arxXiv:0710.2277v2 [hep-lat] 12 Oct 2007

PROCEEDINGS

OF SCIENCE

Renormalization of Polyakov loops in fundamental
and higher representations

Olaf Kaczmarek *
Fakultat fur Physik, Universitat Bielefeld, D-33615 Biellel, Germany

E-mail: pkacz@physik.uni-bielefeld.dd

Sourendu Gupta

Department of Theoretical Physics, Tata Institute for Faméntal Research,
Homi Bhabha Road, Mumbai 400 005, India

Kay Hubner
Physics Department, Brookhaven Natl. Laboratory, UptaawNork 11973, USA

We compare two renormalization procedures, one based ahtivédistance behavior of heavy
quark-antiquark free energies and the other by using bayaRay loops at different temporal
extent of the lattice and find that both prescriptions aravedgnt, resulting in renormalization
constants that depend on the bare coupling. Furthermose ttemormalization constants show
Casimir scaling for higher representations of the Polydkops.

The analysis of Polyakov loops in different representatioithe color SU(3) group indicates that
a simple perturbative inspired relation in terms of the gatid Casimir operator is realized to a
good approximation at temperatureg T for renormalized as well as bare loops.

In contrast to a vanishing Polyakov loop in representatiitis non-zero triality in the confined
phase, the adjoint loops are small but non-zero even foraeamtyres below the critical one. The
adjoint quark-antiquark pairs exhibit screening. Thisdébr can be related to the binding energy
of gluelump states.

The XXV International Symposium on Lattice Field Theory
July 30-4 August 2007
Regensburg, Germany

*Speaker.

(© Copyright owned by the author(s) under the terms of the @e&ommons Attribution-NonCommercial-ShareAlike Licen http://pos.sissa.it/


http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.2277v2
mailto:okacz@physik.uni-bielefeld.de

Renormalization of Polyakov loops Olaf Kaczmarek

15

0.5
2 4 —-o—
TIT, g =6/ 8 —v
0 . . . . 1 . . .
0 5 10 15 20 25 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 14 1.6

Figure 1: Renormalized fundamental Polyakov loop (left) and rendimaton constants (right) in SU(3)
pure gauge theory for two values of the temporal latticerextg. The lines in the left figure show the
perturbative result[[]l] 2] .The arrow represents the asgtigphigh temperature limit,™" = 1. The line in
the right figure shows a perturbative inspired fit.

1. Introduction

Studies of the transition from a confined to a deconfined nmedis well as the fundamental
guestion for a proof of confinement are strongly related ¢oRtblyakov loop. Models based on the
Polyakov loop are proposed to describe the transition tcaakoggluon plasma phase and its prop-
erties at zero as well as non-zero baryon density in a phemalogical manner[J3]4] %] 6] #, B. 9.
[Q,[11,[1R[13]. Furthermore the connection of SU(3) theorhe largeN-limit (in a mean-field
approximation) is widely discussef] [4, 5].

For a test of the reliability and comparison of these modelgure gauge theory and QCD with
dynamical quarks, a detailed knowledge of the behavior @f&mormalized Polyakov loop in the
fundamental and higher representations in those thearigisfindamental importance.

We will present two different renormalization proceduresthe Polyakov loop for different rep-

resentations, show their equivalence and discuss our rsuits of this study in pure SU(3) gauge
theory.

2. Fundamental and adjoint Polyakov loops

The renormalization of Polyakov loops (in the fundamengresentation) using the short
distance behavior of static quark-antiquark free enengis outlined in[[T4]. For arbitrary repre-
sentations of the static sources this can be written as,

e FITIT — (25(g?)) ™™ (Tr(Lo(R)LE(9)), (2.1)

which is equivalent to the renormalization of the Polyakood itself,

N:dp

LE"= (Zo(g%)) " (LE™®). (2.2)

The renormalization constants are obtained by matchindréleeenergies to the zero temperature
potential at short distances. In f§. 1 we show the resultshirenormalized Polyakov loop (left)
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Figure 2: Renormalization procedure using differét (left). Bare Polyakov loops from 32¢ N; lattices
and the resulting5". The lines are spline interpolations (right).
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Figure 3: Comparison of the renormalized Polyakov loop (left) andrdmormalization constants (right)
obtained with the two different renormalization procedure

and the renormalization constants (right) for two différ&h obtained in quenched QCD. The
good agreement df3(g?) andL3(T) for theN; = 4 and 8 indeed shows that the renormalization
constants depend only on the bare coupling constants. tarpation theory Casimir scaling for
heavy quark potentials is realized (at least) up to two-loafer [15[1F].

3. Direct renormalization in higher representations

Using the observation that the renormalization constaaped only on the bare couplings
opens the possibility for a direct renormalization progedeased on single bare Polyakov loops at
differentN; rather than using Polyakov loop correlation functions failsir method was proposed
in 7).

The fist step in this procedure is to fix the arbitrary overallls factor by fixing the value of the
renormalized Polyakov loop at the highest temperature irapalysis,T; = Tmax= 12T, where we
use the same scheme as in the previous method. From this aia ti# renormalization constants
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Figure4: Renormalization constants obtained with the direct remtimation procedure (left). Also shown
are the results obtained from the previous method for furetteah and adjoint loops, label&king. Casimir
scaled bare Polyakov loops (right) for different repreagansD.

at the corresponding coupling (at two differéy) by assuming

d Ne,i
Zp " (@G Nei)|_x_q = LE"(T) and (3.1)
dboN; j ?
Zy 'J(QJZ)LBare(Q%Nr.jNEz;N_:Ti = L5 (Ti). (3.2)
al i T

This procedure can now be iterated (see[fig. 2 (left)) to olfa@ renormalization constants and
the renormalized Polyakov loop down Ta. In fig. R(right) we show the result of this procedure
for the fundamental loop in SU(3) pure gauge theory obtamedpplying this procedure for three
values oflN;.

The comparison of the two renormalization procedures|{jignc@ed shows that the renormalized
Polyakov loops (left) and the renormalization constanigh(j are in good agreement and both
procedures are equivalent.

The prescription can easily be extended to Polyakov loogsjnrepresentatiod [[Lg, [19], thus
giving the renormalized Polyakov loop§ and the renormalization consta@is(g?). Using these,
one can then check Casimir scaling in the form

Zn(9%) = Zs(9P), (3.3)
for the renormalization constants and
LE"(T) = (LE"(T))® (3.4)

for the Polyakov loops, wherd, = C,(D)/Cy(3) is the ratio of quadratic Casimirs. The test of
Casimir scaling is then the independencezdfom D. Note that [(3]3) together witth (2.2) implies
that, if Casimir scaling is realized for the renormalizedykov loop, it holds for the bare loops
as well.

In fig. B we show the results for the renormalization constdlgft) and the Casimir scaled bare
Polyakov loops (right) for representations ugte= 15. For comparison we also include the results
obtained from the previous method. We observe a good agraeshgp for all representations in
the whole coupling range and for the scaled Polyakov loopsefoperatures down to the critical
one.
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Figure 5: Renormalized adjoint Polyakov loop compared to the fundaaidoops (left). Heavy quark-
antiquark free energies for adjoint sources in the cologlsinand color averaged channel compared to
Casimir scaled color singlet free energy of fundamentatsesiafl = 0.959T.. The lines show the asymp-
totic value and estimates for the string breaking distance.

4. Adjoint Polyakov loops and string breaking

In contrast to Polyakov loops with non-zero triality, whilcave vanishing expectation values
in the confined phase (in the infinite volume limit), for aiatity-zero representations (r=8,10,27,...)
one expects to see string breaking belfwalso in pure gauge theory, and hence a non-vanishing
Polyakov loop in the infinite volume limit (see also discossi in [2D,[2[L[32]).

We have computed the infinite volume, renormalized adjoaty&kov loop belowT. Fig. [} (left)
shows the results compared to the fundamental loop ardund/hile the fundamental renormal-
ized Polyakov loop is zero beloil, the adjoint loop is small but clearly non-vanishing.

For the other triality-zero representatioms=10,27) we expect the same behavior, but we cannot
give the infinite volume limit below, since the corresponding data is still too noisy for thesstat
tics achieved in this work.

For the heavy quark-antiquark free energies of adjointcsiwe observe string breaking below
Tc (fig. B (right)). The asymptotic value of the static quarkigumark free energy of adjoint sources
(fig. @) can be related to the binding energy of gluelump st§#8], i.e. bound states of a dy-
namical gluon with a static adjoint source. In the upper paftg. § we show the results for the
asymptotic values of the adjoint heavy quark free energiddrathe lower part an estimate for the
string-breaking radius defined through

VB(rstring) =Fg(r =00,T), (4.1)

whereVs is the zero temperature potential afgis the asymptotic value of the quark-antiquark
free energy, both for adjoint sources.

An extension of this study will be the analysis of color odtttes of heavy quark-antiquark free
energies with fundamental sources combined with a staj@rdadsource, forming a color singlet
state in total.
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Figure 6: Asymptotic value of the adjoint heavy quark free energiggp@r panel). Estimate of the string
breaking radius (lower panel).

5. Conclusions and Outlook

We have extended the renormalization procedure outlingf4hto quark sources in the ad-
joint representation. We observed that the resulting reabzation constants only depend on the
bare couplingg®. This led to the proposal of a new (direct) renormalizatisacpdure for the
Polyakov loop itself measured at different temporal lategtent in contrast to the (indirect) renor-
malization using two-point correlation functions of Witsbnes or Polyakov loops.

We have shown that both procedures are indeed equivalainge#o a solid description of the
renormalized Polyakov loop. Furthermore we applied the pexgcription to Polyakov loops in
the fundamental and higher representations Up t027.

The direct renormalization procedure is solely based omgganvariant quantities, while thgg-
renormalization is based on color singlet correlation fioms of Wilson lines which are (in prin-
ciple) gauge dependent quantities. The equivalence of fnattedures, i.e. the agreement of the
renormalization constants and the renormalized Polyakopd, shows that (at least) the short
(temperature independent) as well as the (asymptoticg ldigtance part of the heavy quark free
energies obtained in Coulomb gauge become gauge indepeasiproposed in[24, P5].

The analysis of Polyakov loops in higher representationtoup = 27 led to the the observation
that Casimir scaling for the Polyakov loops and the corredji renormalization constants in
different representations is a surprisingly good appratiom even down close t&. This may
indicate that non-Casimir scaling terms in a perturbateries may only play a sub-dominant role.
Due to the Z(3)-symmetry of the pure gauge theory, all Palydkops with non-zero triality van-
ish in the confined phase even in the absence of dynamicakgjuas. pure gauge theory. For the
adjoint representation we have observed small, but nomz@ues belowl.. The static adjoint
sources can couple to the dynamical adjoint constituert®iig) of the theory and the quark-
antiquark pair gets screened even in the confined phasesdreisning phenomenostiing break-
ing) is visible in the heavy quark free energies which have aefingymptotic value while for
zero-zero triality they rise linearly with distance. Theitnasymptotic value for adjoint sources
may be related to the binding energy of gluelump states.
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A more detailed study and discussion of the renormalizadidolyakov loops in higher represen-
tations as well as the application to QCD with dynamical gsas in preparation[J19]. A future

extension of this study will be the analysis of correlatiemdtions of different representations,
e.g. a baryonic system made up of a color octet state of a quditjuark pair in the fundamental
representation combined with a static adjoint source fognai color singlet state in total.
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