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We perform lattice simulations in pure-SU(2) Yang-Milletry to investigate how the infrared
behavior of electric and magnetic gluon propagators in barghuge is affected by temperature.
We consider the largest lattices to date, in an attempt o &gstematic errors under control. Elec-
tric and magnetic screening masses are calculated thraughsatz from the zero-temperature
case, based on complex-conjugate poles for the momentaoe gpopagators. As recently re-
ported in [1], we find good fits to the proposed form at all temapares considered, with different
ratios of real to imaginary part of the pole masses for theitowlinal (electric) and transverse
(magnetic) propagators. The behavior of the magnetic gajpaD (p) is in agreement with the
dimensional-reduction picture, showing infrared supgiges(with a turnover in momentum) and
violation of spectral positivity at all nonzero temperatsiconsidered. The longitudinal propaga-
tor Dy (p) appears to reach a plateau at small momenta and is subjentecediniten; effects
around the critical temperatufe. As a consequence, only lattices with temporal extént 8
seem to be free from systematic errors. After these errereeanoved, the infrared-plateau value
is considerably reduced around the transition and the gheajg observed previously for this
quantity at7; is no longer present. The resulting infrared behavioip(p) at T, is essentially
the same as for.BT... An investigation of the temperature range betwe&,0and7, reveals that

a less pronounced (finite) peak may occur at smaller temypesate.g7 ~ 0.97,.
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1. Introduction

At zero temperature, Landau-gauge gluon and ghost propagate believed to be closely
related to the confinement mechanism in Yang-Mills theorfeBowing the so-called Gribov-
Zwanziger scenarig [4; 3]. A key feature of this scenariopiglated for momentum-space prop-
agators, is that the gluon propagaid(p) should besuppressed in the infrared limit. Such a
suppression is associated with violation of spectral patsit which is commonly regarded as an
indication of gluon confinement. Lattice studies (s¢e [4Jdoeview) have confirmed the suppres-
sion of D(p) in the infrared limit and have also observed violation ofeefilon positivity for the
real-space gluon propagatol [5]. The infrared datafgr) are well fitted by a Gribov-Stingl form
(see e.g.i}6]), which generalizes the form originally pregd by Gribov, based on a propagator
with a pair of complex-conjugate poles. These poles can beciged with complex values for
dynamically generated masses, a behavior in agreementheitimassive (or decoupling) solution
of Schwinger-Dyson equations [7]. The same behavior isimbikin the refined Gribov-Zwanziger
framework [8,8]. (See also [i10] for a very recent proposahaximally Abelian gauge.)

At high temperatures, on the other hand, one expects tovabfmbye screening of the color
charge, signaled by screening masses/lengths that caindipte be obtained from the gluon prop-
agator {11]. More specifically, chromoelectric (resp. chomagnetic) screening will be related
to the longitudinal (resp. transverse) gluon propagatonpated at momenta with null temporal
component, i.e. witlpg = 0 (soft modes). In particular, we expect the real-spaceitiodigal prop-
agator to fall off exponentially at long distances, definanfreal) electric screening mass, which
can be calculated perturbatively to leading order. Alsepating to the 3d adjoint-Higgs picture
for dimensional reduction, we expect the transverse prapago show a confining behavior at fi-
nite temperature, in association with a nontrivial magnetass (see e.d. [12]). We note that these
propagators are gauge-dependent quantities, and ther{gsive) prediction that the propagator
poles should be gauge-independent must be checked, bylednsgi different gauges.

Although the nonzerd@- behavior described above has been verified for various gaage
established at high temperatures down to around twice ttieattemperaturd’. [12,:13], it is not
clear how a screening mass would show up ardnth the following, we try to use the knowledge
gained in the study of the zero-temperature case to defingeieture-dependent masses for the
region around and below the critical temperature. We rebeefly the existing lattice results
for this temperature range, present our fitting form for thieared region, show our preliminary
results for gluon propagators on large lattices for sewahles of the temperature and draw our
conclusions. A more detailed analysis and additional détdbepresented shortly elsewhetei[14].

2. Gluon propagators around and below 7,

The behavior of Landau-gauge gluon and ghost propagatotsdrthe critical temperature
T. has been investigated ih [15]. That study showed a stromfieréd suppression for the trans-
verse propagatadpr (p) than for the longitudinal on®, (p), confirming the dimensional-reduction
picture also at smaller temperatures. [We note here thatemtetudy [16] discusses whether this
suppression is consistent withy-(0) = 0 and investigates Gribov-copy effects for the propagdtors
It was also found that the ghost propagator is insensitivhéademperature. For the longitudinal
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gluon propagator, a very interesting behavior was seenddteeapproach a plateau (as a function
of the momentum) in the infrared region and, as a functioreofgerature, this plateau shows a
sharp peak around the critical temperature. The exact l@haround7, (e.g. whether the peak
turns into a divergence at infinite volume) could not be deieed, since relatively small lattices
were used. All studies mentioned so far are for SU(2) gaugeryh The momentum-space expres-
sions for the transverse and longitudinal gluon propagd®( p) andD,(p) can be found e.g. in
[25].

More recently, in[17], further simulations arouff confirmed the above results, and lattice
data for the gluon propagator were used to construct an petameter for the chiral/deconfinement
transition. More precisely, the authors use a much finerluéen around7. and consider the
SU(2) and SU(3) cases. A check of their calculation is dondéhie electric screening mass, taken
asDL(O)*l/2 and extracted from the data, where only the: O raw data point is used. The con-
sidered lattice sizes are still moderate. [We also mentigarg recent study of th6U (3) case,
presented inJ18].]

Of course, even if an exponential fit of the (real-space) itolinal gluon propagator works
at high temperature, implying that, (0)~%/2 is proportional to the electric screening mass in this
limit, it is not obvious that this should hold @&t = 7.. One should therefore consider more general
fits. At T = 0, the momentum-space propagator is well fitted by a GrikiwgBform (see e.g.
[B]), allowing for complex-conjugate poles

1+dp*

PP T @)

Dyr(p) =C
This expression corresponds to two poles, at masges= a + ib, wherem = mg + im;. The
massm thus depends only o, » and not on the normalizatiofi. The parameten should be 1
if the fitting form also describes the large-momenta regfoong our infrared data we get # 1).
For consistency with the usual definition of electric scregmass, we expect to observg — 0
(b — 0) for the longitudinal gluon propagator at high tempemt@learly, if the propagator has the
above form, then the screening mass definedlpy0) /2 = /(a2 +b2)/C mixes the complex
and imaginary massesg andm; and depends on the (a priori arbitrary) normalizatibn

3. Results

We have considered the pure SU(2) case, with a standard Wélstion. For our runs we
employ a cold start, performing a projection on positiveyBkbv loop configurations. Also, gauge
fixing is done using stochastic overrelaxation and the ghlre@ssing functions are normalized to 1
at 2 GeV. We take8 values in the scaling region and lattice sizes ranging f\gm: 48 to 192 and
from N, = 2 to 16 lattice points, respectively along the spatial and@the temporal directions.

We note that we have improved our procedure for determirtiegphysical temperaturg.
Instead of using the value of the lattice spacirig physical units to obtai = 1/N, a, we evaluate
the ratioT /T, for a given pair 3, N;) by expressing” in terms of the lattice string tensian More
precisely, we consider the rati®/T. = /0. //0, whereo is the (lattice) string tension evaluated
at (8, N;) and,/0, is evaluated at the critical couplirfg} for the sameV;. In this way, one avoids
the inconsistency of obtaining different values for the gibl critical temperatur&, for different
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Figure 1: Longitudinal gluon propagator at and aroufi¢ifor various lattice sizes and values®f Values
for the temperatureV3 x N;, B, lattice spacing: and spatial lattice size (both in fm, in parentheses) are
given in the plot labels. Lattices with; < 8 and withN; > 8 are shown respectively in the left and right
panel.

N;’s. We have taken th@. values for the variousV;’s from [19]. The string tension has been
evaluated using the fit given in [20]. This leads to slightiffedent values of the ratid@’/7, as
compared withi[1; 15].

All our data have been fitted to a Gribov-Stingl behavior, esctdibed in the previous section
(see Eqi2!1). These fits are shown here in all plot®of (p), whereas a detailed discussion of
the associated masseg, m; will be presented elsewhere [14]. We generally find good dithe
Gribov-Stingl form (including the full range of momenta)itivnonzero real and imaginary parts
of the pole masses in all cases. For the transverse propd2atp), the massesiz andm; are of
comparable size (around 0.6 and 0.4 GeV respectively). aime $iolds foD, (p), but in this case
the relative size of the imaginary mass seems to decreakéneieasing temperature.

Our runs were initially planned under the assumption thangporal extenV; = 4 might be
sufficient to observe the infrared behavior of the propagat{Our goal was, then, to increase
significantly, to check for finite-size effects.) For thidua of N;, the choserf3 values: 2.2615,
2.2872, 2.299, 2.3045, 2.313, 2.333, 2.5058 yield temperatrespectively of 0.92, 0.96, 1.00,
1.02, 1.05, 1.12, 1.98 times the critical temperatijre (See comment above about slight differ-
ences in values df /T, for a givenf3 in our newest analysis when compared with[1, 15].) As seen
in Fig..1, the assumption that = 4 might be enough isor verified for the longitudinal propagator
around the critical temperature, especially in the casargerN,. Indeed, asV, is doubled from
48 to 96 and then to 192, we see in Fig. 1 (left) that the inftardue of D, (p) changes drastically,
resulting in a qualitatively different curve &t = 192, apparently with a turnover in momentum.
(Also, in this case the real-space longitudinal propagatanifestly violates reflection positivity.)
We took this as an indication that our choiceMf= 4 was not valid and therefore considered
larger values ofV;. Note that, due to the improved method for introducing ptglsiinits, the data
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Figure 2: Transverse gluon propagator at and aroifindior various lattice sizes and values®fValues for
the temperaturey3 x N;, B3, lattice spacing and spatial lattice size (both in fm, in parentheses) are given
in the plot labels. Lattices witlV, < 8 and withN; > 8 are shown respectively in the left and right panel.

for N, < 8 (left panel of Fig: 1) lie exactly &, while the data aw, > 8 (right panel) are at 0.98.
and 1.017..

As can be seen in Fig. 1 (right), we obtain in this way a différgicture for the critical
behavior ofD, (p). Once we use values of that are large enough — i.8, > 8 for T < T, and
N; > 8 forT 2 T. — the curve stabilizes within statistical errors for fouffelient combinations of
parameters. In particular, this includes the two curvesxatifphysical volume (the blue and the
magenta curves). It is interesting to note that Meeffects at7, are significant fov; = 6 (with
opposite sign with respect to té = 4 case) and are still present iy = 8 (and maybe also for
N; = 16) slightly belowT,, but not immediately abové.. Note also that the curves corresponding
to the smallest physical spatial size (i.e. around 4 fm), steow mild finite-physical-size effects.

In Fig.:2 we show our data for the transverse propag@fdip) at the critical temperature. In
this case, the finite-physical-size effects are more prooed and, in particular, the lattices with
the smallest physical spatial size (the red and green corvé®e right) show qualitatively different
behavior when compared to the other curves. On the other, liar{gh) does not seem to suffer
from the same smalV; effects asD;(p). Also, we see clearly the strong infrared suppression of
the propagator, with a turnover at around 400 MeV.

In summary, the transverse propagaidf(p) shows significant finite-physical-size effects
at 7., while the longitudinal propagatdp, (p) is subject to two sources of systematic errors for
smallN;: “pure” small-V; effects (associated with discretization errors) and stidependence on
the spatial lattice siz&/; at fixed N,, when this value ofV, is smaller than 16. The latter effect
was observed only & < 7., whereas the former is present in a wider region arofjnd-or all
investigated values of the temperatuf®,(p) seems to reach a plateau at small

The plateau value drops significantly fBr> 7. and then shows a steady decrease. The behav-
ior of D, (p) andDr(p) for temperatures abovE is shown in Fig. 3. We see, again, thaf(p)
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Figure 3: Longitudinal (left) and transverse (right) gluon propagdor T > T.. Values for the temperature,
N3 x N,, B, lattice spacing and spatial lattice size (both in fm, in parentheses) are given in the plot labels.

shows finite-physical-size effects for the smaller lagti¢especially for spatial sizes below 4 fm,
but also for 8 fm when compared with 15 fm). In thg(p) data, on the contrary, there are no
visible systematic effects for the considered latticehas¢ values of the temperature.

We also did runs at low temperatures, namely'at 0, 0.257, and 0.57.. We show combined
Dy (p) andDr(p) data for these runs in Fig. 4. We see tha{p) increases as the temperature is
switched on, whileD7(p) decreases slightly, showing a clear turnover point at at@50 MeV.
(Note that the runs at 0.B. on 48 x 8 lattices forf = 2.299, 2.301 are equivalent.) As pointed
out before in 1], the infrared behavior 6 (p) remains unchanged (within errors) fronb%. to
T.. This can be seen on the bottom right plot of Fig. 4, where vesvs(fior clarity) only lattices
with large enoughV, and the largest physical size. More precisely, we {8ke2.299 on a 98 x 8
lattice, corresponding to 0.F., and3 = 2.515 on a 192 x 8 lattice, corresponding to 1.01..
We see that, whereas the behavioiluf(p) is consistent with a steady monotonic decrease with
temperature, the fact that, (p) stays invariant might suggest a flat curve for the infrarkedeau
value of the longitudinal propagator as a function of terapee belowr,.

To investigate the issue, we have performed runs at otheesalt?” < 7,.. We have considered
several values df /T;, and studied the dependence of the infrared-plateau vatbeg/WT. In Fig.
5, we show data fob, (0) for all our runs on the left-hand side, and for the region acbij. on
the right. We group together results from runs using the sahe ofN,, and indicate them by the
label “DLO_N;". The data points indicated with “sym” correspond to symmiedattices, i.e. to the
zero-temperature case. Note that results for diffeMéist at fixedN; may not fall on top of each
other, which gives us an indication of the systematic erdissussed above. These are especially
serious forN, = 4 aroundT, (red points). We see that, surprisingly, the maximum valuB,q0)
is not attained fofl" = T, — as might have appeared to be the case fronihe 4 lattices only
— and it does not describe a flat curve from @50 7., as could be expected by looking at the
bottom right plot in Fig: 4. Rather, it seems to lie at abo@tQ. Also, it clearly corresponds to a
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Figure 4: Longitudinal and transverse gluon propagatorg at 0 (top left), T = 0.257, (top right) and

T = 0.5T; (bottom left). Curves fof’ = 0.57, and 1.017; are shown together for comparison on the bottom
right. Values foiN2 x N,, B, lattice spacing and spatial lattice size (both in fm, in parentheses) are given
in the plot labels, with the exception of the bottom righttpiehich is described in the text.

finite peak, which does not turn into a divergencevass increased at fixed,.

Finally, we also looked at the real-space propagators. Vdediear violation of reflection
positivity for the transverse propagator at all tempeegur~or the longitudinal propagator, posi-
tivity violation is observed unequivocally only at zero feenature and for a few cases around the
critical region, in association with the severe systematiors discussed above. For all other cases,
there is no violation within errors. Also, we always obseaveoscillatory behavior, indicative of
a complex-mass pole. Typical curves for the longitudinal sansverse propagators in real space
are shown (fol’ = 0.257) in Fig. 8.
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4. Conclusions

The transverse gluon propagaf®y (p) shows infrared suppression and a turnover in momen-
tum (in agreement with the dimensional-reduction pictategll nonzero temperatures considered.
Also, it exhibits violation of reflection positivity as a fation of real-space coordinates in all cases
studied. The longitudinal propagatdy. (p), on the contrary, appears to reach a plateau at small
momenta, and does not in general show violation of refleqiisitivity. We have obtained good
fits of our data to a Gribov-Stingl form, with comparable raad imaginary parts of the pole
masses, also in the longitudinal-propagator case. Thisdsntrast with an electric screening mass
defined by the expressidhL(O)*l/Z, which moreover may contain significant finite-size effects

The data foD, (p) are subject to sizeable discretization errors around itieattemperature.

In particular, a severe dependence on the aspect¥atig, is seen atl’ < 7. for the smaller fixed
values ofN;. As a result, only lattices withv; > 8 seem to be free from systematic errors. After
these errors are removed, we see an infrared value aboutrb@Mesthan before. As noted i'[i [1],
this might suggest that there is no jump in the infrared value, (p) asT — T, from below, since
the resulting infrared behavior @} is essentially the same as abD. (see Fig. 4). [We note that
all previous studies aP, (p) around?, had employea, < 4.] An investigation of the temperature
range between.BT, and7, shows, nevertheless, a (finite) maximum of the plateau @au{@) at
around 0.97. (see Figi5).
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