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The current understanding of the behavior of quantum chromodynamics at finite temperature is presented.
Perturbative methods are used to explore the high-temperature dynamics. At sufficiently high temperatures
the plasma of thermal excitations screens all color electric fields and quarks are unconfined. It is believed that
the high-temperature theory develops a dynamical mass gap. However in perturbation theory the infrared
behavior of magnetic fluctuations is so singular that beyond some order the perturbative expansion breaks
down. The topological classification of finite-energy, periodic fields is presented and the classical solutions
which minimize the action in each topological sector are examined. These include periodic instantons and
magnetic monopoles. At sufficiently high temperature only fields with integral topological charge can

contribute to the functional integral. Electric screening completely suppresses the contribution of fields with
nonintegral topological charge. Consequently the € dependence of the free energy at high temperature is
dominated by the contribution of instantons. The complete temperature dependence of the instanton density
is explicitly computed and large-scale instantons are found to be suppressed. Therefore the effects of

instantons may be reliably calculated at sufficiently high temperature. The behavior of the theory in the
vicinity of the transition from the high-temperature quark phase to the low-temperature hadronic phase
cannot be accurately computed. However, at least in the absence of light quarks, semiclassical techniques and
lattice methods may be combined to yield a simple picture of the dynamics valid for both high and low

temperature, and to estimate the transition temperature.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is widely believed that the strong interactions are
generated by a non-Abelian [SU(3)] gauge theory of co-
lored quarks and gluons which are permanently confined
in color singlet hadronic bound states (Gross and Wilc-
zek, 1973b; S. Weinberg, 1973). This theory is called
quantum chromodynamics (QCD).! It is described by
the Lagrangian density

N
f

£=—%FLVFZ‘"+Z Zpi(ilj" mIp;,
=T

where F¢ is the SU(3) field strength and z'pi are quark
fields of various types (flavors). The theory is pa-
rametrized by one coupling constant and the quark mass
parameters m,. In terms of these it purports to ex-
plain all the properties of hadrons.

Much of the support for QCD derives from its ability
(unique among four-dimensional field theories) to pro-
duce the almost noninteracting behavior of quarks at
short distances (Gross and Wilczek, 1973b; Politzer,
1973; Coleman and Gross, 1973). This feature of the
theory, known as asymptotic freedom, explains the ap-
proximate scaling observed in the deep inelastic scat-
tering of leptons off hadrons and leads to many quanti-
tative predictions of scaling deviations at high energy
(Gross and Wilczek, 1973a, 1974; Georgi and Politzer,
1974). The success of these predictions, as well as
many other confirmations of the predictions of pertur-

*Current address: 452-48, Department of Physics, Cali-
fornia Institute of Technology, Pasadena, California 91125,

IFor an overall review of QCD see, for example, Marciano
and Pagels (1978).
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bative QCD at short distances?® (e.g., narrow charm-—
anticharm bound states, quark and gluon jets, etc.),
has greatly increased our confidence in the theory.

QCD also appears to be consistent with much of the
successful phenomenology of the strong interactions—
the observed symmetry patterns of hadrons, the notion
of confinement of color, approximate chiral symmetry,
and the bag and string models of hadrons. Recently,
much progress has been made toward an understanding
of the dynamical basis for color confinement using
either semiclassical approximations (Callan, Dashen,
and Gross, 1979b, 1980) or lattice approximations
(Creutz, 1980) to the theory. The semiclassical treat-
ment has also given indications of how dynamical chiral
symmetry breaking might occur and how the bag model
might emerge (Callan, Dashen, and Gross, 1978,
1979a).

Now that we possess a theory of the strong interac-
tions it is natural to explore the properties of hadronic
matter in unusual environments, in particular at high
temperature or high baryon density. There are many
reasons for such an investigation. First one might hope
to find or to produce in nature such extreme conditions
and thereby test the theory in a new domain. There are
three places where one might look for the effects of high
temperature and/or large baryon density on the struc-
ture of hadronic matter. One is in the interior of neu-
tron stars, where the density is significantly greater
than nuclear density. Another is during the collision
of heavy ions at very high energy per nucleon, in which
states of high density and temperature might be pro-
duced. Finally the standard cosmological models allow
one to extrapolate back to about 107 sec after the big
bang when the universe as a whole was at temperatures
comparable to nucleon rest energies. In all of these
cases an understanding of the physics requires know-
ledge of the equation of state and the nature of the
phases of hadronic matter. If, as we shall argue is
likely, phase transitions occur when the temperature
and/or the density are increased, then one might hope
to observe qualitatively striking phenomena.

There are, in addition, purely theoretical reasons
for exploring the thermodynamics of hadrons. Pre-
sented with a new theory involving novel and unfamiliar
physical mechanisms, it is of great value to explore its
properties in as wide a set of circumstances as pos-
sible. It is particularly important to try to extend the
theory to explain phenomena which are far removed
from the observations that originally motivated the theo-
ry. This effort can test the consistency and reasonable-
ness of the theory, increase confidence in its predic-
tive power, and deepen one’s understanding of its struc-
ture.

Thus, shortly after the unified gauge theory of weak
and electromagnetic interactions was proposed (S. Wein-
berg, 1967; Salam, 1968), investigations of spontan-
eous symmetry breaking at finite temperature were car-
ried out (Kirzhnits, 1972; Kirzhnits and Linde, 1972,
1975). These studies used the analogy between super-

2For a review of the applications of perturbative QCD see
Frazer and Henyey, eds. (1979) and Mahanthappa and Randa,
eds. (1979).
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conductivify and the spontaneous symmetry breaking
(or Higgs mechanism) in gauge theories to argue that
at high temperature a transition occurs to a phase in
which the condensate of Higgs particles (or Cooper
pairs) disappears and the original symmetry is re-
stored. The perturbative methods developed by Ber-
nard (1974), Weinberg (1974), and Dolan and Jackiw
(1974) to study gauge theories at finite temperature al-
low one to compute the critical temperature and other
thermal properties of any phase of a gauge theory which
does not contain unbroken, non-Abelian subgroups.?

In the case of QCD it is of even greater importance
to extend the theory to unusual environments, since
the physics of confinement is much less understood.
Furthermore, one might hope that QCD would be easier
to solve at high temperature or density. We shall see
below to what extent this is true.

The questions that can be asked, and partially an-
swered, about QCD at, for example, finite temperature
are many. First of all one is interested in qualitative
issues: Does confinement persist at high temperatures,
or is there a phase transition to a nonconfined phase?

If there is a phase transition, what is the nature of the
high-temperature phase? What collective excitations
exist in this phase? Is there a mass gap? Quantitative-
ly one would like to calculate the equation of state of
hadronic matter at finite temperature, evaluate the
temperature dependence of the quark interactions, de-
duce the nature of possible phase transitions, and cal-
culate the value of the critical temperature. Before
turning to these issues let us briefly review the existing
literature in this area.

One of the first attempts to explore the properties of
hadrons at high temperatures was carried out by Hage-
dorn (1965; Hagedorn and Ranft 1968). On the basis of
a statistical bootstrap hypothesis he found that the den-
sity of hadronic states increases exponentially with
energy, and argued that this implies the existence of a
limiting temperature, above which hadronic matter can-
not exist. The Veneziano model of hadronic scattering
amplitudes, and later the dual string model, bolstered
this notion since they produced an exponentially in-
creasing number of (narrow) hadronic resonances
(Fubini and Veneziano 1969; Huang and S. Weinberg,
1970). However, the arguments for a limiting tempera-
ture are suspect once the temperature is greater than
the width of the resonances. If indeed hadrons are not
“elementary” particles, but rather bound states of con-
stituents, then the exponential increase of the density
of resonances might equally well indicate a phase tran-
sition to a state composed of free constituents. Cabbibo
and Parisi (1975) argued, in the framework of quark
models of hadrons where quarks are permanently con-
fined in hadrons, that the exponentially increasing den-
sity of states simply means that above some critical
temperature quarks are liberated. We shall see in this
paper that QCD supports this notion.

Another argument for a quark-liberating phase transi-
tion appeared shortly after the discovery of asymptotic
freedom and the focus on QCD as the theory of the

3For a comprehensive review of these results see Linde
(1979).
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strong interactions. Collins and Perry (1975) showed,
using renormalization group arguments, that as the
baryon density increases perturbation theory becomes
more reliable. In the absence of infrared singularities,
physical observables could be expanded, at sufficiently
high density or temperature, in powers of an effective
coupling which becomes arbitrarily small. Collins and
Perry argued, furthermore, that at finite density the
plasmon effect, i.e., the screening by the medium of
colored electric fields, eliminates infrared divergences
and that the Fermi momentum plays the role of an infra-
red cutoff. Thus they claimed that the equation of

state at large density could be perturbatively calcu-
lated and that it approaches that of an ideal relativistic
gas of quarks and gluons. Similar arguments may be
applied when the temperature (or both temperature and
density) is large. This suggests the possibility that

any physical observable could be calculated using an
asymptotic expansion in an effective coupling which de-
creases as the temperature or density is raised.

Further work on the properties of QCD at finite tem-
perature and density was carried out by Kisslinger and
Morley (1976a, 1976b), who stressed the role of
screening at finite temperature. Freedman and McLer-
ran (1977b), and Baluni (1978) have studied perturbative
QCD at finite density and have computed the thermo-
dynamic potential to O(g®). Kapusta (1979a) has eval-
uated the thermodynamic potential at finite temperature
and density to O(g?®). Although these explicit low-order
computations yielded sensible, infrared finite results,
screening has not been shown to remove infrared di-
vergences in higher orders. This has been discussed by
Linde (1979), who pointed out that finite temperature
may not provide a genuine infrared cutoff. We shall ex-
amine this issue in much greater detail below.

All of these authors have stressed the fact that zero-
temperature renormalization prescriptions suffice to
eliminate all ultraviolet divergences, i.e., no new tem-
perature or density dependent infinities appear. This
has been shown explicitly in one-loop (S. Weinberg,
1974) and two-loop (Kisslinger and Morley, 1976a,
1976b; Morley and Kisslinger, 1979) orders; for a
more general treatment see Taylor (1980).

Several of the above authors® have attempted to use
these perturbative results in astrophysical applications,
such as neutron star calculations. In addition there
have been other attempts® to use perturbation theory
at finite temperature or density to actually calculate
the value of the phase temperature (or density). These

4See Collins and Perry (1975); Morley and Kisslinger (1979);
and Freedman and McLerran (1978). See also Baym and Chin
(1976) and Keister and Kisslinger (1976).

5See, for example, Morley and Kisslinger (1979), Kalashni-
kovand Klimov (1979), and Shuryak (1979,1980). Several authors
(e.g., Kalashnikov and Klimov, 1979, and Kapusta, 1979a)
have also claimed that a phase transition will be signaled if the
pressure passes through zero. However, even if perturbative
calculations were reliable, this is not a valid criterion for a
phase transition. The pressure is normally defined by sub-
tracting the perturbative vacuum energy; nonperturbative con-
tributions will then make the zero-temperature, zero-density
pressure positive. Consequently, the pressure should never
vanish, even at a phase transition.
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calculations typically employ perturbation theory in a
region where the coupling is strong, and they are there-
fore unreliable. In fact, unless the temperature is un-
reasonably low, the higher-order corrections to the
equation of state (at least through the low orders which
have been calculated) are small, and there are no sub-
stantial deviations from ideal gas behavior. In order to
establish the existence of a transition from a perturba-
tive phase to a confining phase one clearly requires a
nonperturbative treatment which is capable of producing
confinement.

Lattice gauge theories (Wilson, 1974; Kogut and Suss-
kind, 1975) provide a model of QCD which in the un-
physical limit of strong coupling can be easily solved,
and which exhibits in this limit linear confinement.
Polyakov (1978) and Susskind (1979) have studied the
temperature dependence of the strong coupling lattice
gauge theory. They have given convincing arguments
that, as the temperature is increased, these theories
undergo a phase transition to an unconfined phase. This
important result illustrates how a confining theory can
lose confinement. For strong coupling, the energy
eigenstates are closed strings of electric flux whose
energy is proportional to their length. Free quarks
cannot exist at low temperature since the infinitely long
strings (required by flux conservation) which are at-
tached to them have infinite energy. However, as the
temperature is raised the probability of finding closed
loops of flux increases. Since the number of such closed
loops increases exponentially with their length (a la
Hagedorn), above some critical temperature entropy
overwhelms energy and a condensate of strings is
formed. One can then have free colored sources, since
the addition of one more flux string does not substan-
tially change the free energy. [This heuristic descrip-
tion of the work of Polyakov and Susskind is essentially
the same as that given by Banks and Rabinovici (1979). ]
Polyakov and Susskind argue that this mechanism per-
sists as one approaches the continuum limit by letting
the coupling vanish; however, they are unable to deal,
in a qualitative fashion, with this limit.

In this paper we shall discuss in detail the properties
of QCD at finite temperature from the point of view of
perturbation theory, semiclassical methods (instantons),
and effective lattice gauge theories. Most of the results
presented below are new, especially those relating to
the effects of instantons.® The resulting physical pic-
ture, however, substantially agrees with previous dis-
cussions. The basic scenario which emerges is as fol-
lows.

At sufficiently high temperature QCD definitely loses
confinement. Thermal excitations produce a plasma of
quarks and gluons which screens all (color) electric
flux. This is reflected in the behavior of the correla-
tion function of the timelike component of the gauge

®Many authors (Harrington and Shepard, 1978; Shuryak, 1978,
1980; Kapusta, 1979b; Killlman, 1979; Bilic and Miller, 1979,
1980) have attempted to estimate the contribution of instantons
at finite temperature or density. None of these papers actually
calculates the temperature or chemical potential dependence
of the instanton density, and in fact previous treatments have
seriously overestimated the finite-temperature instanton den-
sity.  (See Sec. VI.)
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field,
(A Ap(y) ~exp—m o |x~y|.

The electric screening length m_} is perturbatively cal-
culable and is of order (g7)™!, where g is the running
" coupling (g%~ 1/InT). The heavy quark potential con-
tains only a screened, short-range interaction, V(R)
~(exp-m, R)/R. However, this electric screening does
not remove all long-range correlations. In fact, the
infrared behavior of the theory is controlled by the dy-
namics of the spatial gauge field A;. For high tempera-
ture, this infrared behavior is equivalent to that of a
three-dimensional pure gauge theory with coupling g27.
Three-dimensional gauge theories are believed to de-
velop dynamically a mass gap proportional to the (di-
mensional) coupling. However, this cannot be com-
puted.perturbatively. Beyond a certain order, high-
temperature perturbation theory actually breaks down
due to the singular perturbative infrared behavior of
the spatial gauge fields. Thus, for sufficiently high
temperature, QCD yields an unconfined phase with a
computable electric scréening length of order (g7)*
and a (perturbatively) uncomputable mass gap of order
(g°7).

Topological charge is not automatically quantized at
finite temperature; finite action configurations exist
with any value of topological charge. However, due to
the dynamical effects of electric screening, only con-
figurations with integral topological charge actually con-
tribute to the functional integral. Consequently, the 6
dependence of the theory may be reliably computed by
expanding about instantons (which exist at any tempera-
ture). Large-scale instantons are suppressed, essen-
tially due to the electric screening, so that one obtains
a well defined, unambiguous contribution. The instan-
ton contribution to the free energy is negligible com-
pared to the perturbative corrections at any tempera-
ture where both calculations are reliable.

As the temperature is lowered, there must clearly be
a phase transition to a confined phase (assuming that
zero-temperature QCD confines). Such a transition,
from a low-temperature confining phase to a high-tem-
perature color screening phase, is consistent with the
picture, gleaned from strong coupling lattice gauge
theories, of a condensation of electric flux tubes as
the temperature increases. The transition temperature
cannot be reliably computed using either perturbative
or strong coupling lattice methods alone, and it is not
even clear whether the transition is of first or second
order. In quarkless QCD one can estimate the transition
temperature by combining semiclassical and lattice
techniques and constructing an effective lattice gauge
theory which summarizes the large-distance dynamics.
This yields a crude, but consistent, picture of the be-
havior of QCD at any temperature.

The remainder of this paper is largely devoted to de-
veloping and supporting this scenario in detail. The
outline of the discussion is as follows.

In Sec. II we discuss how to express the partition
function as a functional integral over periodic fields.
Particular attention is paid to the relation between the
spatial boundary conditions and the definition of a phy-
sical state. The physical observables we shall be con-
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sidering are then introduced and discussed.

In Sec. III we give a topological classification of the
smooth, finite-energy gauge fields which may contri-
bute to the functional integral. A complete classification
of periodic gauge fields, satisfying a weak asymptotic
condition that ensures finite energy, is given in terms
of three sets of invariants. Two of these are the famil-
iar Pontryagin index v and the values of the quantized
magnetic charges g,. The third is related to the asymp-
totic spatial behavior of the observable

Q(x)=Pexp ﬂth (¢,x), B=1/krT
A 0

which may be thought of as a closed, periodic timelike
Wilson loop. Its eigenvalues are gauge invariant and at
spatial infinity approach constant values, A3. Any
finite-energy gauge field is classified by A, ¢q,, and
v, in terms of which the topological charge

1 B N -
Q=353 fo dtf atrF,, F,,
is given by
Q=v+ an(lnA:)/Zni .

This is a generalization of a previously derived result
of Christ and Jackiw (1980). Many of the details of
our derivation are presented in Appendix B.

We expect that there exists a solution of the classical
Yang-Mills equations corresponding to the minimal
action field for each of these parameters. These clas-
sical fields are of interest in semiclassical approxima-
tions to the functional integral, and consist of vacuum
fields, periodic instantons, and magnetic monopoles.
In the remainder of this section we discuss the proper-
ties of the known solutions.

Section IV is devoted to a study of perturbation theory
at high temperature. We first review the calculation of
the free energy to O(g?®). (Odd powers of g arise due to
the presence of electric screening, which forces one to
resum perturbation theory so as to include the electric
mass m,, in the gluon propagator.) The one-loop gluon
propagator is discussed in detail here and in Appendix
C. We carefully continue the periodic Euclidean propaga-
tor backto Minkowski spaceand show that even though
electric fields are screened by the plasma of excita-
tions, static magnetic fields are unscreened to this
order. Higher-order contributions are then analyzed
using simple power counting arguments. Perturbation
theory is found to break down, and in fact only the first
five terms of the free energy [to O(g®)] are perturba-
tively calculable. A “magnetic” mass of order (g27T)
should be generated; however, a reliable calculation
requires a complete solution of the three-dimensional
pure gauge theory. These effects may be heuristically
understood as a consequence of the presence of topo-
logically unstable magnetic monopoles.

In Sec. V we discuss the 9 dependence at finite tem-
perature, which arises due to the possibility of adding
the surface integral i9Q ~i¢ [ FF to the Yang-Mills
action. At finite temperature it is not immediately
clear that the 0 dependence should be periodic, since
one can construct finite action fields with nonintegral
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topological charge @. Such a field must have Q(x)#1
as x— . We show that the contribution of such “infi-
nite-range” fields vanishes in the infinite volume limit.
An explicit illustration of this phenomenon is exhibited
by calculating the contribution of inequivalent vacuum
fields with Aj=constant. (Details are presented in Ap- .
pendix D.) The basic reason for this dynamical quanti-
zation of topological charge is once again the presence
of electric screening. We compute the leading high-
temperature behavior of the effective action and show
that the contribution of any gauge field is suppressed by
a factor of

exp—(é fd%clrmisz(Q—- 1)2> .

Therefore, only fields for which (x) -1 at infinity, and
hence which have @ =integer, contribute. Consequently,
the functional integral may be expanded about the mini-
mal action configuration in each topological charge sec-
tor. These fields are precisely the periodic instantons.
Large scale instantons are also suppressed by the elec-
tric screening so that the semiclassical approximation
is increasingly reliable as the temperature rises.

The precise contribution of instantons to the partition
function is evaluated in Sec. VI. Here we generalize
’t Hooft’s calculation of the fluctuations about an instan-
ton field to finite temperature. The instanton deter-
minants are computed for an SU(N) gauge theory (de-
tails are given in Appendix E), yielding the complete,
temperature-dependent, instanton density.

In Sec. VII the actual phase transition is discussed.
We first examine the behavior of the free energy. We
find that there are no substantial deviations from ideal
gas behavior, even when instanton effects are included,
until the temperature is so low that these calculations
become untrustworthy. We then construct, for the
quarkless theory, a crude effective lattice Lagrangian,
using semiclassical methods to evaluate the lattice
coupling as a function of lattice spacing and tempera-
ture. At zero temperature this yields an abrupt tran-
sition from weak to strong coupling behavior, and an
estimate of the string tension in terms of the renormal-
ization scale parameter in good agreement with nu-
merical lattice calculations. We find that as the tem-
perature increases the same picture persists for a
while, although the value of the string tension decreases
slowly. However, a substantial change is found when

= 3V0, where o is the value of the zero-temperature
string tension. Beyond this point instantons are greatly
suppressed, and one is in a simple perturbative phase.
Thus we have a global, albeit crude, picture of quark-
less QCD, valid for all distances and temperatures,
which undergoes a phase transition at 7,~ 3vVo. If this
were the real world T, would then equal =200 MeV. We
then discuss the problems of extending this discussion
to include dynamical, light quarks.

Section VIII contains some remarks concerning appli-
cations of this work, a list of open problems, and sug-
gestions for future research. Our notation is summar-
ized in Appendix A.

Each section has been written in as self-contained a
fashion as possible. Therefore, readers who are pri-
marily interested in a single topic, such as perturba-
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tion theory, are encouraged to turn directly to the rele-
vant section.

Il. FORMAL PROPERTIES OF FINITE-
TEMPERATURE FUNCTIONAL INTEGRALS -

The finite-temperature behavior of any fheory is spe-
cified by the partition function

Z=Tr(e "% 2.1)

and the thermal expectations of physical observables,

(o) 71 Tr(e #70). (2.2)
B=T"" is the inverse temperature (kz=1).

In the standard fashion one may derive functional in-
tegral representations for these quantities (Feynman
and Hibbs, 1965). For gauge theories, one finds (Abers
and Lee, 1973; Fadeev, 1976)

Z= f.‘DAuﬂ)@:sz exp (—g—12 S(A,i,zp)) s (2.3)

where

8
S =f dt(é; + "c’matt er) ’
[s]

and

N B
".Bmatter;:; fdsx ¢¢(¢+mi)¢i .

(See Appendix A for a review of our notation.) Owing
to the (Hilbert space) trace in the definition of Z, the
functional integral is restricted to fields satisfying the
periodicity conditions,’

A,(B,x)=A,(00,%),
¢(B,x) =—IP(0>X)7 i(B,X) =—$(0,X) .

We should like to sketch the derivation of this result in
order to exhibit the relation between the choice of bound-
ary conditions and the physical definition of the partition
function. It will be convenient to work in A,=0 gauge.
The matter fields will be ignored for simplicity; they
cause no change in the following procedure.

One begins with the quantum Hamiltonian,

(2.4)

H= fd%c% (gz(E“)z +?glz (B“)z) )

and a Hilbert space of states spanned by {|A(x))}. E %)
and A%(X) are canonically conjugate. One may write
e*Has lim,., (e"*M¥, ¢ = /N, and repeatedly use the
completeness relations to find

(A’ (x) | ®#| A" (x)
= fmA(t,x) exp(— 1/g? fadt fd3x%fr(A2+B2)) ,
o
where A(B, x)=A'(x) and A(0,x)=A"(x) are fixed. The
"The antiperiodicity condition satisfied by 3 and ¥ is a simple

consequence of the anticommuting coherent state representa-
tion of an operator trace.
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trace of e## in the full Hilbert space,

[ pA®) (A || A ,

could now be represented as a functional integral over
periodic gauge fields, A(B,x)=A(0,x). This answer,
however, would not be the physical partition function.
The difficulty is simply that Gauss’s law has not been
imposed and, consequently, the full Hilbert space con-
tains many unphysical states. Physical states must

satisfy
D+ E(X)| ) =0 for all x, (2.5)
which expresses the conservation of electric flux. (This

constraint commutes with the Hamiltonian.) In order to
satisfy Eq. (2.5) it is sufficient to require

exp< fdxtr [DA(x) -E(x)])lzpphys>= | ¥pnys) (2.6)

|

Z =Tr(PeH) = f DADA(AY[ePH|A)
A (0)=0

f 3)A(x)f DA(t, x) exp
A (2)=0 aB,x)=a%0,x

(-—f dtfd tr(A2+B2)).

for all A(x)=A%x)T* with compact support. Since Q(U)
=exp-1 j (DA ¢ E) is the unitary operator which imple-
ments the (time-independent) gauge transformation
U=e*, Eq. (2.6) shows that the imposition of Gauss’s
law is equivalent to the requirement that physical states
remain invariant under all gauge transformations whose
generators A(x) vanish at infinity. Just such states may
be selected by inserting the projection operator

p= f(,,) OSDA,leA)
= f( DA exp(—ifdaxir[DA(X)‘E(x)D (2.7
A (2)=0

into the functional integral. Since (A |Q(U)=(AY| (where
AU=U(8+A)U"), one finds the correct representation,

(2.8)

This exhibits Z as a functional integral over fields which are periodic up to a “twist.” To derive the strictly period-
ic form [Eq. (2.3)] one may redundantly insert the projection operator P more than once and define

Z=1lim Tr(Pe t#)¥ =

N—>

Here A(¢,x) has been renamed A4,(¢,x) and A, (f,X) is
now strictly periodic. A,(f,x) must vanish at spatial
infinity.

This form for the partition function contains an infi-
nite factor of the volume of the local gauge group. This
may be removed by applying the standard Faddeev—
Popov gauge-fixing procedure (Abers and Lee 1973;
Faddeev, 1976; Faddeev and Popov, 1967). It is im-
portant to note, however, that the local gauge group
is now composed of gauge transformations which are
periodic in time, U(8,x)=U(0,x). Consequently the
Faddeev—Popov determinant must be defined on the
space of periodic functions. Equivalently, the ghost
fields which are used to represent this determinant
must be anticommuting but periodic (Bernard, 1974).
(There has been some confusion in the literature about
this point.8)

This derivation shows that if all states which satisfy
Gauss’s law are to contribute to the partition function,
then A, (f,x) must vanish at spatial infinity. Relaxing
this boundary condition is equivalent to redefining the
projection operator P so as to further restrict the de-
finition of a physical state. For example, allowing
fields where A, -~ constant as X « to contribute to the

8See, for example, Baluni (1978).
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fs)A(t X)DA(, X) exp (-— f dtfd tr[(A-DA)2+BZ])

B
- DA, (t,%) exp( = f at [ @ trFfV).
4, B=4, 0,0 4¢

(2.9)

r
functional integral corresponds to including a projection
onto global color charge zero states,

fdA"exp(iA"Q“) , Q¢ =f da®s - E-.

Ix|—>c

Such a projection would prevent charged states from
contributing to the partition function. Since high tem-

' perature may cause nonconfinement, physical charged

states may be present and presumably should not be
excluded from the theory. This will be discussed fur-
ther in Sec. V. Similarly, different § sectors may be
separated by allowing the appropriate behavior for A,.
See Sec. V for details.

We would now like to review the various observables
which are of interest in studying finite-temperature
QCD. All thermodynamic quantities follow from the
free energy density,

F(T)=-(InZ)/BV .

(V is the spatial volume.) The pressure P(T) is simply
equal to minus the free energy density. The entropy
density s =8P/8T and the specific heat c,=T(8s/87).
Note that the entropy and the specific heat must be posi-
tive; therefore, the pressure must be concave upward.
The pressure must be continuous across any phase
transition. )

When using perturbation theory it is of course natural

(2.10)



Gross, Pisarski, and Yaffe: QCD and instantons at finite temperature ' 49

to study the behavior of the gluon and quark propagators.
Although these are not gauge invariant and hence not
physical observables, the propagators contain a wealth
of information about correlations in the theory. In or-
der to study correlations in the gauge field in a gauge-
invariant fashion, one may use the Wilson loop (Wilson,
1974), -

w[C]=trPexp (J; dx“A“) ,

where C is any closed contour and P denotes path order-
ing.

The Wilson loop is also the standard confinement cri-
terion used in zero-temperature, quarkless QCD. It
may be interpreted as the amplitude for an infinitely
heavy quark—antiquark pair to propagate around the
loop. If one considers a rectangular loop C of width R
and length ¢, then the expectation of the Wilson loop
yields the static quark—antiquark potential,

V(R)=lim - In(W[C]))/t.

t—>

(2.11)

V(R) is the minimal energy of a state containing a static
quark—antiquark pair separated by a distance R.

One is not interested in the minimal energy of the
quark pair at finite temperature, but rather in the aver-
age over the thermal ensemble of the energy of the
quark and antiquark. In other words, one wishes to
compute the trace of e®# over all states containing an
external source and sink of color electric flux, separ-
.ated by the distance R. This is given by the expecta-
tion of “Wilson strings,”

8
Q(x) zPexp(f tho(t,x)) . (2.12)
(]
Owing to the periodic boundary conditions, ©(x) may be
considered as a closed, timelike Wilson loop. One
easily finds that

{tr[e@)]tr[Q1(0)]) = exp[-BV(|x], B)]

where V(R, B) is the finite-temperature static quark
potential.

Note that spacelike Wilson loops do not function as
confinement criteria at finite temperature. They are
not related to the static quark potential (2.13), and
should simply be thought of as measuring correlations
in the spatial gauge field A(x).

(2.13)

I1l. PERIODIC FIELDS AND CLASSICAL SOLUTIONS
A. Classification

We should now like to discuss the different types of
gauge fields which may contribute to the functional in-
tegral (2.3). In order to do so, we must assume that the
functional measure [DAe ] is concentrated on fields
which are small fluctuations about smooth, finite-ener-
gy (that is §<«) configurations.’ Therefore we shall

9This assumption is certainly required for any type of semi-
classical approximation. Whether or not it remains true in
the full theory is an open question. It could be that infinite
energy, or at zero temperature infinite action, configurations
contribute in a theory like QCD where the infrared coupling
can be arbitrarily large. There is a well known example of
such a phenomenon in the two-dimensional x~y model, where
infinite energy vortices can exist at sufficiently high tempera-
ture (which is analogous to our strong coupling).
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examine the topological classification of smooth, finite-

energy, periodic gauge fields. Only the results of the

analysis are presented here; for details see Appendix B.
In order to ensure finite energy,

E=3|tr(B2+BY) <=,
we assume that tr (E? +B?)=0(1/7%%) as r = |x| =, or

E=DyA-34,=0%"?

B=(d+A)XxA=032
[0%/2=0(1/#%%"%), etc.]. This is a sufficient, but not
necessary, condition for finite energy. It is not known
if finite energy alone is sufficient for the following
classification. No other spatial boundary conditions
need be used.

The essential ingredient in our classification is an
examination of the behavior of the matrix

(3.1)

B8
Qx)=P exp( f tho(t,x)> .
0
Under any proper (i.e., periodic) gauge transformation
U(t,x),
Q(x) - U(0,x)QAx)U"1(0,x).

Thus the eigenvalues of 2 are gauge invariant and hence
are physical observables at finite temperature.
Using Eqgs. (3.1) and (2.4) one easily finds

D(A(0, x))2(x) = 32(x) +[ A(0,x),2(x)] =0/ (3.2)
Therefore, for any integer n, .
ntr(Q"IDR) =atr(Q") =032, (3.3)

This shows that the eigenvalues {)\} of ©(x) approach a
limit {x"}, independent of direction, as |x|~«. Thus
©(x) may be considered as providing a mapping from
the sphere at spatial infinity into the equivalence class
of A”. Consequently, the topology of Q(x) for |x| == is
classified by the winding of this mapping within the
equivalence class of A”. This winding is in fact charac-
terized by the quantized magnetic charges,

gy = lim 1 f d*s “tr(PB). (3.4)
{l x| =R}

Row 4T
[P,(x) is a projection onto an eigenspace of Q(x). The
magnetic charges {g,} arise as winding numbers of the
mapping of S, onto the coset space G/H, where H is the

~ isotropy subgroup of A”.]

One further integer is required to characterize the
remaining topology of 2. This is the well known
Pontryagin index v. [The index v is the winding number
for mappings of S3 onto the full group G. After any
“twist” of © at infinity associated with the magnetic
charges {q,} is removed by a (singular) gauge trans-
formation, the resulting field may be regarded as a
mapping of compactified three space (or S;) onto the
group G, leading to the familiar Pontryagin index.]

Thus all periodic gauge fields may be classified by
the asymptotic eigenvalues {7\“’} of 2, the magnetic
charges {q,}, and the Pontryagin index v. We show in
Appendix B that the topological charge,

1 2 =
Q=g [t Joxer o,
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is given by!?

Q=v+ 2; 1;;; Gu=v +8—;5 fdzs ‘ir[(1nQ)B]. (3.5)
Note that these topological quantities ({x“’}, qo, V) TE-
main invariant under any continuous local deformation
of the gauge field. Consequently, one might hope to
find the classical solution corresponding to the minimal
action field for any given values of these parameters.
Since the gauge field action is bounded by the topologi-

cal charge,

f F-F=|1 f F -F

one might expect the classical solutions to saturate this
inequality. In other words, one expects an exact self-
dual (F,,=F,)) or anti-self-dual (F,,=-F,,) classical
solution for every possible value of the classification
parameters {\"}, ¢,, and v. In the remaining parts of
this section we shall discuss the properties of these
classical solutions.

S= (3.6)

B

=8772]Q] ,

B. Vacuum fields

The simplest classical solution is of course pure vac-
uum, F,,=0. However, at finite temperature all such
solutions are not gauge equivalent (under proper, peri-
odic gauge transformations) (Batakis and Lazarides,
1978). Instead, the eigenvalues {1~} of © distinguish
inequivalent vacuum fields. Representatives of these
fields are clearly given by

A(t,x)=0, BAyt,x)=0, (3.7)

where o0 may be taken to be constant, diagonal, and
traceless. Obviously v=gq, =0 and A" =expo.

C. Periodic instantons

Next we consider solutions with zero magnetic charge
and nonzero Pontryagin index. Such solutions describe
periodic instantons. We shall see how such periodic
solutions may be constructed from the zero-tempera-
ture multiple-instanton solutions.

The general SU(N) multi-instanton solution with
Pontryagin index K contains 4NK parameters (Atiyah
et al., 1978; Christ et al., 1978; Corrigan et al., 1978).
This solution is believed to describe K instantons with
independent positions, sizes, and group orientations.
Assuming that this is the case, then a periodic instanton
may be constructed from the multi-instanton solution
which describes an infinite string of instantons located
at x=0 and xy,=n8, n € Z, with identical sizes and with
gauge orientations given by (w)™, w € G. (That is, the
gauge orientation rotates by w between any two nearest-
neighbor instantons.) This self-dual solution has one
unit of topological charge in the physical strip,
0<x,<p, and is periodic up to a gauge transformation

At +8,x)=w A, X)w .
Furthermore, 2(x)—~1 as || ~< since the instanton

107 simplified version of this result has been derived by
Christ and Jackiw (1980). These authors considered only
static fields with integer topological charge and imposed
several unnecessarily strict boundary conditions.
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fields are well localized. Consequently, if one applies
the (improper) gauge transformation U(f,x) = w’/#, then
a strictly periodic field with Q(x) - w as |x |~ will be
obtained. (w® for a € Z is defined by choosing any one
parameter subgroup which interpolates between w and
1. w may be taken diagonal without loss of generality.)
This field will describe a single periodic instanton with
Q=+1, S=87%, and A" =w.

Periodic multiple-instanton solutions may be similar-
ly constructed from zero-temperature solutions with
several different strings of instantons. Anti-instanton
solutions may obviously be constructed in an identical
manner. These solutions will describe any number of
periodic instantons (or anti-instantons), each with an
independent position, size, and orientation. It should
be stressed that raising the temperature does not in-
crease the classical action of an instanton. Hence
classically the temperature does not provide a cutoff
on the scale size of an instanton. This is unlike the be-
havior in scale-noninvariant theories, where the action
of a periodic instanton increases with increasing tem-
perature.

We should now like to examine the behavior of the
fields of the periodic instantons. Unfortunately, explicit
parametrization of the zero-temperature multi-instan-
ton solutions are available only when all instantons have
identical gauge orientations. As a result, we shall only
be able to present explicit expressions for solutions
with A =1. Fortunately, we shall be able to argue later
(Sec. V) that only fields with A =1 actually contribute
to the functional integral.

We may use the convenient 't Hooft solution (1976;
see Jackiw, Nohl, and Rebbi, 1977) to describe aligned
instantons,

n'a?n=o0,
A, =172 ,(7%/23)8,117
F,,=307-0m%,(7%/2i)7" -om™t,

(3.8)

Explicitly, )
K .
N(x)=1+2, pl/(x=z,)?
n=1

describes K instantons with positions {z,} and sizes
{pn}. Taking p,=p and z,=nBé,, n € Z, one finds the
periodic single instanton (Harrington and Shepard,
1978a)

2

I(¢,x) =1 +%)I:— sinhz% r/(cosh%T r- cosgﬁlt) . (3.9)
(r=|x|.) Note that this exhibits the periodic instanton
in a “singular” gauge where A, has a pure gauge singu-
larity at x =¢=0. This gauge singularity may be re-
moved by a periodic gauge transformation. (For ex-
ample, transforming to axial gauge results in an every-
where regular, periodic solution.) Note that (in any
periodic gauge) Q(x) =P exp( f,’4,) equals -1 at x=0 and
approaches +1 as |x| —<°.

For distances |x| <

(%)= (1 + 2% +p®/x? +2%0(x*/B%) , (3.10)

where x = 7p/B. If we let p’2 =p?/(1 +1\?), then
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20’ 7 x”
a B, 2 /22)2
Al =T +p/2)[1+0(x/ﬁ)]:

F —_ 4,2 Mas 1,1, +0(/8Y

I:Lll'—- Y m oauntBy B >

where I,, =8,, —2x,x,/x%. Thus, viewed on scales
much less than 8, the finite-temperature instanton is
identical to a zero-temperature instanton with a renor-
malized size p'2=p%/ (1 +8?). If p'< |*| «<pB (which re-
quires p << ), then the instanton may be characterized
as a four-dimensional self-dual dipole.

For distances |x|=7>g,
f(x)=1+xp/r +0(™ "),
—x® a‘liixf

—_— e _ & X
A7) > AT AL )

E?=B%~—[x%" = (v/2p)(6%7* = 3x°x")] /¥ (1 +7/ap)? .

A~ (3.11)

If x >)p then

E%=B¢~xp(5° = 3x%'/v?) /v

and the solution may be characterized as a three-di-
mensional dipole field. If B8 < »<<)p (which requires
p>pB), then

E$=B%~ - %% /7

and the fields describe a dyon with unit electric and
magnetic charges. See Fig. 1 for a schematic picture
of these regions. ‘

The periodic instanton obviously has several different
length scales associated with it, including p’, 8, and
Ap. In discussing the behavior of instantons at finite
température it will obviously be essential to identify
the relevant scale for each physical effect. For ex-
ample, most of the action density,

itrF,, F,,=%0%2, Inl)?,

is concentrated in a region of size p’ about the center
of the instanton. Note that 0 < p'2 < 3(8/1r)2 and that

1trF? |, 4= 5(21/B) .

Thus at nonzero temperature the field strengths do not
spread over an increasingly large region as p—~<.
Aligned multiple periodic instantons may obviously be

(a) @) I

B
(b) I o I

o

FIG. 1. (a) Small instanton p<<B. I: core region x ~ p, m:
four-dimensional dipole region p «<x << g, IIl: three-dimen-
sional dipole region B <<x. (b) Large instanton f<<p. I:
core region x ~ 3, II: dyon region f<<x <Ap, III: three-di-
mensional dipole region A p <x.
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constructed sim ilarly Specifically,

n(¢,x) = 1+Z smh——V /<cosh%r-rk—

(where 7, = |x —2,| and t,=¢ - 7,) describes K periodic
instantons located at (7,,z,). Further examination of the
fields proceeds exactly as above.

Discussion of the classical interaction of instantons
with anti-instantons, or with general background fields,
will be deferred until Sec. VII.

cos%t,)
(3.12)

D. Magnetic monopoles

We now turn to solutions with nonzero magnetic
charge. Naturally, these will be referred to as mag-
netic monopole solutions. It should be emphasized that
these are gauge field configurations with A, taking the
place of the conventional (adjoint) Higgs field.

The simplest solution is the original Prasad—Sommer-
field (PS) magnetic monopole (Prasad and Sommerfield,
1975). This static, self-dual solution has the form

AYx) = (v cothpr — 1)x%/7,
e b (3.13)
AY(x) = (ur eschpr — 1)g,,8°/r

The solution has an energy 8§ =8n2(u/27). Asymptot-

ically,
' a 1 za an~ i
Ag~ __,; X7, A Egx /7

EY=Bi~ X% /7.

Note that A,(x) is everywhere regular and vanishes at
the origin. Unlike the case of the instanton, the energy
depends on the scale of the solution, u. However,
lim,_,.A,=px*+0 (as required of any regular field with
nonzero topological charge“), and thus the value of u
may be considered as a boundary condition for the solu-
tion. The energy is a minimum for any local deforma-
tion of the fields. To obtain an anti-self-dual solutlon
one simply changes the sign of A,.

The existence of this solution is at first sight rather
surprising, since all axially symmetric self-dual solu-
tions were explicitly constructed by Witten (1977) and
were found to describe multiple-instanton configura-
tions. The resolution of this apparent paradox is that
the Prasad-Sommerfield monopole is simply a gauge
transform of the p —. limit of the periodic instanton.
Rossi (1979) found that

AT =U (9, +AU,
where
U(x,t)=exp[-(7 -x/24)6(r, 8],

- sinhpy sinpt
=t 12 e? B Y
o, 1) an [coshmf cospt -1

} (3.14)
and
A = 72 (7°/2i)8,In[(sinhpr/pr)/(coshpr — cosut)] .

[The p -~ limit simply serves to eliminate the 1 in Eq.
(3.9), resulting in the conformal invariant superpoten-

UThis is shown in Appendix B.
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tial (Jackiw, Nohl, and Rebbi, 1977). It is known that
the conformal solution possesses a residual gauge free-
dom which, if the instanton positions lie on a circle (or
line), corresponds to rotating the instanton positions
around the circle. This is why the p - limit of the
periodic instanton is actually static up to a gauge trans-
formation.!?]

The static (PS) monopole obviously may be considered
as a finite-temperature field for any period 8. Note that

Q(x) ~exp[Bu(T -x/27)]

as |x| -« and (0)=1. Thus the (PS) monopole pro-
vides finite-temperature solutions with

{7\“’}-———{6 iBu /2’e-iBu /2}’
q®={+1,-1}, v=[Bp/27], and @ =Bu/27. If we choose
B=27n/u so that @ =1, then the gauge transformation
[Eq. (3.14)] which takes the p -« periodic instanton into
the static monopole is not periodic, but rather anti-
periodic.

We have found (or at least described) exact solutions
with any values for {1} and v, and with zero or one
unit of magnetic charge. The existence of-multiply
charged solutions remains an open problem. Static
multimonopole solutions are believed to exist, have a
known number of parameters (E. Weinberg, 1979a), and
may be approximately constructed for large separation
(Manton, 1977). However, attempts to find an explicit
construction have so far proved unsuccessful (Adler;
1979; E. Weinberg, 1979b). Unfortunately, such multi-
monopole solutions cannot be constructed as a limit of
the explicit multi-instanton solutions[Eq. (3.12)].
Taking the limit p,—« (or dropping the 1) simply yields
a periodic solution with E¢ =8¢~ —x"%!/7? and 2~1 as
x -, These solutions may not be gauge transformed
into static fields. Perhaps multimonopole solutions
may be obtained from appropriate limits of the general
periodic instanton with A # 1. However, explicit para-
metrizations of the general multi-instanton solution ap-
pear necessary to verify this conjecture.

IV. PERTURBATION THEORY IN HIGH-TEMPERATURE QCD

 In this section we shall study QCD at high temperatures by examining the perturbative behavior of the theory.
Since the running coupling g(7") vanishes as 7' -, one might hope that perturbation theory would be reliable at suf-
ficiently high temperature. We shall see below to what extent this expectation is true.

We shall apply standard perturbative expansions to the functional integral (2.3). However, one is immediately
confronted with the problem of deciding which of the inequivalent classical vacuua (3.7) to expand about. We shall
temporarily assume that the traditional choice, A, =0, is correct and shall carefully justify this choice in Sec. V.

We choose to work in Feynman (a =1) gauge and hence write

2= [ oA, 0705050 exp (- [atx[3AU=0676,,)A8 + D70, + 576"+ LA ,)])

2 - -a
Lne = OADALAL +EL (U ALALY + 8T M0/ 2010, + 8 (2,ENALCE

For convenience, we have specialized to the chirally
symmetric limit, m;=0. A, has been rescaled to gA ,.
The coupling g should be understood to be the renor-
malized coupling defined at a scale which we may
choose to be 7. [Counterterms are not explicitly indi-
cated in (4.1).]

A. Free energy

The lowest-order contribution to Z is obtained by
simply dropping £,;,; and performing the resulting
Gaussian integrals. Thus,

Z =det;1/¥(-23%5,,6) det (—23%6%) det™ (7)

=det]}(-2325%%) det™ (7). (4.2)

The subscripts + or — indicate that the determinant is
to be evaluated on the space of periodic or antiperiodic
functions, respectively. These determinants may be
easily calculated (see Appendix D). One finds

2
In deti(—az)z_.%_g.(f-g _(1:81)> ‘

Thus the leading contribution to the free energy density,

12R, Jackiw is thanked for reminding the authors of this
point.
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(4.1)
r
F=-1nZ/BV, is given by
772T4
==z (N* =1+ LNNj). (4.3)

This is, of course, simply the free energy of a gas of
noninteracting, massless particles.

The perturbative corrections to this result may be
evaluated by expanding Eq. (4.1) in powers of £,,; and
computing the resulting Feynman diagrams. Zero-
temperature renormalization prescriptions eliminate
all ultraviolet divergences; no temperature-dependent
infinities remain (S. Weinberg, 1974; Morley and
Kisslinger, 1979). Kapusta (1979a) has evaluated the
first two corrections to Eq. (4.3). He finds

2.4
g1
F=§ +5g W' =WV + §N,)
girt 1 3/2 4
- W* =[N +N,/2)]% +0(g*) . (4.4)

The first O(gz) correction comes from the two-loop
graphs shown in Fig. 2. The O(g®) term is the leading
contribution from the sum of ring diagrams shown in
Fig. 3. These diagrams are increasingly infrared di-
vergent and must be resummed to form 3 Trln(D,,/DY%,).
D,, is the full gluon propagator. [This is the first term
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FIG. 2. O(g? contributions to the free energy.

in the skeleton expansion of the free energy in terms of
full propagators and proper vertices (Freedman and
McLerran, 1977a) and will be discussed further below.]
The presence of this nonperturbative (i.e., nonanalytic
in g2) term in the free energy is a consequence of color
screening. To understand this phenomenon it is much
more instructive to consider directly correlation func-
tions such as the gluon propagator. We consider this
topic next.

B. Gluon self-energy

The full gluon propagator D45 (x) =(A%L(x)AJ(0)) may be
expressed in terms of the one-particle irreducible self-
energy, H‘:}L(w,k),

D (wn, k) =[(w?+k*)8%6,, + 1% (w,, k)] .

[ Remember that D,,(¢,x) is periodic in time; conse-
quently its Fourier transform involves a sum over the
discrete frequencies ky=w,=(27/B)n.] The timelike
direction ¢, is physically distinguished at finite temper-
ature due to the finite period 8. As a result one may

’ 2 4
50 0N, [ B ey + dadf) /a2 + )
&g

2 d4q

2

Note that to one-loop order, II,, is transverse for any
frequency.

To study the screening caused by thermal fluctuations
we should like to examine I, (w,k) for low spatial mo-
mentum, k~0. We show in Appendix C that as k-0,

0,,(w,=0,k) ~ 3g* TN + N;/2)5,,5,, (4.8)
and
0, (w,#0,k) ~[ 32T (N + N;/2) +flw)]36,:6,; . (4.9)

[ See Appendix C for the explicit form of f(w,). It will
be unnecessary for our discussion.]

+5-6" N f(zﬂ)4 {2k,k, —4(k +),q, —4q,(k +q), + 25,,[ (k +q)* +¢* = 2K*]}/q*(k +q)* .

construct four independent, symmetric, O(3) covariant
tensors depending on a single vector 2. For example,

Auvzéui(éij _kikj/kz)éiu )
Buuz(éuo _kukﬂ/kz)kz/kz(éuo —kvko/kz) ’

1 1 _
Cuv=T55 B0~ kuko/RR, /K| +—ﬁku/ [k [(8, = R Ro/RP) ,

D,,=k,k,/RE.
Note that
A+ By, =8,, —k,k,/R.
Thus the self-energy (which is always diagonal in color)
may be decomposed as
n% =6%M,,=(ad,, +BB,;, +yC,, +06D,,)0%. (4.5)

D,, satisfies a Ward identity, which implies that
k,k,D,,=a=1. At zero temperature this condition plus
Euclidean invariance implies that £,II,,=0, or

,,= %Haa(éuu _kukv/kz) .

However, at finite temperature this merely provides
one relation among the above coefficients, namely,

5= b/ +8). (4.6)

Note that at zero frequency y(w =0, k) must vanish due
to (Euclidean) time reversal invariance. Consequently,
the static self-energy II,,(w=0,k) is always transverse.

To O(g?), the self-energy is given by the one-loop
diagrams in Fig. 3(b). Explicitly, these yield

(4.7)

I

The result (4.8) shows that A, develops a one-loop
mass due to the thermal fluctuations. This mass, which
we shall call the “electric” mass m,,, is given by

ml = 1py(w=0,k=0)=3g*T* (N + N,/ 2) . (4.10)

Note that both quark and gluon fluctuations contribute to
the mass. The possibility of this electric mass is a
direct consequence of the fact that at finite temperature
the only way to approach zero (four) momentum, 2=0,
is to first set ky=w,=0 and then let k~0. Hence
yo(w=0,k) is unconstrained by the transversality of
the self-energy and so need not vanish at k=0.

FIG. 3. (a) O(g® contribu-
tion to the free energy. (b)
0(g? gluon self-energy.

B~ = Ot et
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However, the static spatial sélf-energy II;/(w=0,k)
must be transverse; k;II;,(w=0)=0. Consequently,

0,;(w=0,k) =5(8,; - k;k;/K*) I (w=0,k) . (4.11)

If I1;;(2 =0) is nonzero, then the two transverse com-
ponents of A will have developed a “magnetic” mass,
ey =3%11;,(w=0,k=0). The one-loop self-energy (4.7)
is insufficiently divergent as k -0 to develop the direc-
tional singularity (4.11) required for a magnetic mass
(see Appendix C). Consequently, to one-loop order the
spatial components of the gauge field A remain mass-
less.

The electric mass (4.8) implies that

<An(x)A0(y)> ~g~Mellx"yl

as [x-y|—-«. (The nonzero frequency correlations
fall off much more rapidly, as e “'*7' ) Thus A, ac-
quires a finite correlation length of (m,) !, (See below,
however.) Provided that higher-order corrections re-
main unimportant, this result implies that

trQ(x) trQ(0)") ~ 1+ g10(e " 2mellxl) (4.12)

[The one gluon exchange term, of order g2exp(-m alx/|),
vanishes due to the separate traces in (4.12). ]
Consequently,; the heavy quark potential behaves as

V(R)~8*0(e™®"elR) a5 R~ oo,

showing that heavy quarks are unconfined at high tem-
peratures. This lack of confinement is caused by the
screening of the (color) charge of the heavy quarks due
to the thermal fluctuations. (We shall discuss the re-
gion of validity of this result below.)

So far we have discussed the behavior of the gluon
propagator in Euclidean space. This is the relevant
domain for considering the perturbative behavior of the
theory (see Sec. IV.C). However, one may choose to
examine the Minkowski space behavior of the propaga-
tor; that is,

D,(x)=Trie T[A,(x)A0)]}/Z,

where A, (f,x)=e''A4,(0,x)e " is a genuine Heisenberg
field operator. This is the appropriate correlation
function for use in examining the real-time (linear) re-
sponse of the system to perturbations which displace it
from thermal equilibrium.

The Minkowski space propagator is simply the analy-
tic continuation of the Euclidean propagator, D,w(l,x)
=9,,(it,x). However, the Fourier transform of the
Minkowski propagator, D ,,(ky,k), is not just the con-
tinuation of D,,(w,,k) (Kadanoff and Baym, 1962; Dolan
and Jackiw, 1974). Rather, one must first continue
D, (w,, k) to arbitrary (Euclidean) energy w. This con-
tinuation D, ,(w, k) is uniquely defined by the require-
ment that it not have an essential singularity at w =<
(Baym and Mermin, 1961). The resulting D,,(w,k) is
analytic in the right and left w half-planes. Across the
imaginary axis it will have some discontinuity

puv(kO;k) =®uu(iko - S’k) - Quu(iko +g, k) .

pulky,K) is the spectral density; it defines the possible
energies for an excitation of momentum k. [In fact,

punt) = [dtxe ™ ([4,(),4,00)]) ]
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The Minkowski space propagator D,,(k) may now be re-
constructed as (Dolan and Jackiw, 1974)

s wd_k_q,_ k/ k( 1+f(k01) f(ko') )
Dy (k) =1 L 27 puv ks, ) ky—ky+i€ Ry —k{ —it

=o,,(i(ky +i€),k) +f(ke)p,. (k).

Here f(ky) =1/(eB*0 - 1).
Applying this procedure to the one-loop results (4.8)
and (4.9), we find (in Feynman gauge) that

6ut()évt) + cuiévi ‘
KE+my (K /RP) T kP + 5 [my + flRy)|(RG/R?)
as k—-0. If we take k—0 for k;#0, then

5,:0,: 8,0040
=0)= + . 1
Dullo 20,k =00 = et S e kg 41D

Duv(k) ~

We show in Appendix C that f(k,) vanishes as ky— 0.

Consequently, the continued propagator (4.13) has a
pole at k% =—4m?, +0(g®). Thus the spectral density
equals :

puu(ko,kzo) :ZWE(kO)[éuiéuié(k% - %7”%31) + 5u05u05(k%)] .
(4.14)

This shows that the transverse, zero-momentum ex-
citations have an energy of m, /v 3. This is the analog
of the usual plasmon (Pines, 1964)., One might be
tempted to conclude from this that all transverse gluons
have acquired a mass m,, /v 3, that all color fluctua-
tions are screened, and that no long-range forces exist
at finite temperature (Kisslinger and Morley, 1976a,
1976b). However, this is wrong. The problem is that
D,,(k) is not analytic about k=0. So, for example, the
limits 2y -~ 0 and k -0 do not commute. In fact, if we
first set £y=0 and then let k~0, we find

6Ll-l)5110 6uiévi

D, (kg =0,k ~0)=
uv( 0 ) (k2+mil) kz

+ (4.15)
and p,,(ky=0,k~0)=0.
Since, for a static electric field

(E(x)E(X')) =(2A(x)3A(x")) + (higher orders),

Eq. (4.15) may be interpreted as showing that a static
external electric field is screened by the plasma of
thermal excitations. (m.) ! is the electric screening
length. However, for a static magnetic field

(B(x)B(x')) =(3 < A(x)a X A(x")) +(h.0.).

Consequently, Eq. (4.15) shows that a static external
magnetic field is unscreened and so penetrates the
plasma. Thus (to one-loop order) the plasma of ther-
mal excitations acts like a conductor but not a super-
conductor. [This same behavior is found in a finite-
density, zero-temperature quark gas (Freedman and
McLerran, 1977b).]*?

This discussion has been slightly oversimplified at

13Naturally, one may also consider the one-loop quark propa-
gator and its continuation back to Minkowski space. One finds
(for massless quarks) that S(p) ~ﬂ/(p2 +m§) for p ~0 with
m3= m2(N2=1/2N)g2T%/8. This chirally invariant “mass”
physically reflects the presence of a coherent polarization
cloud which surrounds the quark. '
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two points which will now be clarified. First, although
ITyo(w =0,k =0) is nonvanishing, the explicit one-loop
expression (4.7) is not analytic in k about the origin.
Thus the Fourier transform

fdakeu"/ [k + (k)] ,

which occurs in Dyy(¢,x) does not in fact decay exponen-
tially with a correlation length of (m.,) !. Second, the
pole in

“Dii(iko;k =0)~ ("k%GU + Hij(’v');kto))-1

(which determines the plasmon mass) is not precisely at
ky=2m,/V 3 but rather is shifted by an imaginary
amount of order ¢°T (into the physical sheet). See Ap-
pendix C for the explicit expression. Fortunately, these
difficulties with the analytic structure of I1,, are simply
artifacts of our failure to do a fully self-consistent cal-
culation. Specifically, the internal gluon propagators
in Eq. (4.7) represent the bare massless gluons,
Higher-order corrections will include terms which re-
place these bare propagators with full propagators. Re-
summing these terms will yield a self-consistent in-
.tegral equation for the self-energy which is an approxi-
mation to the full Schwinger—Dyson equations. (This
will be discussed further in the next subsection.) Since
1I,, is O(gz) the only relevant effect of this procedure
will be to correct the analyticity properties of the gluon
propagator. This improved propagator will then yield a
finite static correlation length of (m,,)”! and a real
plasmon mass equal to m,.; /v 3 (up to higher-order cor-
rections).

C. Higher orders

At sufficiently high temperature one might expect the
lowest-order results to yield an increasingly accurate
representation of the free energy. Standard renormal-
ization group arguments yield

F(T,g,A0)=(T/T,)'F(T,,5(T),A),

where A is the renormalization point and g%(7T) is the
effective coupling which vanishes (as 1/InT) for large
T. Thus if the free energy has a simple power series
asymptotic expansion for small g2, then F(7') could be '
calculated to arbitrary precision for large enough tem-
perature. Unfortunately this is not the case. The sing-
ular infrared behavior of the Green’s functions vitiates
a naive expansion in powers of g2.

One source of infrared divergences arises from mul-
tiple insertions of the one-loop gluon self-energy. For
example, consider the contribution to the free energy
of the graphs in Fig. 3(a), in which a timelike gluon
circulates around the loop. These terms behave as

(4.16)

1
5 e =00/ >2).

They are infrared divergent due to the generation of an
electric mass [I1,,(0,k=0)#0]. Clearly these diver-
gences reflect the need to reexpress the perturbative
expansion in terms of the full propagators instead of
bare massless propagators. This may be achieved quite
simply by adding the full self-energy, 3A“Il, A", to the
free Lagrangian and subtracting it from the interaction
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terms.!* This yields an improved expansion using full
propagators, which eliminates the above infrared di-
vergences. The leading term in the free energy will
now contain —3Indet(®,,) in place of the free gluon de-
terminant in Eq. (4.2). This includes the zero-frequen-
cy contribution

1 3
% (%5)% tr {In [1+11%2 (0, k) /K| - T128(0, k) /%)
2
=_£Nl+ﬂl) T m3,+0(g%),

which [using Eq. (4.10)] immediately yields the O(g3)
term in (4.4). Similarly, order g% corrections to m?2,
will induce O(g°) corrections in F, etc. A systematic
expansion of this sort requires that we determine the
self-energy from the Schwinger-Dyson equations and
insert it into a skeleton expansion of the free energy.
(For details of the skeleton expansion for & see Freed-
man and McLerran, 1977a.)

We shall now discuss the behavior of this improved
expansion. If we were dealing with QED, instead of
QCD, the above procedure would eliminate all infrared
divergences, and the free energy could be expanded to
arbitrary order in powers of e. The timelike photons
acquire in lowest order a static electric mass of order
eT, and thus their propagators are finite at zero mo-
menta. This is not the case for spacelike photons,
which remain massless. However, since their only

static interaction is with electrons, whose energy can
never vanish due to the antiperiodic boundary conditions

fi.e., w;=(2n+1)1/8], all diagrams containing electron
loops are infrared finite and can be expanded in the ex-
ternal momenta. Consequently, each term in the im-
proved expansion is infrared finite. [In fact, as we
shall discuss below, the behavior of QED for low mo-
menta, g<eT, is equivalent to a three (space-time)-
dimensional theory of free photons (i.e., A) and a neu-
tral scalar field (i.e., 4,) of mass ~eT, with a quartic
coupling of order ¢*T.] The only surprising feature is
that the perturbative expansion is a series in e instead
of &2,

Unfortunately, the infrared behavior of QCD is much
more singular due to the self-interactions of the gluons.
Consider the contribution to F of an arbitrary n-loop
diagram consisting of spatial gluons with zero energy.
The contribution that arises from the region where all
spatial momenta are of order g will behave as

[ng(qS)/(q4)]n-1 ~ (g2T/q)n-1

for small q. (Note that each new loop contributes a fac-
tor of g%, a factor of T'¢® from phase space, and a fac-
tor of 1/¢* from the new vertices and propagators.)
Thus due to the self-coupling of the massless spacelike
gluons, higher-order corrections to § are increasingly
divergent.

Fortunately, the remedy for this disastrous situation
may be found in these very singularities! The singu-
larities arise because the spatial gluons were assumed
to be massless. This is true to lowest order, since the
one-loop self-energy (4.7) was not sufficiently infrared

singular to produce the directional singularity (4.11) re-

4The ghost propagator should be similarly resummed.
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quired to generate a magnetic mass. However, higher
orders, starting with the two-loop self-energy, are
singular enough to potentially generate a magnetic mass
M. Of Order g?T. After resuming the perturbation ex-
pansion so as to replace bare with full propagators, all
infrared divergences will be removed by such a mass,
since the momenta flowing through spacelike gluon lines
will be cut off at g=m ,,. The contribution of the low-
momentum region, g <m,,,, for an n-loop graph will
then be of order (g2T /m,,.)"", which is finite.

If the infrared divergences are cured in the above
fashion, does this mean that one can calculate the
expansion of F in powers of g¢? The answer, unfortu-
nately, is no (Linde, 1979). Since the magnetic mass is
at most of order g7, beyond some point increasingly
complex graphs will be of the same order in g2.

Thus at some point in the expansion of &, or in the
expansion of Green’s functions for external moment ¢
< Mp.. We lose perturbative calculability. For the free
energy one finds that this occurs first at order g°®, and
therefore while the first five terms of § are perturba-
tively calculable, beyond this point an infinite number
of diagrams contribute to order g°. The value of m?%,,
itself is incalculable, since it receives contributions
from n-loop graphs of order (g?7)"/(g?T )2~ g%T'?, (For
that reason we have not attempted to calculate the two-
loop contribution to m,,.)

Clearly, perturbation theory breaks down. At best
we may assume that ¥ is expandable to order g® and that
the coefficient of g€ is finite, although incalculable. If
M .. Vanishes, then the expansion of § would actually
diverge. Although this result is a straightforward con-
sequence of the infrared power counting arguments, one
may feel that a simple physical picture is missing. In
other words, why must the magnetic mass be O( g%7T)
instead of, for example, O(g3%T)? Why is the free en-
ergy incalculable at O(g®) instead of O(g%)? [By con-
trast, the fact that the one-loop electric mass is O(g7T)
is easy to understand. It follows from noting that ex-
ternal electric fields are screened by the charged par-
ticles in the thermally excited plasma. The average
separation between particles is ~1/7 (since the density
of gluons or quark-antiquark pairs is ~7'®) and their
coupling to the electric field is ~g. Consequently, the
screening length is ~(g7)™.]

- We should like to argue that the above results should
have been expected. First, since the infrared diver-
gences treated above arise from regions where all in-
ternal energies vanish, the singularities are the same
as would arise in a three-dimensional gauge theory. In
general the infrared behavior at high temperature
of a d-dimensional theory is given by an equivalent
(d — 1)-dimensional theory. Here the equivalent theory
is a three-dimensional gauge theory, whose coupling is
g°T. The static component of A, behaves like a scalar
(Higgs) field in the, adjoint representation, whose mass
is m,, ~gT. The quarks and the nonstatic components
of the gauge field all behave as massive particles with
mass ~7'. Since these are much larger than the funda-
mental scale of the theory, i.e., g2, one expects 4,,
the quarks, and all nonstatic fields to decouple as T
-, The decoupling theorem (Applequist and Carra-
zone, 1975) assures us that this is true up to correc-
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tions of order g*T /m, ~g or gT/T ~g?, and up to a
renormalization of the coupling (g27") due to the heavy
particles. Since the three-dimensional pure gauge the-

~ory is not merely renormalizable, but actually super-

renormalizable, these renormalization effects should
be fully computable. In fact, one may explicitly exam-
ine all superficially ultraviolet divergent graphs and
see that the heavy particles induce no effects which are
not suppressed by powers of g. (The electric mass for
A, and the first five terms of the free energy could be
considered as such renormalization effects since they
are sensitive to momentum g > g27. These explicitly
calculable terms have already been taken into account
and, consequently, may be disregarded now.)

So, we learn that the leading infrared behavior of
high-temperature QCD is the same as a three-dimen-
sional pure gauge theory at a coupling g27'.®* The three-
dimensional theory is completely finite. The only mass
scale which appears is the coupling gT. Consequently,
the mass gap (i.e., M pae) Can only be a pure number
(possibly zero) times g?T. Similarly, the three-dimen-
sional free energy is a constant times (g27)*. Pertur-
bation theory is obviously useless for computing the
infrared properties of the three-dimensional theory;
there is no small, dimensionless parameter. Thus the
previous breakdown of perturbation theory is simply re-
flecting the (perturbative) incomputability of three-di-
mensional non-Abelian gauge theories.'®

However, one does believe that non-Abelian gauge
theories are confining and possess a mass gap in any
dimension less than or equal to four. Consequently,
one expects a nonzero magnetic mass of order g27.
(Similarly, one expects spacelike Wilson loops to ex-
hibit area law behavior. Remember that this three-di-
mensional “confinement” has nothing to do with the be-
havior of real heavy quarks.)

This shows why the magnetic mass was O(g2T) and
why the O( g% terms in the free energy were incalcula-
ble. We also learn slightly more from this approach.
In our previous power counting arguments we did not
bother to worry about possible factors of Ing?. How-
ever, the fact that the heavy particles induce no re-
normalization effects which are not suppressed by pow-
ers of g shows that, for example, no such logs appear
in the O(g®T) magnetic mass. (Factors of Ing could ap-
pear in the terms which are down by powers of g. In
principle such logs could sum up to form g7, If y<-1
we would have a nonperturbative breakdown of the de-
coupling theorem; we can only assume that this does
not occur.)

15This shows that the high-temperature limit of the quantum
partition function reduces to the classical partition function.
For a recent discussion of this point see Dolan and Kiskis
1979).

180ne may have entertained the notion that all the infrared
divergences, indicated by the power counting analysis, might
miraculously cancel among themselves, so that the theory
would remain perturbatively calculable. However, this pos-
sibility is equivalent to the assumption that the sum of all n-
loop diagrams (n =2) of the three-dimensional pure gauge
theory identically vanish. This would imply that the three-di-
mensional theory is trivial, which is absurd. Hence perturba-
tion theory must break down,
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Finally, we should like to present an extremely intui-
tive picture of the mechanism producing this magnetic
mass. We shall argue that it is due to magnetic screen-
ing by topologically unstable magnetic monopoles.

Among the many fluctuations contributing to the origi-
nal functional integral, let us consider the effects of
spatial magnetic monopoles. By this we mean fields
with long-range magnetic fields, B~1/%2, and with
Q(x)~1 for x—~«. For example, we may consider a
static field with A,=0 and where A describes a Wu-
Yang monopole (Wu and Yang, 1969). From Sec. III we
know that such fields will not possess topologically con-
served magnetic charge and hence will be unstable.
Such a field will be characterized by an arbitrary spa-
tial scale size R. As R —<, the energy of the field may
be made arbitrarily small. However, the field may be
made a constrained solution subject to a single con-
straint which fixes the scale size R. Owing to the 1/7?
long-range behavior of the magnetic field, the minimal
energy will be § =c/g?R for some constant ¢. (The 1/g?
appears because A~1/g.) Let us imagine expanding the
functional integral about these unstable monopoles. We
shall have to treat the position and size of the monopole
as collective coordinates (Polyakov, 1977). Consequent-
ly, their contribution to the functional integral will
(suppressing irrelevant factors) behave like

6z~ [ (X exp(-cB/sR)

~ fdsx f—dg exp[-(cB/g?R+3 nR)]. (4.17)
The 3 InR clearly represents the entropy associated
with the three translational degrees of freedom. Since
the energy favors increasing the monopole size, while
the entropy opposes this, there will be an optimal size
which maximizes the contribution. This occurs at R
=¢/3g%T. Factors of g2 may be simply scaled out of the
integral [Eq. (4.17)] and we learn that these monopoles
give a contribution of order (g°7*) to the free energy.
This does not have the typical et/ form characteristic
of a topologically stable configuration. Rather, we see
that these unstable monopoles are indistinguishable
from perturbative fluctuations about the vacuum. Since
A(x)~0(1/g|x|) we may estimate the monopole contri-
bution to the gluon propagator (A A ) by averaging A(x)
A(y) over all monopole positions and multiplying by the
density [Eq. (4.17)]. In momentum space, we find (as
k—~0)

5(AA)~g*T?/Kk",

This looks just like a mass insertion of an O(g2T) mag-
netic mass.

Thus we see how a magnetic mass of order g27 can
arise from magnetic screening due to a finite density of
topologically unstable magnetic monopoles. Note that
we are not claiming to be able to do a reliable semi-
classical calculation by expanding around these mono-
poles. This is impossible precisely because the un-
stable monopoles are in fact indistinguishable from per-
turbative fluctuations. However, they provide a very
intuitive picture of how the magnetic mass can arise.

This description is very similar to Polyakov’s treat-
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ment of three-dimensional compact QED. The only dif-
ference is that the Abelian monopoles in compact QED
are topologically stable and therefore have a minimal
action of O(1/g?). Consequently, the monopoles are
very dilute and only generate a mass gap of order

eV & (Polyakov, 1977).

The overall picture of the high-temperature phase of
QCD is that of an electrically screening phase with a
correlation length (m,,)™ ~1/gT and a magnetic mass
gap M .~ £32T. Owing to Debye screening heavy quarks
are not confined. Although the electric mass may be
reliably calculated in lowest-order perturbation theory,
a genuine calculation of the magnetic mass appears to
require the complete solution of the three-dimensional
pure gauge theory. In Sec. VII we shall discuss the ex-
pected behavior of QCD as the temperature is lowered.

V. 6 DEPENDENCE AT HIGH TEMPERATURE

Owing to dimensional transmutation, it would appear
that quarkless QCD has no free parameters. However,
one may add to the action [Eq. (2.3)] the surface inte-
gral

(i6/32772)fd4xferFw:iGQ ,

thereby apparently introducing an adjustable parameter
0.

On the other hand, as noted in Sec. II, A(f,x) must
vanish at spatial infinity if all states satisfying Gauss’s
law are to contribute to the partition function. This im-
plies that the topological charge @ is always zero (see
Appendix B). Consequently, no 6 dependence can arise,
since nontrivial dependence requires that field configur-
ations with @ #0 contribute to the functional integral.

Should one allow fields with nonzero @ to contribute?
Consider the contribution of fields satisfying Q(x)— 1 as
x — o for which @ is always an integer (see Sec. II).
The effect of the ¢*°? term in the functional integral is
to project out states— 0 states—which transformas [§),
~ ¢i"®|y)  under any gauge transformation which is con-.
stant at infinity and has winding number »n (Jackiw and
Rebbi, 1976). Thus by relaxing the boundary conditions
on A, at spatial infinity one can restrict the theory to a
smaller subspace of physical states. [Note that the
above projection is consistent with Gauss’s law (2. 6),
since a regular gauge transformation whose generator
vanishes at infinity has winding number zero.] Con-
versely, imposing the boundary condition A (¢,%)=0
means that one is summing over qall physical states, in-
cluding all @ states, in the partition function.

What is one to do? Since one can show that no physi-
cal operator can connect states with different values of
6, it follows that 6 labels completely disjoint sectors of
the theory. In particular, a complete physical theory
may be built on each 6 vacuum (Callan, Dashen, and
Gross, 1976; Jackiw and Rebbi, 1976). It will be shown
below that different § worlds have different physical
properties. Therefore, in order to calculate the ex-
pectation values of observables in a pure state, not in
a mixture, one must project onto a single 6 sector.

One might now wonder whether additional physically
distinct sectors will be revealed if fields with Q(«)=#1
are included. However, this does not appear to be the
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case. For example, including fields where A, is con-
stant as x — < is equivalent to inserting a projection on-
to global color charge zero states. Thus one is separ-
ating color charge superselection sectors. However,
different charge sectors should not yield physically in-
equivalent theories. Thus there appears to be no for-
mal reason for including “infinite range” fields with
Q(o)#1.

As further confirmation of this idea, we shall next
argue that for sufficiently high temperature, even if
such infinite-range fields are included in the functional
integral, their relative contribution to the partition
function vanishes in the thermodynamic (V — «) limit.
(This behavior is analogous to that of a Coulomb gas.
One need only include configurations which satisfy
charge neutrality in the partition function. If this con-
straint is relaxed then one finds that typical fluctuations
in the average charge density are of order V-1/2,
Hence the contribution of configurations with an imbal-
anced charge density vanishes in the thermodynamic
limit.)

A. Infinite-range fields

We shall argue in several steps that infinite-range
fields do not contribute to the functional integral for
large T. First let us consider the contribution to the
partition function that arises from expanding about an
infinite-range exact, or constrained, classical solution.
The simplest of these is a classical vacuum, A,=con-
stant. Let A, =a, +gA,, where a, =06, and for con-
venience choose background gauge,

D, (@A, =3, +a,,A,]=0.
Expanding the functional integral in powers of A yields
the contribution
Ko)=det;*/2[-D(a)?6, ldet,[-D(a)?]
xdet M [D(a)][1 +0(g?)]
=det; (D3, )det M7(B,,,)[1 +0(g)].

These determinants are computed in Appendix D. Using
Egs. (D4) and (D5) we find

_ Vi N_f fund .
I(o) = expErZES—E(NZ—I) - 2NN,) +i—§tr[1 — (InQ™" /7£)?]?

- %tr[(an“i/ﬂi)(anadj/Zwi -1+ o(gZ)]. (5.1)

(Here © = ¢* is represented in either the fundamental or
adjoint representations.)

Assuming that the temperature is sufficiently large so
that the O(g?) corrections are small, we see that this
contribution is maximized when Q(x)=1 or A, =0. The
contribution from any sector with Q(x)+# 1 is suppressed
by a factor of exp[—(cV/F%)], for some ¢> 0, relative to
the leading (Au =0) contribution. This becomes com-
plete suppression in the thermodynamic (V — «, g fixed)
limit. Thus, for sufficiently high temperature, the free
energy density

F= }lrg(—an)/BV

receives no contribution from small fluctuations about
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Q =constant#1 fields.

This same conclvsion will be valid if we expand about

any other exact or constrained solution with (=) #1.

As shown in Appendix B, any finite-energy field may

be transformed to a gauge where Q(x) goes to a constant
as x —~~. Consequently, the determinants in the back-
ground field will yield the same large-distance behavior
as Eq. (5.1) multiplied by finite volume independent fac-
tors. Hence such fields will make no contribution to the
free energy density.

Finally, to verify that this conclusion is not an arti-
fact of expanding about classical solutions, we shall de-
termine the leading high-temperature behavior of the
quantum effective action and show that the same result
emerges.

The effective action S[Au] is a functional of a periodic
gauge field, A, (¢,x). To define the high-temperature
limit we take

Au(t’x): au(ZTIt/B,X) s

where a,(7,x) is periodic in 7 with period 27. The an-
alysis of § [a“] essentially follows from Weinberg’s
classic analysis of symmetry restoration at high tem-
perature (S. Weinberg, 1974). The effective action is
the generating functional of all proper vertices; it may
be expanded in a sum over all 1PI graphs with a, in-
serted on the external legs. Consider an arbitrary
graph contributing to S[au] with superficial ultraviolet
degree of divergence D. It yields a contribution of the
form

3 fde‘kl,.,.,d3k,,¢au(n1,k1),...,au(n,,,k")
Niseeeylin.y

x 54 (Z ki) L@ K50, K

i

(5.2)

If we rescale all internal momenta by 7' we find
Iw;,k;)=TP1(2mm; ,k; /T).

Consequently, the contribution will be of order (7°7%)
provided I(w;,k;) has a finite limit as all external spa-
tial momenta vanish. However, due to the increasingly

‘singular infrared behavior, I(w;,k;) does not in general

have a smooth zero-momentum limit. Fortunately, we
were able to argue in the last section that in the high-
temperature phase A, acquires an “electric” mass of
order g7 and A acquires “magnetic” mass of order g27.
Consequently, if the expansion for S[au] is resummed to
produce full propagators, then no such infrared diver-
gence will occur and we will be able to scale T out of
the integrand.

This shows that the leading high-temperature behavior
of the effective action is controlled by the terms with
the largest superficial degree of divergence. These are
simply the gluon self-energy graphs. Therefore we
find'”

S[Au]:%/d‘!xfr(Au:D-“lfAv)+O((T)°)‘. (5.3)

Using the previous results for IT, (w,,p) (Sec. IV.B) this
becomes

"The free energy BVF, which is the leading term in $[A4 ],
has been omitted since it is independent of 4 ,.
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. 8 8 :
S[Au]~§ fd%ctr[(Tf th2)+m§1(Tf0 tho>z]

up to terms suppressed by powers of g% or 8. Recall
that the electric mass

m?2, =T(w=0,p=0)=g*T*N +N,/2).

This result may be written in the manifestly gauge-in-
variant form

1 ~
sla,l~ Jastelsr, + gm0 17 (5.4)
(Here g has been scaled back out of A, .) The important
feature here is the appearance of the term

(2 -1)2~ (fOB thO(t,x)>2 .

This provides a mass for the static component of A; and
clearly will cause the effective action of any field with-
Q(~)#1 to diverge. Naturally, if A, is taken to be a
constant, then this result agrees with the O(T') term in
Eq. (5.1).

Therefore, we conclude that for sufficiently high tem-
perature only fields with Q(«)=1 contribute to the func-
tional integral. The topological charge @ is “dynamic-
ally” quantized due to the screening behavior of the
thermal fluctuations. Consequently, for sufficiently
high temperature, the theory will be periodic in 6 with
period 27. :

B. Instantons

Nontrivial ¢ dependence can only arise due to the con-
tribution of fields with topological charge @ =n#0. To
compute the 0 dependence we may try to expand the
functional integral in the sector with @ =#n about the
minimal action field with topological charge n. These
fields are precisely the periodic instantons discussed in
Sec. III.

At zero temperature one cannot reliably compute the 6
dependence semiclassically., In the expansion about in-
stantons the difficulty appears as the absence of any
large-distance cutoff on the instanton scale size p (Cal-
lan, Dashen, and Gross, 1978, 1979a). However, at
finite temperature one expects the temperature 7 to
provide a physical scale which may serve as a cutoff.
Classically, this does not happen; the classical action
of an instanton is 87%/g? independent of its scale size.
Fortunately,. quantum effects can produce this cutoff.
Any field with nonzero topological charge must have a
background electric field. But thermal (=quantum)
fluctuations will screen this electric field (see Sec. IV.
B) and consequently will suppress the contribution of
such fields.

To see this suppression explicitly we may simply in-
sert the instanton field A [Eq. (3.8)] into the quantum
effective action [Eq. (5.4)].!® This will yield the high-
temperature behavior of the instanton density. One

180ne may question the applicability of Eq. (5.4) to an instan-
ton, since the chosen high-temperature limit (5.2) does not
preserve the precise form of the instanton. However, one
may easily show that only the large-distance, static part of
the instanton field contributes to the leading behavior [Eq.
(5.5)].
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finds
n(p) ~exp(~8[A'])
~exp{-[872/g%+ L (2N +Nf)(1rpT)2]} .

This shows that large-scale instantons, p > g, will be
exponentially suppressed. (The complete temperature
dependence of the instanton density will be computed in
the next section.) ,

Consequently, one may reliably calculate the one-loop
contribution of instantons to the functional integral.
The 6 dependence of the free energy will have the char-
acteristic instanton form

(5.5)

E;—E;-: (sin8) foo dpn(p)~ (sin8)T* exp{-[872/g2(T)1} .
(5.6)

This will be computed in detail in the following section.
This semiclassical expansion about an instanton will
have precisely the same reliability for high temperature
as the perturbative expansion about A, =0. Specifical-
ly, the first few corrections will be directly calculable;
however, due to the necessity of a self-consistent treat-
ment of magnetic screening, beyond a certain point all
succeeding corrections will be perturbatively incalcul-

able (see Sec. IV.C).

The overall picture presented here is completely an-
alogous to the behavior found by Affleck in the two-
dimensional CP" model. In both QCD and the CP¥
model the quantization of topological charge is a dy-
namical consequence of electric screening. 6 depen-
dence may be reliably calculated at high temperature
and has the characteristic exponentially small form
(5. 6) indicative of instantons. [Of course, in two di-
mensions the absence of transverse degrees of freedom
eliminates all difficulties with magnetic fluctuations.
Furthermore, one may use a 1/N expansion to inde-
pendently confirm the instanton results (Affleck,
1980a, b).]

By now it should be clear that 6 is a genuine, physic-
ally relevant, periodic parameter of high-temperature
QCD.'® Surely 6 remains a physically relevant para-
meter of QCD even at T =0, as naive semiclassical ar-
guments would indicate. Whether 6 remains periodic,
with period 27, and whether further nonperturbative
parameters appear at low temperature is an open dy-
namical question depending on the contribution of field
configurations with &(«)#1.

VI. THE INSTANTON DENSITY

The one-loop contribution to the paftition function
from fluctuations about single instantons is given (for
6=0) by

lezofd"xdpn(p),

where Z is the perturbative result, and the instanton

19Faced with the problem of assuring the naturalness of the
choice =0 for the strong interactions, in the presence of CP
violating weak interactions, some authors (e.g., Linde, 1980)
have argued that 6 is not a real, adjustable parameter in
QCD. Our results confirm the reality of 6.
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density n(p) is equal to (’t Hooft, 1976)

n(p) =v[detJ]*/2[det’' (-D?6,, ~ 2F /2

uv)adj

Ne
x[det(-D?),,,] H [det(F +m2 ;)pynq ] €XP(—-872/g2) .
B (6.1)

Here D, =3, +A,, where A, (¢,%) is the classical field
describing an instanton of the given size. All quantum
fluctuation determinants are understood to be normal-
ized by the corresponding vacuum determinants. det’
indicates that zero modes are to be omitted in the de-
terminant; they are removed by the collective coordin-
ate procedure. The instanton group volume v equals the
volume of SU(N) divided by the volume of the little group
of the instanton. J is the collective coordinate Jaco-
bian, given by

1 /72 s ) . (8)
Jos :g—,;(ﬂ)fd‘lx tr(e. 9P .

Let {z,} denote the various collective coordinates of the
instanton (the position, scale size, and group orien-
tation). ¢ff” is the deformation of the instanton field,
(8/23z, )Au, placed in background gauge, D ¢>(°‘)~0
[Hence ¢> is a zero mode of the gauge fleld determin-
ant.] T is the Pauli-Villars regulator mass. (The
factors of /v2r come from the omission of the zero
modes -in the regulator determinant 2°)

We shall restrict our discussion to the case of van-
ishingly small fermion masses, m;=0. In this limit,

det( +m;) ~ (m;/T)det’ (D)

due to the presence of a zero mode of JJ (see below).
For any self-dual field

(6.2)

det’(-D%,, - 2F,,),,, = [det(-D?) ,, I*

and
det’ (1) ypg = [det(=D?)g 2.
Furthermore, since the instanton is contained in an
SU(2) subgroup,
det(-D?),,, =det(-D?),[det(-D?), ,,[2¥"®
and

det(-D?),,,,=det(-D?),,,.

fund

[Here the subscripts 1/2 and 1 indicate the isospin of
the SU(2) subgroup.] Thus

n(p) = v(detJ)'/ *[det(-D?), |-*[det(-D?), ;] >N

x [det<—02>1/212”f<n (m.-/ﬂ)) e o2/ (6.3)
i

Evaluating these determinants at zero temperature, one

finds the zero-temperature instanton density ('t Hooft,

1976a; Yaffe, 1978, Bernard, 1979),

20For a unified treatment of gauge fixing and collective co-
ordinates, see Yaffe (1979).

Ygee *t Hooft (1976); Bashilov and Pokrovsky (1978); Brown
et al. (1978).
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np, T = 0)_—§(4w2/g2)2”(n £pm)exp( 8n2/g?),
(6.4)

where g? is the one-loop renormalized coupling defined
at the scale p,

872/g%=871%/g% - $(11N ~2N,) InpTi,
£=1.33876, and C,=(0.260156)¢ N2/ (N~1)! (W=2)!.

To find the temperature dependence of the instanton

- density, we must reevaluate the determinants of Eq.

(6.3) for the periodic instanton field (3.9). Due to the
basic periodicity conditions (2.4) the gluon and ghost
determinants must be evaluated on the space of periodic
fluctuations, and the fermion determinant over anti-
periodic fluctuations.

A. Zero modes

Gauge field zero modes, ¢.*’, must be periodic;

must lead to self-dual perturbations of the field
strength, nwDu(b(“) =0; and must be in background
gauge, D d)("” =0 (Brown Carlitz, and Lee, 1977).
Explicit expressions for the 4N instanton zero modes
at any temperature are-as follows.
Dilatation zero mode,
0

© _0
2 =

Ay = En“" a,I11(72/24) .
Translation zero modes,
9V =F,,=-2,4,+D,A,
= 4§07 - 972 (79/28)7" 6111,
Isospin-1 global gauge zero modes,
¢ = (D,),1-*(12/24)
= (9,16 +eg%eps, 3 INI-2(72/24) .

Isospin-% global gauge modes,

B0 = (D,), T2t/ 20) —
=7 a“H'l/ZTLu{,/Zi ~h.c.
Here ¢=3,...,N; j=#1, 2, and the matrix«] is given

by 1), =0,,8,; for j>0, and u;?=diui.

The fact that I-'8%[ =0 (for any ’t Hooft solution) al-
lows one to reduce the normalization integrals of all
zero modes to surface integrals at spatial infinity.
These surface integrals may be immediately evaluated
using the asymptotic form of Il [Eq. (3.11)] and re- .
markably one finds that the values are completely tem-
perature independent. For example, the norm of the
dilatation mode is

fd4x'fr¢in)¢;(‘0)=’%fd4x 0*M-2=1672

Similarly, fd*xir¢'®’¢.*’ equals 872 for the translation
modes, 472p® for the isospin-1 modes, and 27 2p? for
the isospin-4 modes. All off-diagonal overlaps vanish.

Thus the collective coordinate Jacobian [det J]!/2 is
identically equal to its zero-temperature value, 27p-%
V7pT/g)*". R

The normalized fermion zero mode. 3, is given by
(Grossman, 1977)
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BoleI(3) =gt 2T -2 ()Mt 528

Xl - ag(v)/m(y)/2(y),

where

$L)= 3 (-1)p*/(x —np2,f= (11 -1)%'

$o(t,x) is antiperiodic in time and decreases as
O(e~""/B/r) as v =,

B. Determinants

We must now evaluate the temperature dependence of
the determinant of (-~D?/-32) (for both isospin £ and 1).
To do so, we write

Indet(-D?/-23%)| , =Indet(-D?/-23%)| ;o +5 , (6.5)

where

T 9
—_ 2 ~N2/_92
é“fo aT'=Tr In(=D2/=0%) | 1, .
The first term is the known zero-temperature deter-
minant. The temperature-dependent correction & must
now be computed.

At this point it is important to recognize that

9 2/_ge
T sIndet(-D?/-3?)

is a dimensionless function of the single variable
x=7wpT. Thus

—_ A ’ 0 —-N2/._972
5_£ N5 Tr In(-D?/~2%)
_f)\dki”r (._E_)_ DZ)A
A S PP
A A
:fo dA’Tr[(a)\f‘>(—DMA—ADu)].

Here A is the scalar propagator (-D3)!.

This form is helpful due to the fact that explicit ex-
pressions for the propagators in the field of the general
’t Hooft solution are known (Brown et al., 1978). How-
ever these propagators are appropriate for multiple in-
stantons in infinite Euclidean space and do not satisfy
the required periodicity conditions. Fortunately, the
correct propagators may be easily constructed by noting
that the solution to —D*A(x, y)= 6*(x — y) with periodic or
antiperiodic boundary conditions in time is equivalent to
the solution of

(6.6)

-D3A(x,y)= i (#1)"6%(x —y +npl) |

n=- oo

with boundary conditions of regularity at infinity. Con-
sequently, the correct finite-temperature propagators
are given by

At(x,y) = f: (x1)"A(x,y +nBY) , (6.7)

n=-

where &(x,y) is the aperiodic scalar propagator of
Brown ef al. (1978). Using this result, we have
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5=—fdx' i@ @1y fd‘*x

Xtr{[(8,+A,)D, +D, (0 xeA) AW, Y| yogonsi} -
(6.8)

Note that only the =0 term of this sum involves the
(x —¥)~2 singularity of the scalar propagator; all n# 0
terms are manifestly finite.

Let us first apply this for isospin .

Ax,y)=F(x,y)/[4n(x — P (x)" 211 (y) ]/ 2,

where

In this case,

(6.9)

Fle,9)=1+3 p2 7+ (x = w)7" - (3 = w,)/(x — w,(y — w,)?

The n=0 term of Eq. (6.8) has been computed previ-
ously by Brown and Creamer (1978). For the periodic
instanton, their result becomes the contribution

1 d*x (oIl \* d%x (oI, \*
AN =13 Um W(ﬁ“) - qu (4n) ('ﬁ:) ] '
Here II,(x) =1 + p?/x? describes a single zero-tempera-
ture instanton. The first integral ranges over a physi-
cal strip, —B/2 <t<p/2, while the second integral cov-
ers all Euclidean space. (Note that the singularities in

the two integrands cancel.) A remarkably simple al-
ternative derivation of this result is sketched in Appen-

dix E.

The remaining »+#0 terms of (6.9) may be directly
computed using the explicit expression (6.9). Surpris-
ingly, the only nonzero contribution is the surface term

A , L P) -~
_£ d)\';(:tl)" fd4x§tr7-a[ﬂ(Wauln[‘[)A(x,x+nBZ)]

=3m® (6.11)

(6.10)

where =+ 1 for periodic, and -% for antiperiodic
boundary conditions. The derivation of this result is
contained in Appendix E.

So, for isospin § we find

8, /2= FnAF+AM) . (6.12)

The analogous calculation for isospin 1 is consider-
ably more involved. We defer the lengthy details to Ap-
pendix E and merely quote the simple result (for peri-
odic boundary conditions),

5, =22 +16AN) . (6.13)

Now, A(X) behaves as —%Inx as A—, and as —A2/36 as
A — 0. Unfortunately, we have been unable to compute
the complete integral analytically. It may, however, be
reduced to a two-dimensional integral which we have
carefully evaluated numerically. We find that A(A) may
be fitted extremely well by the expression

A(Q) =~ £1n(1 +22/3) +a(l +yx-3/2)8

where o =0.01289764 and y=0.15858. This expres-
sion has a maximum absolute error of 5%X10-%. [Note
that an absolute error in Indet(-D?) becomes a relative
error in the instanton density.]

(6.14)
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C. Results

Combining the above, we find the complete instanton density,

Ng
nlp,T)= %(41[ 2/gz)”q; &pm,-) exp(—{872/g% + L32(2N +N,) +12A0)[1 + (N - NI}

=n(p,0) exp(-{4 222N +N,) +12AM)[1 + 1 W - N)]}).

This result may be independently checked in both as-
ymptotic limits, A—0and A — . If A — 0, then the
separation between the individual “bare” instantons
which form the periodic instanton becomes arbitrarily
large. Consequently, in this limit, we need not bother
with the details of the exact ’t Hooft solution; we could
instead use a pure superposition of zero-temperature
instantons (in singular gauge) to form an approximate
periodic solution. Properties of such an approximate
solution may be computed in a power series in the in-
verse separation between instantons. In particular, it
is known that if N,=0 then all corrections to the instan-
ton density are of order (inverse separation)?, or in our
case O(A*) (Levine and Yaffe, 1979). This is easily
seen to agree with our result (6.15) by noting that

don(p, T)=dp'n(p’,0)[1 +00Y)],

and recalling that p’ =p/(1 + $2?)!/2 is the size of the
zero-temperature instanton whose superposition most
nearly agrees with the exact periodic instanton of scale
p. [This result (6.16) is also valid for the instanton—
anti-instanton density in the presence of massless
quarks.]

If T— ~ then, as explained in Sec. V, perturbation
theory may be used to calculate the leading high-tem-
perature behavior. The high-temperature limit of (6.15)
agrees with the expected exp(~p2T?) cutoff in Eq. (5.5).

Finally, we may use the renormalization group to jus-
tify replacing the Pauli-Villars coupling g2 with the re-
normalization group improved running coupling (Gross
and Wilczek, 1973b; Politzer, 1973; Caswell, 1974;
Jones, 1974).

(6.16)

4r2
gZ(p):?(llN—- 2N,)Inl/pA
1[17N° - N, (13N 2 - 3)/2N] N
T2 (11N -2N,) Inlnl/pA +O(1/1npA).

(6.17)

Here, the Pauli-Villars renormalization scale A is de-
fined precisely so as to absorb all O(1) terms in (6.17).
If a different renormalization scale, A’, is used, then
the coefficient of the instanton density (6.15) must be
redefined as

CN(A’)=CN-(A/A')(“N'ZNJ‘)/:’. (6.18)

The resulting instanton density is plotted in Fig. 4 for
several temperatures. Shown is the dimensionless den-
sity, d(p)=p°n(p), for N=2 and N,=0. Note how the
density as a function of p decreases and broadens as the
temperature rises. The instanton contribution to:the
free energy density may be immediately computed. It
will be discussed further in the next section.
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(6.15)

VIl. THE PHASE TRANSITION

In this section we shall explore the nature of the
phase transition from a confined to an unconfined phase,
using all the tools available to us—perturbation theory,
semiclassical methods, and strong coupling lattice
gauge theory expansions. For the niost part we shall
discuss quarkless QCD. We will return to a discussion
of the real world at the end of the section.

A. Perturbation theory

In the previous sections we have argued that, at high
temperature, QCD can be treated using ordinary per-
turbation theory. The high-temperature phase is that of
a nonconfining plasma in which heavy quarks experience
a short-range, screened Coulomb interaction, timelike
gluons acquire an electric mass of order g7, and
spacelike gluons a magnetic mass of order g27. All ob-
servables can be expanded in an asymptotic expansion

-in powers of the effective coupling g*7T), whose coeffi-

cients are calculable up to some finite order. Thus the
free energy per unit volume &, which is equal to minus
the pressure P, is calculable up to order g° and given
by (Kapusta, 1979a)

0.08 -

T=0.04A

0.06

d(pP)

0.02

oA

FIG. 4. Instanton density d(p) = p%z(p) for N=2 and N,=0.
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P(T)=-g(T)
-__Trz(Nz'—l) 4
—TT
5 (g2(T)N , 10 (g3(T)N /2 4
«[1-3 (52Y) 75 (53 ) ot ),
(7.1)
where
gXT)N _ 1

(17/22)In1nT /A 0( 1 >2
47 (11/6)InT/A - [(11/6)InT /AJ? InT /A

(7.2)
To the calculated order in g® the above result is inde-
pendent of our renormalization procedure. In other
words, a redefinition of g2 according to g% =g2+ cg* is
equivalent, for small g%(T/A), to a rescaling of A, i.e.,

11 1
g(T/N) gXT/R) ~TgXT/N) ’
where )
1 A’ _247° c
X TTiN ¢

But this only affects the yet uncalculated terms of order
g* in F(T). These do indeed depend on A or, equiva-
lently, on the way in which the coupling constant is de-
fined.

The resulting value of the pressure is plotted in Fig.
5. What do we learn from this perturbative calculation?
First, note the large contribution of the g3 term, which
overwhelms the g2 term for g2(T)N/4n%2= 1/20 or T/A
<4x10%* This, however, is probably not an indication
of the precocious breakdown of perturbation theory,
since the g% term should be regarded as a correction to
the ideal gas pressure due to the nonvanishing electric
mass, and need not be indicative of the magnitude of
higher-order terms. A more reasonable estimate of the

0 1 1 1 1 L 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

T/A
FIG. 5. Pressure versus temperature for SU(2). P,=ideal
gas contribution, Py3=0(g? contribution, P3=0(g®% contribu-
tion.
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point at which perturbation theory breaks down is when
the corrections to the ideal gas behavior are of order 1,
namely when g2N/47%=~% —%, or T/A =10-4 and the cor-
rections are 25-70 %, respectively. Thus while it is of
interest that the perturbative corrections, once g2N /472
=z, tend to increase the pressure or decrease the free
energy, one certainly cannot trust these results for
T /A ~1.8 where the entropy density S =8P /8T vanishes.
Therefore the fact that the positivity of the entropy is
apparently violated below this point can hardly be used
to estimate a transition temperature. Similarly, if one
neglects the O(g?) term in the pressure, then the fact
that the resulting curve crosses zero has no signifi-
cance. Not only is the perturbative calculation com-
pletely unreliable, the zero of the pressure is also ir-
relevant. We have arbitrarily defined the free energy
so that all perturbative contributions vanish at zero
temperature; however, nonperturbative contributions
will cause the zero-temperature pressure to be non-
vanishing.

The contribution of instantons to the pressure is easi-
ly calculable in the dilute gas approximation, using the

‘density of instantons derived above. For 6 =0, the in-

stanton plus anti-instanton contribution is

P, (T)=2 fdpn(p, T). (7.3)
For T =0 such a calculation requires a knowledge of the
value of the cutoff on the integration over the instanton
scale size p. However, for large T the integration is
exponentially cut off for p~1/7T. Thus as long as T is
sufficiently large the calculation is reliable, and yields
for large T

P, (T)=~ CN(A)T4<g§zT;))2Ne_8.2/:2(T)[1 + O(ET%K)] ce
(7.4)

This result is again independent of our definition of g2
or the value of A, as long as T/A is sufficiently large,
since

C,(A") =(1—1\‘-,>u"’3c”(1x).

The actual numerical value of P,,.(T) is plotted [for
SU(2)] in Fig. 6, from which we see that it yields an
exceedingly small correction to P . (T).

A more important correction due to instantons is the
coupling constant renormalization that they induce.

~This effect will be discussed below. For the present

discussion this simply means that the perturbative anal-
ysis breaks down slightly sooner than we would other-
wise expect.

It is hardly surprising that we cannot explore the
transition, as the temperature is lowered, from the un-
confined to the confined phase using solely weak cou-
pling techniques. After all, once the thermal cutoff 1/T
is larger than the characteristic confinement length
scale, these techniques are unable to describe the
strong coupling infrared behavior of the theory. The
above calculations simply support the claim that the
high-temperature phase is nonconfining, and yield a
crude estimate of the region in which perturbation the-
ory is reliable.
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Po+P+P3 Pq

600 P+ P>

500

400

300

200

100

T/A

FIG. 6. Instanton pressure P,=2fdp n(p) for SUQ2).

It is much more informative to approach the phase
transition using an approximate description of the the-
ory which should be valid for large-distance phenomena
and which can describe color confinement. Such a de-
scription is provided by the strong coupling lattice
gauge theory.

B. The strong coupling lattice model

One of the most useful approaches to the study of the
large-scale structure of non-Abelian gauge theories is
via the lattice formulation introduced by Wilson (1974),
or its Hamiltonian form as introduced by Kogut and
Susskind (1975). In the former approach the dynamical
variables are special unitary matrices, U,, associated
with links on a four-dimensional lattice. The action is
defined to be

1
S (U) = —— tr( U +h.c.> ,
= 77 Zp: 1;1 ;

where the sum runs over all plaquettes on the lattice.
In the latter approach the theory is described by a Ham-
iltonian (in A, =0 gauge), :

2 2 /
H=£1 ) Bi-z 3 tr(HU,+h.c.>,
» ap

where the dynamical variables are special unitary ma-
trices U, on the links of a spatial lattice (of size a), and
E, (the electric flux operators) are the conjugate mo-
menta to U;. These two versions of lattice gauge theory
are closely related, and for small g2 (i.e., in the con-
tinuum limit) one can derive Eq. (7.6) from Eq. (7.5)
(Creutz, 1977).

The latticized gauge theory is simplest in the limit of
strong coupling, where, for T=0, it exhibits linear
confinement. This can be seen in the Lagrangian form
by expanding the expectation value of a Wilson loop
(with rectangular dimensions R X t) in powers of 1/gZ

(7.5)

(7.6)
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W) = dele-Swz)H U,/de,e's‘Uz’

Loor

() B

[For SU(2) 1/Ng2 should be replaced with 1/g%.] This
yields a linear heavy quark-antiquark potential, with a
slope

(7.7)

1
o= }nNng .

In the Hamiltonian version one neglects the “magnetic”
term in H, for large g%, and then finds that the lowest
state with a quark and antiquark source separated by a
distant R has energy

In both cases one sees that in the strong coupling limit
external colored sources are connected by strings (flux
tubes), whose energy per unit length is nonzero.

Polyakov (1978) and Susskind (1979) have given con-
vincing arguments that, as the temperature is in-
creased, these theories undergo a phase transition to
an unconfined phase. A simple, intuitive, and crude
version of their argument can be given (Banks and
Rabinovici, 1979), if we ignore the fact that in a non-
Abelian theory strings can split. In that case the spec-
trum of H, for large coupling, is that of closed non-
backtracking strings of length L and energy oL. The
number of such strings grows, for large L, as 5874 (5
is simply the number of directions in which a nonback-
tracking string can grow on a three-dimensional spatial
lattice). Thus the partition function, Z ~2 5% /%%
has a singularity at 8 =1n5/0a indicating that the criti-
cal temperature 7', is less than

oa N°’-1 g%
c*In5 2N (In5)a"

(Above T, neglected interaction effects stabilize the
free energy.) One can argue that the inclusion of the
magnetic terms in H should lower this transition tem-
perature, since they tend to deconfine color. For Abe-
lian theories these arguments can be made precise; for
non-Abelian theories they are reaéonable, although the
estimate given by Eq. (7.8) should not be taken too seri-
ously.

This is an important result, since it shows that a con-
fining theory can lose confinement at high temperature.

(7.8)

. Furthermore, it yields a pretty picture of the nature of

the phase transition as a condensation of strings. Thus
at low temperature free quarks cannot exist, since the
infinitely long strings attracted to them would cost in-
finite energy, but at high temperature the addition of
one more flux tube does not substantially change the
free energy of the condensate of fluctuating flux tubes.
The above picture is totally consistent with the phase
transition one expects from perturbative arguments at
large temperature;, however, it too cannot really be
used to estimate 7', or to study the nature of the phase
transition. In this approach it is even difficult to see
electric screening in the high-temperature phase. In
fact, in order to recover continuum QCD from the lat-
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tice theory, one must let g2 approach zero [as 1/In(1/
alA)] as a vanishes. One would then have to include cor-
rections (to all orders) in the strong coupling expan-
sion, and argue that in this limit [where o(7 =0) is kept
fixed as g and a approach zero] T, has a finite value.
Such a calculation would be even more difficult than es-
tablishing confinement at 7'=0, i.e., showing that con-
finement persists in the continuum limit.

Lattice gauge theories can also be used in a different
manner as a way to construct an approximate descrip-
tion of the dynamics of QCD valid for large-distance
phenomenon. Here one imagines constructing a lattice
action which will correctly describe the physics of QCD
for distances greater than a chosen lattice spacing a,
by integrating out all degrees of freedom involving dis-
tances less than a. Recently Callan, Dashen, and
Gross (1979b, 1980) have argued that a crude effective
lattice action of this sort can be constructed using
semiclassical techniques, and used to calculate the
string tension o in terms of the continuum renormaliz-
ation scale parameter A. We shall extend their methods
to finite temperature, construct for 7# 0 such an effec-
tive action, and argue that for 7 = 7', it undergoes a
Polyakov-Susskind phase transition. This will allow us
to estimate 7', in terms of A.

C. The semiclassical effective Lagrangian

If one were to derive an exact effective lattice action
for QCD, it would necessarily be much more compli-
cated than the simple Wilson action [Eq. (7.5)]. How-
ever, it is not unreasonable that such a term alone
could provide an adequate description of the behavior of
certain observables, in particular planar Wilson loops.
Making this assumption, one may attempt to calculate
g2 as a function of the lattice spacing a and the renor-
malization scale parameter A using semiclassical tech-
niques. One may then evaluate the string tension by ap-
plying strong coupling techniques to the resulting Wilson
action, if the two methods have overlapping domains of
validity. This is the approach recently explored by
Callan, Dashen, and Gross (1979b, 1980).

To evaluate gZ(aA) they note that the Wilson term in
the effective action dominates for weak, slowly varying
fields (U;~1), and that the coupling renormalization
due to fluctuations on scales less than @ can be deter-
mined by semiclassical methods as long as g2Z(aA)/87%
is sufficiently small. This coupling renormalization re-
ceives contributions from ordinary perturbative (Gaus-
sian) fluctuations and from instantons of size p<a. The
contribution of instantons can be thought of as producing
a.vacuum permeability u, as if the instantons were a
gas of paramagnetic four-dimensional magnetic dipoles
with density n(p) and dipole moment proportional to p?

(Callan, Dashen, and Gross, 1978, 1979a). The result-
ing lattice coupling is given by

galahy) =gfplar,)u(a), (7.9)
where ‘

n(a) =n(a)+[1+n(a)*}/2
and
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or? ) [ (42
L d af A7
vo1) ), ) e

(@) =(
(a) 2 \2N+1
() e [ty
AP
Here g3 -(pA.) is the effective coupling as determined by

ordinary perturbation theory, i.e., Eq. (7.2), and a/a)
is a cutoff on the instanton scale sme representing the

fact that only fluctuations on scales less than the lattice
spacing have been integrated out. The constant C,(A;)
depends on the precise value of the lattice renormaliza-
tion point as (A,)*¥/3 [see Eq. (6.18)]. For SU(2)
C,(AL)=1.58Xx10° since,

A 372 (N2- 1))
Lpy w -2
™ (2.86) xp( T ~z s

- (Hasenfratz and Hasenfratz, 1980) and the best estimate

for a, is 2a/3.

leen the above one may evaluate the quantity o
=IngZ(aA,)/a® for a range of lattice spacing a. If the
effective lattice theory is in the strong coupling domain
then this quantity will be independent of a and in fact
will equal the physical string tension o. Thus the be-
havior of &(a) may be used (1) to check the consistency
of the basic assumption that semiclassical fluctuations
alone are sufficient to drive one to the region where
strong coupling expansions may be applied; (2) to calcu-
late the string tension ¢ in terms of Ay; and (3) to com-
pare with numerical lattice gauge theory results.

The comparison with Creutz’s recent Monte Carlo
evaluation of gZ(a) is quite impressive (Creutz, 1980;
Kogut, Pearson, and Shigemitsu, 1979). Both treat-
ments yield a sharp transition from weak to strong cou-
pling behavior at g2~ 2 and predict [for SU(2)] Vo = (70—
100)A; .22 Note that A, is much smaller than the A’s
commonly employed in conventional renormalization
schemes such as the Pauli-Villars scheme used above,
or the dimensional regularization (MS) scheme; for
SU(2) A, =Ap,/21.55=A35/20.74. Hence, in terms of,
for example, the previous Pauli— V1llars scheme, Vo
~(3.5=5)AL,.

We shall now extend these methods to construct an
effective lattice gauge theory for finite temperature. It
is quite straightforward to extend the calculation of the
coupling renormalization to finite 7. First, one must
use the density of instantons as calculated for finite
temperature; i.e., n(p,7T) as given by Eq. (6.15). Sec-
ond, one must ask whether periodic instantons continue
to renormalize the coupling as if they were four-dimen-
sional magnetic dipoles.

To answer this question we must consider the re-
sponse of a dilute gas of instantons, for finite 7', to a
slowly varying background field. This is most simply
done by evaluating the gauge field propagator in the di-
lute gas approximation. Following the discussion of
Callan, Dashen, and Gross (1978, 1979a), one finds the
contribution to the propagator from instantons of size p,

22Callam, Dashen, and Gross (1979b, 1980) and Creutz
(1980) both neglected to include the effects of the second-order
term in the B function. This produces roughly a factor of two
change invo/A.
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fd4x e-i’.x%u(x)Au(0)> _'&L%_ 'F(p’ T) |2 ’

where
F(p,T)= fd"xe"""az InTi(x) ,

and TI(x) is the ’t Hooft potential for the instanton field
[Eq. (3.9)]. However, for small momenta F(p,T) re-
duces to a surface integral independent of T,

FO,7)=p [a%z-@n/m = [asxen =—tne2

Therefore, the coupling constant renormalization, for
the small momenta which are relevant for slowly vary-
ing background fields, is given by the same formulas as
for T =0, except that n(p) is replaced by n(p, 7). (Natu-
rally, one may reach this same conclusion by a direct
calculation of the interaction of an instanton with a
slowly varying background field.)

We now proceed to construct an effective lattice action
for a lattice of size a at temperature 7. As long as aT
<< 1 one can ignore the fact that the lattice is periodic in
the time direction.. Once again we calculate gi(aAL) as
a function of the lattice spacing a@, and examine the be-
havior of the would-be string tension, &(a). The tem-
perature dependence is illustrated in Fig. 7, from which
we learn the following [for SU(2)]:

(1) At zero temperature there is an abrupt transition
from weak to strong coupling behavior. Beyond g%~2,
&(a) remains constant to ~+5%. The region 2 <g%<25
corresponds roughly to one doubling in the lattice spac-
ing. This transition from weak to strong coupling be-
havior occurs at a very weak coupling, g2/8w2~1/40,
well within the region where semiclassical methods
should be valid.

(2) As T increases, the value of the string tension de-
creases. ’

Vo(0)=10A, , Vo(I0A,)=67A, , Vo(20A,)~62A, , etc.
130
120
8ot T=0
\ — T=10A,
i T=204A,
© 40+
T=404, =304
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FIG. 7. ¢=In[gglalA;)/a?] vs gh(alAy) for SUE).
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TABLE I. Critical temperature estimated from effective lat-
tice theory at temperature T. a(7) equals the distance at which
the transition from weak to strong coupling behavior occurs.

T/A, B(T/2/A, a(T)Ay Tmn A,
0 70 0.0116 39
10 67 0.0118 38
20 62 0.0123 37
30 ~50 ~0.013 36

(3) When T ~(30-40)A, one no longer finds an abrupt
transition from weak to strong coupling behavior, and
Ing*(a)/a® does not approach a constant value for large
a. The instantons, which gave rise to the sharp transi-
tion for 7'=0, are almost totally suppressed for T

= 4047,

Th1s suggests perhaps that a phase tran51t10n is taking
place at about Tc~(30 40) A, ~%Vo. It is not surprising
that for 7 = 304, the calculated o tends to fall with in-
creasing lattice spacing, since one would expect for
this temperature that the corrections to the strong
coupling relation between ¢ and g® would be important.
After all, it is these temperature-dependent correc-
tions which lead to the phase transition of the strong
coupling lattice theory.

Another estimate of 7', can be obtained directly from
the strong coupling lattice theory. As explained above,
one finds a simple estimate, or upper bound on the
transition temperature, T,<oa/In5. Although this es-
timate was based on a Hamiltonian calculation, it is
equally valid for the Euclidean theory since (by defini-
tion) both methods yield the same value of 0. We may
therefore calculate T, as a function of the lattice spac-
ing for a given temperature, and take as our estimate
the minimum value of &(a)a/In5. These results are ex-
hibited in Table I. The best estimate of 7, occurs for a
lattice spacing about equal to the value @ where the
transition from weak to strong coupling occurs. We
find 77"~ (40-35)A, . This is consistent with our pre-
vious estimates. If we translate this estimate of 7' into
units more suitable for discussing ordinary continuum
perturbation theory (say, minimal subtraction), it cor-
responds to T _,~(1-1.5) Az, which indeed is in the re-
gion where, in the calculation of P(T), we found large
deviations from ideal gas behavior.

In summary we have constructed a very crude effec-
tive lattice action for quarkless QCD whose coupling
g£%(a,T)is a function of @ and 7. For small temperature,
T <30A,, we see an abrupt transition from weak to
strong coupling behavior at a distance @(7"). This action
describes a confining phase with flux tubes of radius
~a(T) connecting external colored sources. As 7T in-
creases, g%a,T) decreases, leading to a smaller value
of the string tension o(7) and a larger flux tube radius.
For T = A, the instantons responsible for the abrupt
phase transition are absent, and the action describes an
unconfined phase. The value of the critical temperature
T,~(30-40)A, agrees with the estimate of the critical

temperature for flux tube condensation.?®

23The quoted numbers are all for the SU(2) theory. For
SU(3) Vo~ 110A; and T,~ 50A .
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What is unclear from the above simple treatment is
the exact nature of the phase transition. We are unable
to establish whether it is first or second order, or
equivalently whether the string tension o(7) remains
finite or vanishes at T'_.

D. The real world

We should now like to examine how the above scenario
is modified by the presence of dynamical quarks.
Clearly, one can still imagine the possibility of two dif-
ferent phases—a confined phase where physical states
are colorless bound states of quarks, and an unconfined
phase with free quarks and color screening. However,
one no longer has a simple order parameter which dis-
tinguishes these phases. For example, a Wilson loop,
or string [i.e., (Q(0)Q%(R))] is always screened, by a
single quark-antiquark pair in the confined phase, or
by a polarization cloud of gluons and quarks in the un-
confined phase. Similarly, both phases have a mass
gap (provided the quarks are not massless). Of course,
the two phases are distinguished by completely differ-
ent structures of the physical Hilbert space. This is
reflected in, for example, whether or not multiparticle
cuts exist in correlation functions of local gauge-invari-
ant operators, which cannot be accounted for by the
single particles produced by any local, gauge-invariant
operator.

If the quarks are massless then one must also consid-
er chiral properties. The low-temperature phase is be-
lieved to be chirally asymmetric with J3 acquiring a
nonzero expectation value. However, the high-temper-
ature phase is surely chirally symmetric. Dynamical
quarks do not affect the reliability of high-temperature
perturbation theory (provided there are not so many
that they destroy asymptotic freedom), and such a per-
turbative phase is manifestly chirally symmetric. In
fact, all correlations between quarks decay as
exp(—nT Ix [) at large distances, clearly preventing any
dynamical symmetry breaking.

Thus there must be a chiral phase transition at some
temperature. It may either be separate from the con-
fining phase transition, or there may be a single com-
bined transition. Unfortunately, we have even less in-
formation about the transition region than previously.
As before, perturbation theory is unable to describe
both phases, and certainly cannot be used to find a
phase transition. Furthermore, in the presence of
dynamical quarks, one is unable to’ construct even a
simple lattice model of the relevant physics. Merely
inserting quarks in a lattice theory without destroying
the chiral symmetry is a major problem. One can still
study the effects of instantons in the presence of dynam-
ical quarks; however, it is considerably more involved.
Massless quarks cause instantons and anti-instantons
to become bound into pairs. Each pair now acts as a
four-dimensional dipole, just like a single instanton,
and additionally different pairs can exchange massless
quarks. One can construct a model of chiral symmetry
breaking at zero temperature which yields dynamical
quark mass generation due to instanton mediated inter-
actions (Callan, Dashen, and Gross, 1978, 1979a;
Caldi, 1977). As the temperature increases, the in-
stanton density decreases, which weakens the effective
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interactions between quarks. At some point the pion
will become unbound and one will lose the chiral sym-
metry breaking. However, using instantons alone, one
cannot adequately treat the long-distance color dynam-
ics needed to understand the interplay between the con-
finement and chiral aspects of the phase transition.

Giving up on an honest treatment of the phase transi-
tion, we would like to mention how the overall picture
of a transition to an unconfined phase may be seen in a
simple phenomenological model, the bag model (Chodos
et al., 1974). This provides a nice description of low-
lying hadrons as little pockets of ‘“perturbative” vacuum
immersed in the “true” vacuum. The true vacuum has
an energy density which is less than the perturbative
vacuum by an amount @, the bag constant, and it expels
all color electric flux. Consequently the flux generated
by the quarks is confined within the bag. The inward
pressure due to the bag constant must be balanced by
the outward pressure due to the electric flux, as well as
the quark kinetic pressure; this determines the size of
the bag. An important ingredient of the bag model for
light quarks is the chiral properties of the “true” vacu-
um. Outside the bag quarks behave as if they have a
large, dynamically generated mass (which is actually
infinite in the simple MIT bag model). This also serves
to confine light quarks inside the bag.

If we now examine this model at finite temperature,
three different effects can appear. First, the bag con-
stant 8 may depend on temperature. After all, in QCD
some of the nonperturbative fluctuations which lower
the energy of the vacuum (such as instantons) will be
suppressed at high temperature. Hence, if the bag
model is intended to mimic QCD, then ® should de-
crease with increasing temperature. Second, the chiral
properties of the “true” vacuum might be temperature
dependent. Third, thermal fluctuations will create a
gas of bags whose density increases with increasing
temperature. All of these effects lead to nonconfine-
ment at high temperature. Since the expected radius
of a bag behaves as tB'l/“, as ®(7) decreases the bags
will grow. Clearly, if ® -0 then we shall have lost con-
finement. However, even before that point dramatic
effects will occur. Specifically, as the density of ther-
mally excited bags grows, the bags will begin to over-
lap and join. At some point, quarks will be able to per-
colate through a network of bags extending throughout
space. In other words, the bags will have condensed,
producing nonconfinement (Cabbibo and Parisi, 1975).
Also, if the chiral phase transition occurs at low tem-
perature, then the nature of the hadronic bags might
change radically even before confinement breaks down.

VIiil. CONCLUSIONS

Since the introduction contained a summary of the
overall picture of high-temperature QCD, we shall
confine our concluding discussion to a few remarks
about the many outstanding problems. Clearly much
work remains to be done. Perhaps the most straight-
forward problem is that of extending the perturbative
analysis of the free energy to O(g*) and O(g®). This
requires calculating all three-loop vacuum graphs. At
this order the results depend on the specific scheme
used to define the coupling. To go beyond this order,
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as discussed in Sec. IV, one must be able to complete-

ly solve the three-dimensional pure gauge theory. This
is likely to be an open problem for quite some time;

as always, proving the existence of a mass gap in gauge
theories appears to be the most fundamental problem.

In the lattice approach, one would like to be able to
calculate the transition temperature of the pure gauge
theory, T,, as a function of the coupling g®. Series
extrapolation techniques do not seem very promising
here since, even for arbitrarily strong coupling, the
transition is associated with a breakdown of the strong
coupling expansion. However, the Monte Carlo methods
which have recently been applied to gauge theories ap-
pear to be well suited for this application. It should be
possible to numerically compute expectations for a
sufficiently large lattice so that clear indications of
a phase transition could be seen. The heavy quark po-
tential, or (R(R)Q'(0)), is a natural order parameter
for the transition; one must be able to distinguish be-
tween the exponential falloff exp—oR/T of the confining
phase and the screened form 1 +O(exp(—m,R)) of the
unconfined phase. If possible, one would like to be able
to extract the electric mass m,, and compare it with
the perturbative prediction. No doubt results of this
nature will be available soon.?*

Clearly, improvements can be made in the semi-
classical derivation of effective lattice theories. A
more careful treatment of how the constraints which
are inserted cut off instantons would be particularly
welcome. However, it must be remembered that all
of the previous methods were developed for a fake
theory-—quarkless QCD. Therefore, the most pressing
problem must surely be the development of nonpertur -
bative methods which can adequately treat dynamical
quarks. In particular, genuine calculational methods
for quarks are totally lacking.

Finally, after spending all this time on the theory
itself, we should like to add a few words concerning
the possible applications of high-temperature QCD.
Since interesting effects require a temperature of order
some typical strong interaction scale, say 100 MeV or
10" K, the most immediate application of high-tem-
perature QCD is to cosmology. Within the standard
big bang model, the universe expands and the temper-
ature steadily drops and, at a time around 107 sec,
hadronic temperatures of order 1 GeV are reached. In
particular, we have seen that QCD clearly predicts a
phase transition from an unconfined quark phase to a
confined hadronic phase. This is, in fact, the last
phase transition to occur, and therefore presumably
the most accessible experimentally. (Earlier phase
transitions may be associated with weak interactions
at ~10° GeV, technicolor interactions at 10-100 TeV,
or grand unified interactions around 10*®* GeV.) Pos-
sible effects associated with this transition which one
might contemplate include (1) creation of the fluctua-
tions in the baryon density which are needed to form
galaxies and clusters of galaxies, (2) effects of a
strongly first-order transition, such as the generation

“ Recent Monte Carlo; studies of SU(2) Yang-Mills theory at
finite temperature (McLerran and Svetitsky, 1980; Kuti,
Polonyi, and Szlachanyi, 1980) yield good evidence for a phase
transition at temperature 7,~ 1/2Vo.
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of additional entropy and increased expansion in the
supercooled phase due to the latent heat, and (3) per-
turbations in the photon spectrum due to recombination
radiation emitted when hadrons are first formed. Un-
fortunately, observing any such effect appears to be
hopeless. Although we are unable to compute realiably
the transition temperature, latent heat, etc., it seems
inevitable that in QCD (a theory with no small parame-
ter) any such dimensional quantity will be of typical
hadronic size. Thus, for example, if the transition is
first order, then surely the nucleation rate is closer
to hadronic rates of 102 sec™ than to the global expan-
sion rate at that time of ~10° sec™.?®* But this makes

it impossible for any dramatic supercooling effects to
occur. Similarly, recombination energies cannot be
many orders greater than the prevailing thermal en-
ergies, and any increase in entropy cannot be by a
factor much greater than order one. Finally, any dis-
cussion of fluctuations immediately confronts the fact
that at T ~10'® K the baryon number inside the particle
horizon (i.e., within the causally connected portion of
the universe) is much less than a solar mass, far too
small to nucleate galaxies.

Other possible applications of high-temperature QCD
typically also involve large baryon density.26 These in-
clude topics such as quark stars (Collins and Perry,
1975; Freedman and McLerran, 1978; Baym and Chin,
1976; Keister and Kisslinger, 1976) and statistical
treatments of heavy-ion collisions (Schroeder, 1980).
Consequently, it is of interest to include a chemical po-
tential for quarks in QCD and to study the combined
(T, n)-phase diagram. Perturbative calculations may.
be easily extended to include a chemical potential and
have been performed through O(g?® (Kapusta, 1979a) for
T#0 and O(g*) at T=0 (Freedman and McLerran,
1979b; Baluni, 1978). However, at higher orders one
should encounter exactly the same breakdown of pertur-
bation theory due to gluonic infrared divergences dis-
cussed previously (Sec. IV). Even the (u#0,7T=0) cal-
culations appear suspect (Linde, 1979), since a careful
treatment inevitably seems to require a limit from non-
zero temperature (Baluni, 1978). Therefore much fur-
ther work will surely be required before this area of
QCD is fully understood.
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?’Recently, G. Lasher (1979) has discussed the cosmological
implications of a strongly first-order phase transition from
quark to hadronic matter. He argues that this transition might
have a big effect on the history of the universe and might lead
to galaxy formation. However this is based on an assumed
nucleation rate which we feel is too small by many orders of
magnitude.

% For a recent review of possible applications of QCD in this
area, see Shuryak (1980).



Gross, Pisarski, and Yaffe: QCD and instantons at finite temperature 69

APPENDIX A: NOTATION

We work in Euclidean space throughout this paper,
with metric g,,=0,,, €023=+1, and Hermitian gamma
matrices satisfying {7,, 7.} =26,,.

The color gauge group G will be taken to be SU(N).
The gauge field A ,(x) is an element of the Lie algebra
of G, and may be represented as A, =A%T?, where
{T"} are representations of the generators of the Lie
algebra; [T, T?®]=f**T°, Unless otherwise specified
we shall take A, to be in the fundamental representa-
tion. Thus A, =A%(\%/2{) is an arbitrary traceless,
N-dimensional, anti-Hermitean matrix. The fundamen-
tal representation generators {1?/24} are normalized
so that

tr[(\2/20)(0°/20)] = - 2 tr [(\/20)(\>/20)] = 6% .

The completeness of the A’s is expressed by

5,0

in’jm

S e

1
FA G -5 0%

ij mn =

The adjoint representation generators are given by

(T:dj )mn =fman . )

The covariant derivative D, =8, +A, and the field
strength

uv = [D;“Du] =8“Av "auAu +[Au5Av]'

A, is taken in whichever representation the covariant
derivative is to act upon. We shall frequently split
space and time components and hence define the elec-
tric field E; =F,; and the magnetic field B, =3¢, 5, F ;5.
The dual field strength F"WE 38, va8Fqs- This inter-
changes electric and magnetic fields.

For dealing with classical solutions, it is very con-
venient to use the matrices 7,=(~¢,7) and 7% = (7, 7).
[{,} are the ordinary Pauli matrices. {7,/2¢} may be
considered as generators of any fixed SU(2) subgroup
of G.] These matrices satisfy the relations

t = ;e
TLT, =0, +iT;,,

T,TV=6,,+iTqs, ,

where 7%, and 72, are ’t Hooft’s eta symbols. 7(7)

projects out self-dual (anti-self-dual) tensors and

satisfies various identities listed in ’t Hooft, 1976.
All of our fields are defined on a slice of Euclidean

space, x € M={x|0< x,< B}. Thus we write

fd4x=fd4xzfﬂdt fdsx.
ot o

Owing to the periodicity conditions (2.4), the time de-
pendence of all fields may be represented by a fourier
sum over discrete frequencies,

1 -
Au(t7x) ZEEAu(wmx)elw"t: X W, = 2nm/B
n

D(t, x) =l1§ "Z P(w,,X)e“nt, w>=(2n+1)1/B.
In general, we write

= Eh(prer,
where
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as ap 1

and p, only takes on the discrete values w} depending
on the periodicity of f(x). It is frequently convenient
to reexpress these frequency sums in terms of contour
integrals, as follows:

. % Ef(wf,) =4__1n'j; dzf(z)(eisz/z + e-iBz/?)/(eiBz/z T e-iBz/Z)

[ &= [ U =)=,
| (A1)

(The contour C encloses the real axis counterclockwise.)
This formula is valid for any function f(z) which is an-
alytic in a neighborhood of the real axis.

APPENDIX B: TOPOLOGICAL CLASSIFICATION

Let A ,(¢,x) be a smooth gauge field satisfying the
conditions

E,B=O(1/7‘3/2’C)E()3/2 as [x{ — 0 (B]_)
and
Au(ﬁ,x) =A“(0,X). ' (B2)

B =0%"? implies that A =g8g™ +0*/? for some g(x) < G.
We may gauge transform by g™* and consequently as-
sume without loss of generality that

A =01/z . (]’33)
Now

QEx) =P exp(LB tho(t,X_)>

Consequently,

aQ(x) = jo“’ dt’[P exp ([tlA())]aAo(t’,x)[P exp (LB A0>] '

fardlol)
xA(t’,x)[P exp (LBAO)]} +0°”

=[Q,A(0, x)]+0%".

Here we used 84,=D A +0%2 and A(B,x) =A(0,x). This
establishes Eq. (3.2). DR =03/? implies

atr(R”)=0%” for any integer . (B4)
Let {A} be the set of eigenvalues of Q(x). Equation
(B4) shows that this set of eigenvalues approaches a
limit {A”}, independernt of direction, as lxl -, Let
g, @=0,..., k be the eigenvalues of {A*} with multi-
plicities m,. We may label the eigenvalues {1} of Q(x)
as {1,;(x), i=1,...,m,; @=0,...,k} so that x,,(x) is
everywhere continuous and

Ay (X) =, +012, B, (x)=0%” as |x|—w. (B5)
Thus
Qx) =VEIANV(x)+0' 2,

(A" is considered as a diagonal matrix here.) Note that
V(x) is only defined up to right multiplication by any
element of G which commutes with A*. That is, Ve G/H
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where H =G, » is the isotropy group of X*. (G, =~

={gec G|gx"g=2"}.) So Q(x) for |x| =R -~ = may be
regarded as a mapping of S, into the equivalence class
of X*. Equivalently, & provides a mapping of S, -~ G/H.

These mappings fall into topologically distinct homotopy

classes labeled by 7,(G/H). Now 7,(G/H)=m,(H) since
7,(G) and m,(G) are trivial. Clearly

H=[U(D)][©85U(m,)]

and 7,(H)=(Z)* since 7,[U(1)]=Z. (x+1 is the number
of unequal eigenvalues of A*.) These integers are in
fact just the quantized magnetic flux,

4. =lim— f a%S-ir(P,B).
S={x|1x]=R}

B6
R 4TL (B6)

Here P, (x) is a projection operator onto the subspace
spanned by eigenvectors of £(x) with eigenvalues {x,: ),
i=1,...,m,}. [P,(x) is continuously defined in the
region :

Ry X ER3| 2y (X) % N,(x) V B, V 4,j}.

Equation (B5) implies that &, contains the region
|x| > d for some radius d<=.] Note that 238 q, =0 since
tr(B) =0.

To see that g, defines a topological integer, we
diagonalize Q(x) on the two-sphere S. Thus

QE)=VEAE) V().
Columns of V are the eigenvectors y,;(x) of Q.

Pot (X) =Z wai(x)w;i(x)~

Now, even though ©(x) and P, (x) are continuous every-
where on S, it may be impossible to continuously define
V € G everywhere on S. [V(x) is uniquely defined only
as an element of the coset space G/Gx(x)-] We may,
however, remove a point P from the surface S and
define V(x) continuously on S\P. As x-Xx,=P we must
have V(x) =0(x,)h(x), h(X) € G- [, AMx,)]=0 implies
that 7 is block diagonal, i.e., %(q;)e;) =048 M5;. Let

A=V(®+A)V for xeS\P.

Therefore,
DR =V{ax+[A7, AW =0%"
so that

[A7,x]=0%2 or A’ =a +03% , (B7)

where acG,. The projection P, becomes P, =Vp, V!,
where

Da :Z e(aj)®’éz‘aj) l |
J .
and
[pa,h]=0 VY heG,.

We now compute the magnetic charge (B6):

Ga=5or [ @S-trlp,@x A +A XA
S\p

1
2Q . 7Y . -1
=S S\Pds aXxXtr(p,A’) 3 ?gpdl tr(p,V'aV)

Y I Zziﬂ [f§@m) -f3(0)]eZ.
= v

p 271 (B8)
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In the first step we noted that the only part of A’ which
contributes in the A’ X A’ is the part which does not
commute with \. However, this part falls off as 0%,
too rapidly to contribute to the surface integral. Next,
we used the fact that tr(p,A) is continuous across P
so that only the derivative term in A’ can contribute
to the infinitesimal line integral around P. In the last
step we diagonalized M® =um®u™, m?,=5,,e'/'*’. [¢
is the angle of polar coordinates (onS) centered at P.]
The last line is clearly the integer winding number
which measures the twist of #® on an infinitesimal
loop around P. This shows that the quantized magnetic
charges {q"‘} label the different homotopy classes of
7,(H) =m,(G/H) and thus characterize the winding of
Q(x) at infinity.

Next, we should like to relate the “topological charge”
Q@ to the values of magnetic charge. We hLave

1 N
Q=357 fd“xfr%awas F,,F.
1 - i
~3272 fd‘*xau tre, as(A, Fog —34,4 ,4g) (B9)
=1—:3'?2 fd“x{aﬁr(A ‘B-3A-AXA)

+3 - tr[AX E -A (8 xA)]}.
For a periodic gauge field satisfying conditions (B1)
and (B3), this becomes

G .
Q—l—é?jo' dt @S -Tr(aA, X A).

This shows that any periodic field where A, vanishes
rapidly at infinity will have zero topological charge.
However, this expression is not the most useful for
relating @ to the topology of Q. For that, it is con-
venient to transform temporarily to A, =0 gauge. Thus
Al=U(®, +A,)U™ where

t
U(t,x) =P exp (f dt'Ao(t’,x)) .
0
In this gauge A, =0 and

A'(B,x)=8(x)[6 +A’(0,x) Q" (x),
E’(B,x)=Rx)E’(0,x)Q7(x).
Now, from (B9),

1 ~
Qo [ @x trlAr- (B —5A < AN}

=V(Q'IBQ)'+1—;‘”‘2— fd‘*xe -tr[Qa2xA(x,0)], (B10)
where

u(J)z# fdsx%fr(J'JXJ). (B11)
The surface term in Eq. (B10) would vanish if 8Q was
0®”2. In this case, © would approach a constant at
infinity and hence could be regarded as a mapping of
S, —G. Such mappings are classified by the homotopy
group m,(G)=Z. v(Q'8Q) is precisely this integer -
valued winding number.

In general, if 8Q+ 03’2 then we need to separate in
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(B10) the effect of the winding of € at infinity. To do so,
we extend the definition of V(x) introduced previously
so that

Q(x) = V(x)wE)V(x)™. (B12)
We require that w(x) be.continuous throughout R3, and
that V(x) be continuously defined on R*\{L} for some set
of strings {L}. We may choose V(x) so that

dw(x) =0%" ° 402, (B13)

Let

and w(x)—

1
=v(wrtow) +— f
167 7 (1)

( ) |16 2 3
T B(R.\(L})

1 ~
=p(wlow) + 2f AT tr(wtowxA’).
8™ J 33\

In these steps we used the above conditions to eliminate
terms which fall off too rapidly at infinity to give a sur-
face term, or are bounded as one crosses a string in
{L}. . On a(R*\{L}) we may represent w as w(x)
=exp[-0(x)] with 6(x) continuous and [6(x),A’] bounded
and 0%, Consequently

=p(wrow) +——1-— dzz-tr(iB')
2miJy 3\ 2m

=v(wow) +Z Intig q* .

27 (B15)

Since 8w =032, w(x) may be regarded as a mapping of
S;~G, and v(w™8w) is just the integer-valued Pontrya-
gin index. [The branch of Iny, must be appropriately
chosen so that v contributes the correct integer part

to Q. This branch is determined by the requirements
above which imply that when two eigenvalues of A(x)
become degenerate on {L} so must the eigenvalues of
In\(x).] This establishes the quoted relation (3.5).

To show that it is always possible to transform the
fields into the “asymptotically Abelian” form used
above, let us first consider the basic case of a field
where \” has two different eigenvalues, ., and &,. Let
® be the region where no two eigenvalues of A(x) in dif-
ferent blocks cross. If ¢°=-gq'+#0 then the complement
of & must be nonvanishing [otherwise §(x) could not
be continuous]. Let y be some point on the boundary of
® where A;; =2;; for some 7 and j. Choose a string
L €® running from y to ©. We may choose a gauge
transformation V(x) continuous on R3\L, which obeys

UmV(x, +ex) =V (x, +ex')[1 +¢Oi¢(\;i(eiq"a -1)
£~0 .
+¢1j¢{j(eiq o "'1)]

for x,€ L, x and x’ orthogonal to L, and x+X’ =cosé.

V may be chosen, for example, to block diagonalize

2 in the region ® and otherwise may be filled in an
arbitrary, continuous manner. This leaves w =V1iQV
continuous across L, and topologically trivial at infin-
ity. All boundedness and asymptotic conditions above
are satisfied. Finally, 6 =¢lnw must be chosen so that
(o;» 0%o;) = (zplj’ezl)lj) at y. This 1mphes [6(x), Gw(x)] =0
for xc 8 (R3\L).
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A’ =V (@ +A)V =V19V +0' 72,
Equations (B13) and (3.2) imply that [A’, w]=0%"2 or
A’ =2 +0°" where [a,w]=0. /

As x approaches some x, E{L}, we must have
V(x) = v(x,)k(x) where h(x)c G - [Otherwise w(x)
could not be continuous at x,.] A’ ~V=8V and [V7'8V,w]
are bounded as x —~ X, E{L}. We show how to construct
such a V(x) below.

Inserting this decomposition into (B10), one finds

d®x o - Er[w"aw XA’ +(D'w)wt X V1aV]

f @z tr{(wrsw +oww™ +[A wlw ) XA}

(B14)

r
Generalizing this procedure to the case of an arbi-
trary set of magnetic charges is straightforward. One
simply successively considers points where eigenvalues
in different blocks cross, introduces strings running
from these points to infinity, and iteratively constructs
a gauge transformation ¥V which removes all winding
at infinity.

APPENDIX C: GLUON SELF-ENERGY

The one-loop gluon self-energy, in Feynman gauge,
is given by

=2 a'q 1,/p,q)
uv(p)"g Nf.[(ZTT)‘Im

d’q I1,.(p,q)+J..(p)
‘gszsz)‘* BT rrr

(C1)
where

Lo p,0)=2(p+q)q,+2q,.(p+q), = 5, ((p+q)+q% —p?)

and

Juv(p) = 5uup2 _pupll .

At zero temperature one may evaluate I, , using stan-
dard techniques (e.g., dimensional regularization). One
finds

2

1
I, ,(p) I r=0~ '3'(2,7,,)2 (5N - 2Nf)(6u vP? = pupy) Inp*/u?,
(c2)

where p is the renormalization point.

At finite temperature, I1,,(p) has in general three in-
dependent components (see Sec. IV.B). However, since
the one-loop expression (C1) is transverse for any en-
ergy, this reduces the number of components to two
(for example, Iy, and I1;;). Furthermore, we shall re-
strict our evaluation of IT, (p,, p) to the limit of low
spatial momentum, p~0. In this limit the one-loop
self-energy has only one independent component.

To see this, consider first the case of nonzero ex-
ternal energy. When p,+ 0, the denominator of (C1) may
be expanded in powers of p without causing any infrared
divergence. Consequently, II, (p,# 0, p) has a finite
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asymptotic expansion in powers of p. The transversali-
ty of IT,, then implies

Huv(Po*O,D)“%;[HW(PO,P=0)]5M 5»,~+O(P)- (C3)

On the other hand, at zero external energy, II,, may be
decomposed as

Huv(poz 0” p) = [Hoo(i’o = 05 p)]auoom
+ %[Hu(l’o: 0, p)]éu t(ﬁii -P{Pj/pz)bju .

11,,(po, p=0) can be nonvanishing only if II, (p,=0, p)
has a directional singularity at p=0. However, the only
part of (C1) which cannot be expanded in powers of p
when p,=0 is the contribution from the region where ¢,
=0 and q~0(p). This contribution is of order |p|°p?/p*
~ O(p) and hence vanishes at zero momentum. Con-
sequently, II,;(»=0)=0 so that

J

Huu(po=0’p)~[Haa(Poz0,p=0)]6u06v0+0(p)' (c4)

Thus we need only compute the trace of the one-loop
self-energy at zero spatial momentum. Equation (C1)
yields

. &g [(p+q)? 2 _ .2
M,.(p)=-2¢ N, s (2:)4 [p qg(p-:(i])z L]

2 dtq [(p+alP+4d°—(5/20%
v2gN f @n)? TR

Equation (A1) may now be used to extract the temper-
ature-dependent part,

O, (p)=T,, (p) =1, .(p) I T=0

We find

4
oM, ,(po, P=0)=2g2 f (gl?%? ;—Z[N/(e'iﬂvo*e ~1)+N /(e %0 +1)]

2 d4q pz 1 1 iBq +E ~iBq.*E
-5 Gt ((p+q>2+(p-q>2)[5N/‘e"° 1)+ 2N /(e 4 1)]

=4g? f—q—(gjr)s l—;—l[N/(eB""—1)+Nf/(e‘“‘"+1)]

2g7Re [ (Z?f;a 1q|(p0p° [5N/(eM191 — 1)+ 2N, /(¢®e! 1 1)]

+2ilql)

=2—f’:7 j(;wd(ICI[N/(eBa -1)+N,/(e34+ 1)] —é:f)z" jo.w(qzj-liqb%fﬂ [5N/(e® — 1) +2N /(% +1)]

" Bpo

2,2
= %ngZ(N_‘.Nf/Z) _ggﬁg (5N+2Nf) [lnﬁpo/‘}"- w(%) 21’]

242 o
+%1(2Nf)[1nﬁpo/2n_¢<%) u ]

~ Bpo

2,2

= Lg?T2(N +N,/2) _%%L

- (5N — 2N,) In(Bp,/4m)?

+‘ff§ {51\/{;11- + zp(fz‘-)] - 2N, [2w(n) - zb(g) - 1n4]}. (c5)

Here p,=2mn/B and P(z)=T"(2)/T(z).
Note that the p2Inp3 term in (C5) precisely cancels the
p%Inp? zero-temperature term (C2). As p,— o,

GHuu(po:I’:O)"' - -;-ngzN.
As p,—~0,
onuu(po’ p=0)~ ';'ngz(N*'Nf/z)-

These results may be inserted into (C3) and (C4) to find
the quoted behavior for Ily(p,=0,p=0) and
;;(pg#0,p=0).

APPENDIX D: CONSTANT FIELD DETERMINANTS
Let -

27
Ay =_ﬁ—('2%?>6u0 s

where g is diagonal, real, and traceless,

(q)jqujﬁjk'
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I

The fundamental representation fermion determinant
may obviously be expressed as

Indet () = 2 Indet (F+q')

=2 ) Indet[-(8,+qt,)?], (D1)
i

N

where t=(n/Bi)é,. Similarly, the adjoint representation
gauge field determinant beg:omes

Indet,(-D2%,)= 2 Indet, {-[8,+ (g7 —gM&,]*}
vk
-~ Indet (-082). (D2)
This follows from noting that

(D:dj [v])jk'—' (d.v+[A,, v])jk= (3. + (g’ - qk)Eu)vjk

and that each component of v =v°1%/2{ except its trace
may be regarded as independent. [Here we are choosing
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to regard an arbitrary adjoint representation field as a

traceless, N-dimensional, anti Hermitian matrix, v,

in place of the equivalent (N” — 1)-dimensional vector,
—tr(v)\"/2z) ]

4 2
lndeté[—(6u+q§u)2]=;3vf %1n[<w:_ﬂl‘1) +k2]

73

Thus we must evaluate Indet[-(9, +¢&,)?] for either
periodic or antiperiodic boundary conditions. Using
(A1) we find

g I [( - f?—> + kz] + ln[ (k0+ é’;)z + kz]

=Indet[-(8, +g£.)?] | poot BV

.~ The regulated, zero-temperature determinant is inde-
pendent of g and defined to equal one. Hence

Indet, [-(8,+q£,)*] =+ 2BV Re Ink? /(e % imex 1)

(2 )4
= ~Blkl+imq
2VRef B In(1¥e )
v = - _

===z Re j(; dk kzz; (& e™Brrirayn /)y

2
s

Il

E‘g—z (x1)" cosnng/n*
V/1 1
rgs (g5 - 35 - [0)

where [g],=[(¢)mod2] -1, and [g]-= [(g + 1) mod2] - 1.
Hence -1< [g],<1.
Thus we find

| (D3)

N
Indet_(Dgng) = =27 -Ygz ( [qj]z_)z)

= -2 7725‘; <ZN5" - é—lz tr[l - (1n§zf““"/7ri)2]2>
(D4)
and
Vs~ /1 1 1
Indet ("Dads) = - —3 [E (——5— Ez(l - {qj_qk]%)z)_ﬁ]
- _nzg‘é (NZ; 1_ % tr[( 1nQ7 /)

x(1 - InQ*4/2 7)) 2) .

(D5)

bIndet,(-D*/~%) =AM+ | ax Y’ (il)"( [ dctelt o, /924470, 71 0&  SAr Frt. s, £
B 0 n

—-3trr-a[7% 0, fa(x,xﬂzﬁﬂ),

where

A= fo xd?&Tr[(%(—Dz)) AJ.

This term has been previously examined by Brown and Creamer (1978). Their result is given in Eq. (6.10).

(2m?*

(e7iP% 7 1) :

I

(InQ™™ and InQ ¥ refer to the logarithm of the matrix
representing Q in the given representation. In the fun-
damental representation the eigenvalues of InQ must

lie within [-mi, 7i], while in the adjoint representation
the eigenvalues are to be chosen in the internal [0,2i].)

APPENDIX E: INSTANTON DETERMINANTS

1. lIsospin 1/2
The temperature-dependent part of the isospin-3 de-

terminant may be expressed in terms of the scalar
propagator,

61ndet,(-D?/-8),, = fo de'rrK%(—D”)) A*] )

where

Afx,y)= 2 (1)A(x,y+nB),

n==c

Ax, ¥) = F(x, 9)/47%(x - )T (x)"211 (y)"?

and

Fla,9) =1+ p*T %, 7" 9,/x% 9%
) m
(xn,=x —mBt, etc.) Since

Au=%(TMT£—TVTL)fV (fanvlnH) ’

we have

9
gx(-—Dz)=’}g(3)‘f2) _%T a7t axf'*’%T * a)‘f‘rt +9.

Thus

y=x+npt

(1)

The

remaining terms above are easily evaluated using the relations
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T3 F(x, 9)/(x = 9)2= =271+ (x = PIT(2)/(x — y)*

and
Flx,9)/(x = )27+ 8= —2I1(3)7 +(x =9) /(x — y)*.
So ) ;
81ndet,(-D?/-8%);,= A(N) + fl ax Z (x1)" [f d*x tr(%(alfz)l — 5T 8 fTT-fA—JAT - fTT .0, f
[0 n
to (o c(x —
=T axf z (x(f y)i)) + T(x(i y){) TT . ahf) y=x+n87
- f a%s -Bxf/[‘lﬂz(nﬁ)z]]
:A(A)—fldxax<fd3z-f2’ (:l:l)"/4ﬂzn2/32)
o)
=A(N) —J—Id%%i =AM+ E¥, , (E2)
r
h
where :—VHV=%[lnH,Hv] or :—VHi=-;/-[[lnH,HV],I£,],
n, 232/ (1)"/7%2=(1 for +; — 5 for -). where

This verifies Eq. (6.12).

We should also like to sketch a rather elegant alterna-
tive derivation of this result which requires no know-
ledge of the exact instanton propagators. This deriva-
tion is based on the approach of Callias and Taubes
(1979).

The isospin-3 operator —D(A)?, for any ’t Hooft solu-
tion, may be expressed in the factorized form

—-D?= —TIY27 . aTI 7277 - BII2 (E3)
Following Callias we generalize this factorization, de-
fining

L,=T"2 4780172 Li=1""24ir".81"2, (E4)

Therefore, —D?=L, L},

= (° LV,H%
Lt 0

and observe that

Now let
L,LT 0
0o LYL,

J

1

()

and {‘/,HV}=0 .
Now, since

1n a/b=f i—,s(e’s"— e™s)

o]

we may define the finite Pauli-Villars regulated de-
terminant to be

R
In det(—D?/—8%) = TrQ;_Y)f ‘i_szei(e-smgmzi) s UHym? ).
(o] i=0

Here e¢;=(-1)}, m,=0, and m,,..
lator masses are chosen so that

R
> e,=0, 2e;m?=0, and 2_e,miln mt=0.
i i :

« M=o,

The regu-

Thus

1 g )
lndet(—Dz/—82)=f d rﬁ_l_j‘_?’lf C—if-Zer—{—e's”’i*’"%’}
o 2 o S TtV
0

0

1
=f dvTrInll 2 e, m2[(LIL,+m3)™ = (L,Li+m?)™*].
) i

This remarkable result (due to Callias and Taubes)
expresses the regulated determinant solely in terms of
the regulator propagators. All dependence on the ori-
ginal massless field has been eliminated. [At this point,
Callias and Taubes rewrite the propagators in expon-
ential form and attempt to calculate the small ¢ expan-
sion of exp[-#(L,L})]. We shall deal instead with the
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vT
A+ (=, Y s (H2mP)
dVTr————z———— ds z:ei—z—[[lnH,H,,],Hv]e yrm’y
o i

1 1
=f dvTr ylnll ZeiHi/(H?,Hn";):—f dvTr yInll D e, m2/(H2+m?)
i o] i

(E5)

—
propagators directly. ]
Now,
(LLLy+m?)* = [(-8%+m?) -V ]
and

(L, LL+m®) ™ =[(-0%+m?) -V_]?,
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where
V,=FivT, n faBB ( :Fl)fz_

For arbitrarily large mass we expect to be able to ex-
‘pand (LL'+m?)™ in powers of V. Inserting this ex-
pansion in (E5) yields a series of one-loop diagrams
with free massive propagators, vertices V,, and one
insertion of InIl. 'All but the first few terms of this ex-
pansion should vanish as powers of (1/m) as m —«=. In
fact, only the diagrams shown in Fig. 8 need be com-
puted. Expanding in external momenta and dropping all
terms of O(1/m?2), one easily finds that graphs (a)—(d)
yield, respectively,

-

InD(-8%f%), % InIl f*

o]

(4 7T)2 (4 )2
d*x

(47r)21nn<a falal n)-f fs, and -2 fd'*xlnl'[f“

of=

Integrating by parts a few times, the sum of these
terms becomes

Indet(-D?/-8%) ~ Z Indet(-D%/-9%) =% [fm%)?eigy f

O d < T

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 8. Nonvanishing contributions for the isospin—% deter-
minant.

1 d4

(1)

This expression is logarithmically singular at the posi-
tion of each instanton. This is due to the fact that our
expansion of the propagators was only valid in the re-
gion where InIl varied slowly on the scale of m;'. This
is true everywhere except in a tiny region about the
center of each instanton. (Within this region all terms
in the expansion contribute.) However, if we merely
calculate the difference between the multi-instanton de-
terminant and the corresponding sum of single instan-
ton determinants, then the contributions of the near re-
gions cancel, and we find

et 2]

For the finite-temperature instanton, this is precisely the term A(X). However, we have lost the A2 surface term

in (E2).

Fortunately, it may be easily found. In the manipulations leading to (E5) we repeatedly used the cyclic
property of the trace. This actually involves integration by parts.

For the finite-temperature instanton, one of

these integrations yields a surface term. This happens in the step between the second and third equalities of (E5).

The surface term is easily found to be
- f az, %tr[‘ru')-'f - f E e, (=82 +m3) Mx, x)].
7
At zero temperature, the regulated propagator, i.e.,

2 ed=92+m)™x, )
i

simply vanishes as x -~y since

iZeﬁzi:e,.mf:Zi:eim%lnmiEO.

i

However, at finite temperature there is an extra flmte contribution from the terms which make (-3%+m?2), periodic

(or antlperlodxc) Thus

D e (=02 +m3)Hx, x)=0 (1) e (=82 +m3) Mx, x +nBt) =Y (£1)"/472(nB)? + O(e™oms).
i n i n

Therefore, the surface term becomes
- fd“z -fn,/12p82,

which agrees with (E2).

Unfortunately, this direct approach to calculating the
instanton determinant does not seem to generalize to
the isospin-1 case. The isospin-1 scalar operator,
—-D?,, may be expressed as 3 tr(7°L, LI7%) with L, given
by (E4). If we consider L,L} as acting on the space of
2 x 2 matrices, then this shows that —D?, is-equivalent
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[

to L, L} restricted to the subspace of traceless ma-
trices. This extra projection makes it difficult to gen-
eralize the previous approach. For this reason, we are
forced to resort to the tedious analysis of the exact
periodic propagator presented next.

2. lsospin 1

Following Brown et al. (1978) and Eq. (5.3), the peri-
odic isospin-1 scalar propagator is given by

A"”’(x, )= A%+ A+ ALY,
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where by Brown and Creamer (1978). They found that this
term is simply four times the corresponding isospin-3
Agx, y) = 5 tr[1Flx, 9)T°F(y, 1)]/47%(x = yPT () , omalt Y ponding tsospin-z
I
AP, ) =2 ST F (Y )T (3, D)/AT -y, FICTG) ,  Po=440), (E7)
m
where A(}) is given in Eq. (6.10),
and : The analysis of P, is much more involved. Let

F(x,9)=Folx,y) +iT"F,(x, ),

AZ(x,9) = D C(x,9,)/4n I (X)IL(y) . where

The function C®(x, v,) will be exhibited shortly. Folx,9)=14p% D%, 9,/x%9%
We must compute !

& 1ndet(—D?/-82), = fh dATr{[8,(-D?)](A,+ A, +A,)} and

Fylx, 9)= 7, O x49%/%% 95
1

=Py+P, +P,. (E6)
Note that Then
8,(=D?)*®=2(s, f)56°° — 2e°°7¢ (3, £,)8,, . P,=P,,+P,,+P,,,
The contribution of A, has been previously computed where

J

S

x dix 49,f,
Pm:—f dar ?5%% Hzf"z oo, %) Folx, x,,)/m®,
0

[l [E e 3 xR, s 9]/

Now
‘ Folx, %, )= 1420 20%I(m), F,(x,x,)=x"mBpIm),
9, Folx, )| yox, = PP (M BY = x")o(m) + B¥I,(m) + 2m (x"Bt — x> B*)Jo(m) + 2m B(B*t — B ), (m)]
and ’
8, Fo(%,9) | yuy = 0%[M5(xx =m0 B)°Io(m) = M3, B°L (m) = 22 %" m BT o(m) + 2 2 B¥m BT, (m)] .
Here, )

B¥= B8, x=(¢, r)E-—B—(T,z)
2T
and we have defined
I(m) = 2 1/x2x2, =2(I1 = 1)/p?(m2B% + 47 2)
1

L0m)= 2 01/x%x%,,= (11 = 1)(2t = mp)/Bp*(m?B? + 4r%)
13

7%[27 sinT sinhz —m B(1 — coshz cosT)]
B3m 2(m?B% + 47 2)(coshz — cosm)?

Jo(m)=z 1/x4x3%,, = (11 = 1)(m2B2 + 127 2) /27 202(m2 B2 + 47 2) +
1

I m)= E 1/x%x%,,,= (I = 1)[t(m>? B2+ 1202) = 4m Br2)]/2B0%r 2(m? B2 + 47 2)?
7

7r2[(tm B +272)(1 — coshz cosT) + (m B = 2¢) sinT sinhz]
m Bir2(m?B?% + 47 ?)(coshz — cosT)?

These and all following sums may be easily evaluated using Eq. (Al). For later convenience, define
M, ;= 1/ [m* m2p?+ 4r 7],
m
and let f,=9,Inll, f,=0,Inll, and f} =f2+f%. Plugging in, we find
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3Bz

1 [ 3\ f2, 64222
Pla=§?fd>\ d%zdr#“— [3fmm+ (I~ 1)om, , +
922/,
pP,= fd?x d zdr———i(n 1)[ m, 1+ (H —-1)m, 2]
and P,,=P,,+P,,g+P,.y+ P, 5, where
6 9 < p?
ca:ﬂz—Bzfd)\ fd‘*x%“ i—z-[(x“—mﬁ“)lo(m)—B"Il(m)]FO(x,xm)

3
——2P1b’

Ppg= zﬁfd)‘ fd“ Lf‘z £ o[td, (M)—BJl(m)]Fo(x Xm)
2 9 2,2
= ‘EB%“B fd)\ d®z dle‘[—zzfz[Bz(H - 1)€m0,2v+37f—(n - 1)smo,3)

(1 — coshz cosT) Bz
+xzm My,u+ "3 (II—I)Sm12

Pmy=%fd>\ fd"x-a—l-z‘lz o s mI(m) +1,(m) = 2mr2J (m)] F (x, x,,)

3 xzf( 12 _ y2pe{l—coshzcosT) .
fd)t d°z dt (m-1) M, A°B (COShZ—COST) (I l)mo,z s

Ps=a [ax [aix a—%E'f{{v%fo(rn)z%(x,xm)—[tJo<m)—ﬁ.um)]ma(x,xm)}

B2 9\2f, A? sinT sinhz 222
“aon° fdh d’zdr I)\Iz i (coshz — cosT)? My, (I - 1)(/3?3‘11,2 - Bzm"'z)] ’

Before evaluating these sums, we turn to the contribution of
AZ(x, y)= D, C®(x, y,)/ATL((y) .

C®(x,y) is given by

ab 207 (x)<I> (y)_ PP (x)  @3,(y)
Cn 9= g [B(r - TZ; ,};; [B(r —s)F [B(lft--u_)]2 Firs.tus

where
®e (x) =p*ne, xExt/x2 5% = p*B(r — s)x/x2x2
since N% =d,; and

hrs.tuzfsu_fst +frt _fru’

422
(H - l)zml 2~ 2 (H - l)zmo,z] ’

77

(E8)

(E9)

(E10)

(E11)

(E12)

(E13)

with f,  a particular constant matrix. Owing to the periodicity of the finite-temperature instanton, f, & is translation-

ally invariant, f, =f(,. - Consequently, when we compute EmC""(x,ym), the second term involving %

Therefore we find

= * 4 a Cb“(x,y )f =.
P, —J;) d?\f dx[i))‘(—-Dz) b] ;mﬁ_{-ﬁ

=—’;—:’f ax J‘d“x[(a)jz)x2+2(axx-f)]zm:'[lo(m)/n]z

54 - 1 2
=Z'ﬂ-sf ard3z dT(ZBXZfz+223Xf5,) (——H-—> M, -

Now we must evaluate the sums

wm,,; =‘E " (2 + 4r?) .
m

One finds
7® fcothz 1
oM. . = 7t (cothz 1. E)
0,27 9892\ z sinh®z 22/’
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drops out.
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7° <3 cothz 3 2z coshz 8)

Mo,s=8azi\" 2 Tsint%z T sinb’z 22
2
My 0= 3
7* (1 1 cothz
My, = Pz ( z ) ’
- 7° <g 4 3cothz 1 >
A2 Zﬁ"z4 3 22 z sinh?z

Finally, adding up the contributions (E7)-(E14), we find

§lndet(—D?/—58?), 4A(A)+8nz d?\ fd3zd7rr2 ((a,f,)i;(x,z

+4x2[=8,/;(1 — coshz cosT) +8,, sinT sinhz] ~

T)+2(8,27,)C(A, 2, 7)

where

2,2 322
B2, m) =Som, o+ 601- DESom, ¢ - 1)2E% ( z

=1+6(H—1)(%+21—2—9—(£hz)

~ ﬁz : 2 ZB‘l z
C,2,7)= (I = 1) 5 (O, = 2%y ) + (11 = 1)* =5 (200, + 59, , —

_(H—l)[ (_1_ 2cothz 3 1 ) (_l zcoshz)]
- M\3- T2 sinb?z +(1-1) z%2~ sinh3z/]°

2

z z z2  sinh?

and

- 2 2
D(x,z,7) =Zﬂ_432[m1,1 + (I - 1)32(727_25111 i smo,z)]

(1 1 cothz>+ L3
- 3 z  sinh?z 2%

= —+—-
3 2z

Lastly, we may explicitly evaluate the integral over A by recalling that I1(x, z, 7) =1 +A%h(z, 7).

grals are helpful:

+(@- 1’2( tET T

D\, z T))

z(coshz — cosT)?

My, + e smhz)

)
sinh?z/ ’
4

T ,,)

<1 2cothz 1 3)

f Adx 0,2 [a+B(Il - 1)+y(Il - 1)?]/11? =gfl%[a(3+2n +11%) + B3+ ) (IT — 1) +3y(I1 — 1)?]

and

f dx 0,0+ f (Il = 1)[a+pIl-1)]/I%= v f(n‘l)[a(1+2n)+s(n 1)].

Hence, we find the final result,

Indet(-D?/-06%), =4A(A) + B(A\)+C(A) +D(A) ,

where
1 f 5 (8 ,H)z[ 2 (l cothz)
B(A)——87r2 Az dt ~’*-H *+4(I1-1) e (I

1)2(3cothz a1 )]
- z  2z® ' 2sinh%z/]’

_ 1 3 <§f_3§_li><ﬂ 1>[ (L 3cothz 9
Cm"mﬁf‘l“” U AN A S A v

3 1 z coshz)]
sinh?z > (- 1)(22 " sinh3z /]’

_ Az 3
D() = 1272 f d’zdr zII*(coshz — cosT)?

and A(2) is given in Eq. (6.10).

3. Computations

We halve evaluated the above integrals numerically.
One must be particularly careful to treat correctly the
contributions from both large and small distances. For
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2

[(=8,11)(1 = coshz cosT) +(8,11) sinT sinhz] [II +3 <%_ co;hz) —(-1) <500thz 7 2

z  Z° sinh’z

(E15)

The following inte-

(E16)

)]

[
z>>1, one may use the asymptotic form

M=1+2X2/z +)20(e"%)

and evaluate the resulting integrals analytically. For
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very short distances, z2+72<« 1, one must expand the
integrand in a Taylor series, since, although the com-
plete integrand is finite at the origin, many cancella-
tions between singular terms are occurring. -

A(2) was found to agree with the simple expression
(6.14) for all values of X to within the quoted error.
B(\)+C(™)+D()) was found to equal 124(\) +£2Z to within
our nuinerical accuracy of ~10°7. We are embarrassed
to say that we have not been able to establish this ana-
lytically.
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