ww,(K)

— wi(K) Wi (K = 1), (4.19)

where we have introduced the quantity w,(k),

1

W o (k) = N [T, (k)]jlj’ljzj’l |s[—|]—2(k)]j2j’2jlj’2 ls

= L w O w Ot oW 0wt w1,

Cc

(4.20)

and the quantities w;(k), which come from the contraction
of

1
W (k)W (k) = m[—ﬂ—l(k)]j]j’]jzj’z|s[—[r2(k)]j2j£j,j’] |, (4.21)

and are equal to the value of the Wilson loops (of infinite
length) obtained from W, interchanging the antiquarks in
the two dipoles, in the field of a single pseudoparticle:

~ 1 - 2 .
1K) = o TIWS T RWT W = 1= - Raapg),

c

A](Z) =1- CoSa 4 COSay - — ﬁ]+ . ﬁZ, SinaH Sinaz,,

1 _ 2 .
Wak) = - W T W w1, =1 - o Dalzp),

c
Ay(z) = 1 — cosay cosa;_ — Ay A_ sinas,, sina; _,

(4.22)

where the functions A; are again independent of the pseu-
doparticle species. Also, w,(k) is related to w,(k) in the
same way.

To iterate the process we organize the previous results as
follows:

[ JU(K) TrW, (K)TrW,(K)
W, (K)

= M(K TNI'WI(K_— 1)fI‘W2(K - 1)), 4.23
( )( Wi (K — 1) #29

where M(k) is the matrix

Nc[ﬂn(k) — wy(k)wy (k)] ) (4.24)

N2, (k)Wy (k) — wya(k)
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[dKU<N§W_1W2> _ [ dKU(frwl(_K)T”rw2(K))
N, le WIZ(K)

c

1 N2
= M(k) ( ¢ ) (4.25)
[li( ] Nc
where we used the fact that
TrW, (1) TrW, (1) =(N§wl(1)wQ(1))
le(l) s N WIZ(I)
- M(1)<%2> (4.26)

We are left with the integration over the pseudoparticle
positions. The procedure is described in Appendix B; using
Eq. (B7) we then obtain

[szDGd{lIAﬂM]

1
=[1n [ d'ztnMGzo)+ mdGz o)
=k JD;

1
~[1[t+n [ @it o+ mitc.on | @2n
j=K D;

where M = M — |, falls off to zero as |z| — oo, and where
vi1 = nyi/n. Performing the trivial integration over the
time position, extending the spatial integration to the whole
space, and letting (formally) K — oo with T fixed, we
obtain

1
/ d4NzD({z})[ I M(k)] =exp{nTJ},  (4.28)

k=K

where the matrix 7 is given by

J = [d3Z(V1M(Z, o) + viM(z, oy))
1 < N?A - B NC(B—A)>
N2 —1\N.(B—-A) N!A-B
:(B 0)+ 1 (N?(A—B) NC(B—A)>
0 B) N2—1\N.B—-A) N2A-B))
(4.29)

having defined

[d3 [( ) A (2)A(2) —N%Al(z) —N%Az(z)],

[d3 [( )Al(z)Az(z) 20 —Niﬁz(z)],
=[¢4mMmm—n+w@ddwﬂn

=ffdMMM®—D+wMMM%%H (430)
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To proceed further with the calculation we now set the
pseudoparticle fractions to their phenomenological values
v = vi = 1/2: in this case we can show that (see
Appendix B)

B=BRB
_ Ni / P (D)AE) + B ()AN3) — Ay (DA (2)

— (A1) + Ay(2) + Ay (2) + Ay(2)
—A () —A_(2)]

where the quantities

4.31)

A,(z) =1 — cosa;, cosa,y — A4 * Ayy sina 4 sina, .,
* fi;_ sina,_ Sinay—

(4.32)

A _(z) =1—cosa, cosa;_ — fiy_

are the analogues of A ; with the positions of the quark and
the antiquark in the (say) second dipole interchanged. It is
now easy to diagonalize J: denoting with X = A — B,
X = A — B, the eigenvalues can be written as

A+A 1

Ay = + X+ X
- 2 2(N§—1){

= NJ(N2 = DX~ X)? + (X + x)2}; (4.33)

since they are different,'® 7 is diagonalizable. Denoting by
IT. the corresponding projectors we can write [vy =
(1,0), vy, = (N2, N,)]

NXW, Wolim = vy - (exp{nT Ttvy,)

= vy [T, + T TT Yoy )
(4.34)

and, taking the logarithm, in the large-7" limit we find
log{ W, Wydum = nTA, + (subleading terms). (4.35)

In the last passage we have implicitly assumed that the
projector I, is such that vy - (II vy )>0: we have
explicitly verified that this is true in the cases that we
have investigated numerically. Note that the correlation
function of parallel loops must be positive, as a conse-
quence of reflection positivity of the Euclidean theory [43]:
this can be easily proved following Ref. [44]. Finally,
recalling Eqgs. (2.11) and (4.1) we can conclude that

Vdd(ﬁz 131, 132) = Vlz(éz'y El, ﬁz) - qu(lﬁll)
= V(R (4.36)
where we have set V|, = —nA,.

'“The only exception is the case X = X =0, in which the
matrix is already in diagonal form.

074022-11



MATTEO GIORDANO AND ENRICO MEGGIOLARO

In Figs. 9-12 we show the comparison of the instanton-
induced dipole-dipole potential with some preliminary
numerical data obtained on the lattice: to our knowledge,
lattice measurements of this quantity are not present in the
literature. Also in this case we have performed a quenched
SU(3) lattice calculation, with the same parameters (16*
hypercubic lattice, 8 = 6.0) used in Ref. [28], and so we
have to use the quenched instanton density n, and radius
P4 as explained in the previous section. The errors are very
large for the lattice data corresponding to the largest dis-
tances and lengths, and a plateau has not been reached yet

even at T=0.8fm at |d|=0fm and |d| = 0.1 fm.
However, we believe that the order of magnitude will not
change much for larger lengths: in the various plots we
show the available values for 'V, as obtained with loops
of increasing lengths (0.4 + 0.8 fm), by means of Eq. (4.1),
and indeed on a logarithmic scale they seem to be quite
stable. The lattice value of 'V, extracted from the largest-
length loops is plotted at the correct value of the distance,
while the data points corresponding to shorter lengths are
slightly shifted, with the length increasing from left to
right. The instanton-induced potential and the lattice data
have different orders of magnitude for the shortest dis-
tances. At larger distances there seems to be a better
agreement, but the error bars of the lattice data are very
large there, and a better precision is needed to quantify the
importance of instanton effects at large distances.
However, as already noticed in the previous section, the
rate of decrease with the distance seems to be underesti-
mated in the ILM, which would lead to an increasing
discrepancy between the prediction and the lattice data as
the distance between the dipoles increases.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have considered instanton effects, in the
framework of the ILM, on the Wilson-loop correlation
function relevant to soft high-energy scattering, and we
have compared the results to the lattice data discussed in
Ref. [28]. Using an approximate density function, we have
critically repeated the ILM calculation of the relevant
correlation function, already performed in Ref. [23], prop-
erly taking into account effects which were neglected in
that paper. The analytic dependence on the angular variable
0 is the same as the one found in Ref. [23], which we have
used in Ref. [28] to perform fits to the lattice data. In this
paper we have instead performed a direct comparison of
the ILM quantitative prediction, obtained by evaluating
numerically our analytic expression for the loop-loop cor-
relation function in the relevant cases. In doing so, we have
used the pseudoparticle density n, and radius p, appro-
priate for the quenched approximation of QCD, in which
the lattice calculation has been performed. A direct nu-
merical comparison allows us to test not only the given
functional form, but also the quantitative relevance of
instanton effects on the Wilson-loop correlation function.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 81, 074022 (2010)

The comparison of the ILM prediction with the lattice
data is not satisfactory, although it seems to have the
correct shape in the vicinity of € = 90°. Moreover,
although the ILM prediction seems to be (more or less)
of the correct order of magnitude, the rate of decrease with
the transverse distance seems to be underestimated. Here
one sees the importance of a quantitative comparison:
terms behaving as 1/sinf (which are qualitatively good
in fitting the data around @ = 90°) can have a different
origin than instantons, and indeed it seems that the ILM is
not able to explain them from a quantitative point of view.
Also, the ILM expression cannot account for the small but
nonzero odderon contribution to the correlation function
which we have found in the lattice results [28]. As a final
remark, note that, after analytic continuation into
Minkowski space-time, the ILM result in the one-instanton
approximation gives an exactly zero total cross section,
since the forward meson-meson scattering amplitude turns
out to be purely real. The situation can change after in-
clusion of two-instanton effects, which are expected to
yield a constant total cross section at high energy [23];
nevertheless, an analytic expression for this contribution is
currently unavailable.

In this paper we have also derived an analytic expression
for the instanton-induced dipole-dipole potential from the
correlation function of two parallel Wilson loops, which
we have compared to some preliminary data from the
lattice. In this case, instanton effects seem to be negligible
at short distances, less than or equal to the size of the
dipoles, where there is a large discrepancy with the lattice
results. The rate of decrease of the potential with the spatial
distance between the dipoles predicted by the ILM seems
also in this case to be smaller than the value found on the
lattice; a better accuracy in the numerical calculations is
needed to make this statement quantitative, but we think
that the situation would not change from a qualitative point
of view.

APPENDIX A: DEPENDENCE OF THE WILSON-
LOOP CORRELATION FUNCTION ON THE
LONGITUDINAL MOMENTUM FRACTIONS

Exploiting the symmetries of the functional integral, one
can show that the relevant Wilson-loop correlation func-
tion for given values of the longitudinal momentum frac-
tions can always be reduced to the case f| = f, = 1/2.
We discuss here the case of the physical, Minkowskian
correlation function G,,; the proof in the Euclidean case is
perfectly analogous.

As far as the dependence on the transverse vectors 7,
131 1,and 132 1, and on the longitudinal momentum fractions
f1 and f5 is concerned, the invariance of the theory under
translations and spatial rotations implies that G,, can de-
pend only on the scalar products between the relative
positions of quarks and antiquarks in transverse space.
The number of independent variables is then six, while
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Z1, R i1, and f; form a set of eight variables, so two of them
are redundant. Indeed, the loop configuration in the trans-
verse plane is determined by the relative distances 131 | and
ﬁ2 | between quarks and antiquarks inside each meson, and
by the relative distance between (say) quark 1 and quark 2
in the transverse plane,

x\(r) Y 7.

(AL)

_)?211(7_) =z + (U= f)R L — (= )Ry,

To determine which configurations are equivalent, we have
to solve the equation

2y =2+ (= fORiL — ()
Since a configuration specified by (Z/),

given above, 1is equivalent to the
(Z1, f1, f2), we have

Gux: T3 2Ry £ Rou, f5)
= Gux:T:Z2:R, 1, f1. Rol, fo):

one can then choose a reference value for f/, for example
f1 = f5=1/2, and move all the dependence on f; inside
the dependence on the impact parameter. Moreover, since
G, enters the dipole-dipole scattering amplitude with its
two-dimensional Fourier transform with respect to the
impact parameter, one can write

—f)Ry. (A2

L f5), with /)
configuration

(A3)

[dzziei'h'zi Gu:T5Z15R 1, f1, Rol, f2)
e N 1\ =
= [dzZM”“'“ GM<X; Tz, — (f1 - E)Ru

1 1
Ry ;R 1, = Ryl =
(fz ) 2R 5, Rl 2)

— ias {1~ (/2R L~ (f~(1/2)Ros] [ &z el

5 5 (A4)
It is then clear that one can consider the case f; = f, =
1/2 only. In particular, in the forward case, i.e., g, = 0,
the dependence on f; drops, and the integration on the
longitudinal momentum fractions affects only the wave
functions.

L = 1 - 1
XGu\x;T:Z1:R 11,5, Rats 5 )

APPENDIX B: TECHNICAL DETAILS

1. Integration over the position of pseudoparticles

Consider the integral

I= [ d*™ D) [1 f+Grws orw):

kEIL

(B1)

where f; are K (possibly distinct) matrices, whose entries
are functions of the position and of the type of the pseu-
doparticle lying in cell k, and /g is the ordered set of the K
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relevant cells. We have

I=N"1 [d“” [Z]_[XD (zP<,))] [1/cGewy or)

kEIg

= NIy VK /dM(Z [T x0,@ru)fizrw: orw)
P

=
=N "ZVéiu" ] d*zf1(z Tpw), (B2)
KEIL
which, denoting
Filopg) = fD d*zf(z, Tp)s (B3)
k
becomes
I = N_lzvcl\éul( [1F(orw)
KEIg
= N712V£11K77(SK) l_[ Fi(opp) (B4)

kElx

where Y s denotes the sum over all possible sequences of
K pseudoparticles, and 7n(Sg) is the number of ways in
which a given sequence can be obtained from the en-
semble,

Ny! Ny!
(N = It (Ny = It
[; and [; being the number of instantons and anti-instantons
in the sequence, respectively. In the limit of large Ny, Ny,

and V, with the ratios »; = N{/N, vi = N;/N, and n =
N/V kept fixed,

7(Sx) = (N — K)! (B5)

n(Sx) = NnVNviivl, (B6)

and so Eq. (B4) simplifies to (recall that nV . = 1)
= "KZVI v l—[ Fi(opp)

=
- nKZ l_[ VUp(k)Fk(O-P(k)) =nk l_[ Z voFi(o)
Sk kE€lg kEIx o=11
~[In 3 v [ o B7)
kElx o=1T Dy

2. The function B for v; = v;

We prove that the functions B and B, defined in Eq.
(4.30), are equal for vy = v, and find their explicit form.
To do so, note the following about SU(2) matrices. One can
always write u € SU(2) as
W u ER W)+ ? =1,

(B8)

with u® = Tryu and i = —iTryou, with Tr, = (1/2)Tr.
Using the commutation and anticommutation relations

u =ul, +iii - G,

074022-13
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satisfied by the Pauli matrices,

[0, 0] = 2i€;oy, {o, o} =268,0,, (B9)
we can write for the product of two unitary matrices
u=uu, =u'ly +iii - G, (B10)
with
u = [(u)’(up)’ = ity - ihp), i = iy + g, BI1
ity = (uy) ity + (u)iy, ihy = =iy Adly). ®1b
Clearly, if we interchange u; and u, we obtain
v=uwu =100, +iv- a7 0 =u
(B12)

>

= U, — U,

Q

In our case, denoting with wﬁ-i)(k) the nontrivial 2 X 2 part
of ng)(k), we have (suppressing the argument k)

(*) —

= W(+) Dy + Wy - G, (B13)
so that
wi=wOTW = W0l + (W + i) - G, (B14)
where, explicitly,
wl = [w ) w1 + Wi Wil
o = L)W = W) Wyl (B15)

vT/,»;a = "_{}(—)i A vT/(+),-.

Since the vectors w+) change sign if we replace an
instanton with an anti-instanton, we have that under this

replacement w;,; changes sign, too, while w;, does not.
(-t ( ) ()t ()

Letting W, = w, and W, =w, "'w, ', and wW; =
.|.
§+) 5),wehave
2
I —wp = F{l = Try[wyw, ]},
c
= i = {1 = Tl = (1 = Tofww,))
— Wiy = —11 = Trp[ W W, [} = —{1 — Try[ W W, |}
2N 2lW1 W2 N, 2AW1 W

(B16)
now,
Try[wiwal = wIw — (W1 + Wi) * (o + W2.0),

- WZ;a),
(B17)

Try[W W, ] = WOWz (Wl s VT’l;a) : (Wz;s
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and since we are averaging with equal weights over the
pseudoparticle species, we need to consider only terms
which are symmetric under [ < 1,

(Wls WZS + Wla W2a)

TI'2[W1W2:| W W2

+ antisymmetric terms,
(B18)

>

Tro[ W Wal = wiwd — (Wi Woy + Wi Wai)

+ antisymmetric terms.

From its definition, Eq. (4.30), it is now immediate to
conclude that B = B. Moreover, one can show that

Wit Woe T Wi - Wy

= [(W(+)1)O(W(+)2)O + VT/(+)1 ' VT’(+)2]

X LWy ) (w)® + Wiy - Wil
= [w )W) + Wy - Wil
X (W) wiy)® + Wy Wi (B19)
which, introducing
W, = W(1+)T (H) — =wil, +iw, - G,
(B20)
wo = w7 twl) =, + i
leads to
Tr2[W1W2]|symmetric = W?Wg + W?W(Z) - Wg— W(l
= Tr2[W1W2]|symmetricr (BZI)

and thus to

- f Pl D) = 1) + (s D) = 1)

= Ni /d3Z[(A1A2 + Alﬁz - A+Af) - (Al + AZ

+A1+A2_
= B,

—A)]

(B22)

with A given in the text, Eq. (4.32).
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