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We examine the dynamics of quarks and gauge fields in QCD and QED interactions in the lowest
energy states with approximate cylindrical symmetry, as in a flux tube. Using the action integral,
we separating out the (3+1)D space-time in terms of the transverse and the longitudinal degrees of
freedom and solve the resultant equations of motion. We find that there are localized and stable
states of QCD and QED collective excitations, showing up as particles whose masses depend on
the QCD and QED coupling constants and the flux-tube radius. Along with stable collective QCD
excitations of the quark-QCD-QED system, there may be stable QED collective excitations at the
lower energies of many tens of MeV.
PACS numbers: 12.38.-t 12.38.Aw 11.10Kk

I.

INTRODUCTION

In the dynamics of quarks and antiquarks interacting with the QCD (quantum chromodynamical)
and the QED (quantum electrodynamical) interactions in (3+1)D space-time, it is of great interest to
know what the lowest-energy states are. In particular, we would like to know whether there may be
independent collective excitations of the quark-QCD-QED system involving the quarks interacting
in QED interaction alone, in addition to the well-known excitations involving the QCD interaction.
These collective excitations involving quarks interacting in QED alone have not been unequivocally
demonstrated experimentally, although there have been intriguing pieces of evidence hinting at their
possible existence, as we shall discuss below. The purpose of the present study is to explore whether
there may be plausible theoretical basis for the existence of these collective excitations from the
viewpoints of the dynamics of the quark-QCD-QED medium in (3+1)D space-time.
Previous works on the simplification of the dynamics from (3+1)D to (1+1)D for quarks interacting
in gauge interactions focused on the high-energy limit with the assumption of the longitudinal
dominance, which allows the longitudinal rescaling of the coordinates appropriate for perturbative
QCD studies [1], or the alternative description in terms of a non-perturbative longitudinal flux tube
[2–5]. The flux tube description can also be applied to low-energy phenomena. We consider here
the other extreme limit of the lowest energy states in (3+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x3 ,x0 } space-time, where we wish
to study states with an approximate cylindrical symmetry that allows the separation of the spatial
coordinates into the transverse {x1 , x2 } (or {r⊥ , φ}) and the longitudinal x3 coordinates. The full
dynamics in (3+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x3 ,x0 } space-time can then be described as the coupling of the transverse
dynamics in the (2+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x0 } space-time and the dynamics in the (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 } space-time, linked
together by the common parametric time x0 . We can solve the transverse equation of motion to
obtain the stationary states in the transverse degrees of freedom. The longitudinal states and the
transverse states can then be coupled to describe a general state of the system, as in a Schmidt-type
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decomposition. For the lowest-energy states of the quark-QCD-QED system, it become reasonable
to consider the relevant physical quantities in the (2+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x0 } transverse space-time to possess
a stationary transverse flux tube structure with an assumed stationary transverse state, then the
dynamics of quarks in QCD and QED in (3+1)D can be examined in the simpler longitudinal
(1+1)D{x3 ,x0 } space-time, as in an open string. In addition to a greater mathematical simplification,
the separation of the 3+1 dimensional space-time into coupled (2+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x0} and (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 }
space-time in such a manner brings with it a greater intuitive understanding of the underlying
physics. It facilitates the investigation of the dynamics of many relevant problems. For brevity, we
shall use the label of 4D and 2D to refer to the dynamics of the (3+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x3 ,x0 } space-time and
the idealized open-string (1+1)D{x3 ,x0} space-time respectively, if such labels lead to no ambiguities.
We shall often omit the subscript labels of {x1 , x2 , x0 } and {x3 , x0 } for different space-time arena.
For the QCD interaction, the open-string idealization of the lowest energy states of a quarkantiquark system in (1+1)D was suggested early on by the dual-resonance model [6], the Nambu
and Goto meson string model [7, 8], the ’tHooft’s two-dimensional meson model [9, 10], the classical
yo-yo string model [11], Polyakov’s quantum geometrical description of the bosonic string [12], and
the Lund model [13]. The open-string description was subsequently supported theoretically by lattice gauge calculations in (3+1)D in which the structure of a flux tube shows up explicitly [14–16].
The open-string description for a quark-antiquark system in high-energy hadron-hadron reactions
and e+ -e− annihilations provided the foundation for the (1+1)D inside-outside cascade model of
Bjorken, Casher, Kogut, and Susskind [17, 18], the yo-yo string model [11], and the Lund model
of hadronization in high-energy collisions [13]. The flux tube description in (3+1)D is experimental supported by the limiting average transverse momentum and the rapidity plateau of produced
hadrons [17–22], in high-energy e+ -e− annihilations [23–27] and pp collisions [28].
While the idealization of a stable quark-antiquark system in the QCD interaction as a confined
open string in 1+1 dimensions is well known [6–18], not so well-known is the analogous quarkantiquark system in the QED interaction as an idealized confined open-string in (1+1)D. Previously
Polyakov [29, 30] showed that a pair of opposite electric charges interacting in the compact QED
interaction in (2+1)D are confined and that the linear transverse confinement persists for all nonvanishing coupling constants, no matter how weak. Such a result was subsequently confirmed by
Drell and collaborators [31]. For our problem with the separation of the (3+1)D dynamics into
the (2+1)D{x1 ,x2,x0 } space-time dynamics and the (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 } space-time dynamics, we can apply
Polyakov’s result to infer transverse confinement of quarks interacting in compact QED in the transverse space of {x1 , x2 }. Specifically, because quarks carry electric charges with antiquarks carrying
opposite electric charges, and they interact in the compact QED gauge interaction on account of
the quantization of commensurate quark charges [32], it then follows from Polyakov’s results that
quarks are transversely confined in (2+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x0} . Consequently, the dynamics of quarks in the
(3+1)D space-time occur within a transversely confined cylindrical region, which can be idealized
as a structureless one-dimensional region. Thus, the dynamics in the (3+1)D space-time can be
approximated as the dynamics in an idealized (1+1)D space-time. It is necessary to examine in this
idealized (1+1)D space-time arena whether quarks and gauge fields are longitudinally confined. If
we next consider further that the light quarks can be approximated to be massless, then according to
Schwinger’s exact solution for massless fermions in such a (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 } QED [33, 34], a light quark
and its antiparticle interacting in the QED interaction will be longitudinally confined just as well
and will form a stable QED quark-antiquark system. Possessing both transverse and longitudinal
confinements, could such a stable QED state be experimentally observed and be labeled as a QED
meson, in analogy to QCD mesons?
The possible existence of QED mesons raises many serious questions. Is it ever possible for quarks
(and antiquarks) to interact in the QED interaction alone, without the QCD interaction? If they
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can interact with the QED interaction alone, will the QED interaction confines a quark and an
antiquark in (3+1)D? If they turn out to be confined and bound, what is the order of magnitude of
their masses? Are there any pieces of experimental evidence pointing to their possible existence in
the predicted mass region?
Such questions have not been brought up until very recently for obvious reasons. It is generally
perceived that a quarks and an antiquark interact with the QCD and the QED interactions simultaneously, and the occurrence of a stable and confined state of the quarks and the antiquark interacting
in the QED interaction alone, without the QCD interaction, may appear impossible. Furthermore,
the common perception is that only the QCD interactions with its non-Abelian properties can confine a quark and an antiquark, whereas the QED interaction is Abelian. It has been argued that even
if a quark and an antiquark can interact in the QED Abelian interaction alone, the QED interaction
by itself cannot confine the quark and the antiquark, as in the case of an electron and a positron,
so the quark and the antiquark cannot be confined even if they can interact in the QED interaction
alone.
With regard to the first important question whether it is ever possible for quarks (and antiquarks) to interact with the QED interaction alone without the QCD interaction, we can consider
as an example the production of a quark and an √
antiquark in the reactions e+√
+e− →γ ∗ →q+q̄ and
+
−
∗ ∗
e +e →γ γ →q+q̄ with a center-of mass energy s in the range (mq + mq̄ ) < s < mπ , where the
sum of the rest masses of the quark and the antiquark is of order a few MeV and mπ ∼ 135 MeV
[69]. The incident e+ +e− pair is in a colorless
√ color-singlet state, and thus the produced q-q̄ pair
is also a color-singlet pair. In this range of s, the produced q and q̄ in the final colorless state,
if they can ever be produced, can only interact with the QED interaction but not with the QCD
interaction. For, if they interact
√ with the QCD interaction, the q-q̄ pair will result in a hadron state
with a center-of-mass energy s beyond this energy range. It is therefore possible for a quark and
an √
antiquark produced by e+ +e− annihilations to interact with QED interaction alone, in this range
of s below the pion mass.
√
We can proceed further to examine the cross section in such a reaction as a function of s. The
cross section for e+ +e− →q+q̄ is the product of three factors. The first is the kinematic factor
involving the collision energy exceeding the quark rest mass threshold, and the statistical weights
of spins and angular momentum. The second is the square of the matrix element for the transition
e+ +e− +→q+q̄ leading to the production of the pair, containing the final-state QED interaction Kfactor (or Gamow factor) between the produced quark and the antiquark [54]. Resonances will show
up at those energies at which the final-state QED interaction leads to bound states. When we include
all possible spin and angular momentum states in the measurement, these two factors are non-zero.
The crucial third factor is the density of final states which depends on the energies of the quarkantiquark bound states (such as the proposed X17 and the E38 states), and the confinement nature of
the continuum states at energies away from the bound-state energies. If the quark and the antiquark
are not confined in QED, then, at energies away from the bound state energies, these quark-antiquark
states will appear as continuum states with a separated quark and a separated antiquark. The
continuum q-q̄ states can then be detected as fractional charges. Thus,√the probability of producing
fractional charges is non-zero in e+ +e− →q+q̄ reaction in this range of s, if quarks are not confined
in QED interactions in (3+1)D. On the other hand, if the quark and an antiquark are confined in
QED, a continuum state of a separated quark and a separated antiquark is impossible. There will
be no continuum states at energies away from the confined bound state energies. The density of
continuum states is zero, and the probability of producing fractional
√ charges is zero. Therefore away
from the bound state energies and in the range of (mq + mq̄ ) < s < mπ , the non-observation of
fractional charges for the e+ +e− → q+q̄ reaction will be consistent with the confinement of quarks
in QED interactions in (3+1)D. In this case, only at those energies of the QED-bound and QED-
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confined states in this energy range, such as those of the proposed X17 and E38 states, will show up
as resonances.
As an illustrative case for a q-q̄ pair to interact in the QED interaction alone, we have given the
above reaction e+ +e− →q+q̄ below the pion mass energy — as a good example. There are actually
other circumstances in which a q-q̄ pair can be created with a total pair energy lower than the
pion mass in many other reactions, and the produced q-q̄ pair can interact in the QED interaction
alone without the QCD interaction. This may be the mechanism for the production of the reported
anomalous neutral bosons with masses in the range of many tens of MeV, as we shall describe
shortly below. In other circumstances in the deconfinement-to-confinement phase transition of the
qaurk-gluon plasma, a deconfined quarks and a deconfined antiquark in close spatial proximity can
coalesce to become a q-q̄ pair with a pair energy below the pion mass, and they can interact in QED
interactions alone.
Experimentally, there are intriguing pieces of evidence hinting at the possible existence of neutral
bosons at energies of many tens of MeV. For over several decades there have been many exclusive
measurements in high-energy multi-particle production processes, in which the momenta of the
initial and final particles are properly measured in high-energy hadron-hadron collisions and in e+ e− annhilations so that the bremmstrahlung contributions to the soft photons can be quantitatively
determined. It has been consistently observed that whenever hadrons are produced, anomalous soft
photons in the form of excess e+ e− pairs above the bremmstrahlung contributions are proportionally
produced, and when hadrons are not produced, these anomalous soft photons are also not produced
[35–43]. The transverse momenta of the excess e+ e− pairs lie in the range of a few MeV/c to many
tens of MeV/c, corresponding to a mass scale from a few MeV to many tens of MeV. Owing to the
simultaneous and correlated production alongside with hadrons, the parent particle of an anomalous
soft photon is likely to contain some elements of the hadron sector, such as a light quark and a
light antiquark. The quark and the antiquark carry color and electric charges and they interact
mutually with the QCD and the QED interaction. The parent particle of the anomalous soft photon
cannot arise from the quark and the antiquark interacting with the QCD interaction, because such
an interaction will endow the pair with a mass much greater than the mass scale of the anomalous
soft photon. We are left with the possibility of the quark and the antiquark interacting with the
QED interaction. Such a possibility is further reinforced by the special nature of a confining gauge
interaction, for which the lower the strength of the attractive confining interaction, the lower will be
the mass of the composite particle it generates, in contrast to a non-confining interaction. According
to the Schwinger’s mass-(coupling constant) relation, the QED interaction, upon a comparison with
the QCD interaction, will bring the quantized mass of a q q̄ pair to the lower mass range of the
anomalous soft photons. It was therefore proposed in [2, 3, 5, 44–46] that a quark and an antiquark
in a q q̄ system interacting with the QED interaction may lead to new open string bound states (QEDmeson states) with a mass of many tens of MeV. These QED mesons may be produced simultaneously
with the QCD mesons in high-energy collisions [35–43], and the excess e+ e− pairs may arise from
the decays of these QED mesons. The predicted mass of the isoscalar I(J π ) = 0(0− ) QED meson
is close to the X17 mass of about 17 MeV subsequent observed [47–50]. Later observation of the
E38 particles [51–53] lends additional tentative support to the possible occurrence of these q q̄ QED
meson composite particles [2, 3, 5, 44–46]. While the anomalous soft photon measurements as e+ e−
excesses have been well established experimentally, the X17 particle and the E38 particle needs
further experimental confirmations. Ongoing experiments to confirm the X17 and the E38 particles
are continuing.
On the theoretical front, the common perception is that stable QED excitations cannot occur
without the simultaneous QCD excitations because the quark density is a single-element quantity. So
a quark and an antiquark interact with both the QCD and QED gauge interactions simultaneously.
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However, because of the three-color nature of the quarks, the quark currents j µ are 3×3 color
matrices with 9 matrix elements. The 9 matrix elements in the color space can be separated naturally
into color-singlet and color-octet subgroups. Specifically, quarks reside in the 3 representation and
antiquarks reside in the 3∗ representation, and they form a direct product of 3 ⊗ 3∗ =1 ⊕ 8, with a
color-singlet 1 subgroup and a color-octet 8 subgroups. The QED gauge fields AµQED and the QCD
gauge fields AµQCD generated by the currents are likewise 3×3 color matrices. The QCD color-octet
µ
quark currents jQCD
generate the color-octet QCD gauge fields AµQCD , which in turn act on the quarks
µ
to give rise to the QCD color-octet quark currents jQCD
that generate the QCD color-octet gauge
µ
µ
fields AQCD . One the other hand, the QED color-singlet quark current jQED
generates the QED
color-singlet gauge field AµQED , which acts on the quarks to give rise to the QED color-singlet current
µ
jQED
to generate the QED color-single gauge field AµQED . Because the self-consistent gauge field and
the current of each subgroup depend on each other within the subgroup, but do not depend on the
gauge field and current of the other subgroup, the two different currents and the gauge fields in
their respective subgroups possess independent and self-consistent stable collective QED and QCD
excitations at different energies. It is therefore reasonable to study the (self-consistent) collective
excitations of the quark current in the QED interaction in the color-singlet subgroup, and the QCD
interactions in the color-octet subgroup independently. The collective QCD and QED excitations
can lead to the known QCD mesons and new, unknown QED mesons. In the case
√ when the excitation
energy of the quark-QCD-QED medium is within the range of (mq + mq̄ ) < s < mπ , then only the
color-singlet excitation of the medium is possible, and the quarks and antiquarks can interact with
QED interactions alone.
In other considerations, it has also been known for a long time since the advent of Wilson’s lattice
gauge theory that a fermion-antifermion system in (3+1)D in compact QED interaction (which
corresponds to a quark-antiquark system with one color and one flavor in (3+1)D in compact QED
interaction) has a confining phase for strong coupling and a non-confining phase for weak coupling
[55]. The same conclusion was reached subsequently by Kogut, Susskind, Mandelstam, Polyakov,
Banks, Jaffe, Drell, Peskin, Guth, Kondo and many others [29–31, 56–63]. Recent numerical lattice
gauge calculations in 3+1 dimensions in compact QED interactions using tensor networks with
dynamical quarks confirm such a confining and non-confining phases of fermion-antifermion systems,
depending on the mass of the fermion and the strength of the coupling [63]. Gribov showed previously
that massless fermions interacting in QED in 3+1 dimensions are confined [64, 65]. Polyakov showed
the confinement of quarks in compact U(1) gauge theories in 2+1 for all strength of coupling constant
and in 3+1 dimensions for strong coupling [29, 30] and t’Hooft and Nambu showed the confinement
of quarks as Dirac monopoles at the two ends of a string in (3+1)D [67, 68]. Thus, quarks in
QED interactions in (3+1)D may be confined under appropriate conditions. The experimental
observation and the proposed interpretation of the anomalous particles as confined composite q q̄
states [2, 3, 5, 35–49] provide a special impetus to find out in future lattice gauge calculations
whether quarks with three colors and many flavors in the color-singlet subgroup of the 3×3 color
space interacting in compact QED U(1) gauge fields are confined or not.
Clearly, whatever the theoretical predictions there may be, the confining property of quarks interacting in QED interactions in 3+1 dimensions can only be definitively determined experimentally.
To facilitate such experimental confrontations, it is therefore useful to study here the consequences
for quarks and antiquarks interacting in both the QCD and QED interactions in a flux tube environment. Specifically, we wish to investigate a quark-QCD-QED system, with approximate cylindrical
symmetry confined transversely in a flux tube, whether there can be longitudinal confined collective
QED excitations similar to the collective QCD excitations. The knowledge of the collective QED
excitations will facilitate the experimental tests of the proposed QED meson possibilities.
This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we introduce our notations and equations in
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(3+1)D. We treat the QCD and QED gauge interactions in a single U(3) framework which includes
both the subgroups of QCD SU(3) gauge interaction and the QED U(1) gauge interaction with
different coupling constants, for our problem with cylindrical symmetry. We apply Polyakov’s result
of transverse confinement in QCD and compact QED gauge interactions in (2+1)D [29, 30] and
study in section III the quark field part of the action integral. We separate the action integral
into the transverse (2+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x0} Lagrangian and the longitudinal (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 } Lagrangian for a
system with cylindrical symmetry and transverse confinement as in a flux tube, with details given
in Appendix A. The relations between various quantities in 2D and 4D are given in Appendix B. In
section IV, we study the gauge field part of the action integral and see how the transverse degrees
of freedom can be integrated to yield only the gauge fields in the (1+1)D Lagrangian in the flux
tube. In section V, we write down the simplified action in the (1+1)D{x0 ,x3 } space-time which can
be the starting point for the description of the dynamics in the flux tube environment. In section
VI, we examine the dynamics of quarks and gauge fields in the longitudinal (1+1)D space-time with
an assumed transverse lowest energy mode, and obtain the solution of the 4D Dirac equation and
its general solution. The solution is then used to calculate the quark current to generate the gauge
fields. We solve the Maxwell equation and obtain the masses of bound mesons as a function of the
coupling constants. In section VII we present our conclusions.
II.

ACTION INTEGRAL IN 3+1 DIMENSIONS

We would like to consider a system of quarks (and antiquarks) interacting in QCD and QED
interactions. The dynamical field variables are the quark fields, and the QCD and QED gauge fields.
The quark fields are Ψif where i=1, 2, 3 are the color indices and f is the flavor index. The QCD
P
gauges fields are AνQCD = 8a=1 Aνa ta , where a=1,...,8 are the SU(3) generator index, {t1 , t2 , t3 , ..., t8 }
are the generators of the SU(3) color-octet subgroup, and ν = 0, 1, 2, 3 are the indices of the space
time coordinates xν with the signature g µν =(1, -1, -1, -1). The QED gauge field is AνQED =Aν0 t0 where
t0 is the generator of the color-singlet U(1) subgroup,


1 0 0
1
(1)
t0 = √ 0 1 0 .
6 0 0 1
We have used the summation convention over repeated indices except when the summation symbols
are needed to resolve ambiguities.
In our problem of quarks interacting with the QCD and the QED interaction, it is useful to treat
the QED and QCD gauge interactions in a single framework by considering an enlarged U(3) group,
consisting of the union of the QCD SU(3) color-octet subgroup and the QED U(1) color-singlet
subgroup [2]. This can be achieved by adding t0 onto the eight standard generators of the SU(3)
subgroup to form the nine generators
{t0 , t1 , ...t8 } of the U(3) group, satisfying 2 Tr{ta tb } = δ ab
P8
ν a
ν
with a, b = 0, 1, .., 8 and A = a=0 Aa t . The SU(3) and the U(1) subgroups of the U(3) group
differ in their coupling constants and communicative properties. We consider quarks with masses
mf with flavor numbers Nfλ where f =u, d, s=1,2,3 are the flavor labels, and the superscript λ is the
interaction label with λ=0 for the QED color-singlet U(1) subgroup, and λ=1 for QCD color-octet
SU(3) subgroup. Because of the mass scales associated with different gauge fields [2, 3, 5, 44], we
QCD
have QCD bound state m
≫ {mu , md , ms } and possible quark QED bound state mass [2, 3, 5, 44]
QCD
QED
QED
m ≫{mu , md }, and we can choose Nf =Nf0 =2 and Nf =Nf1 =3. The coupling constants gfa are
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given explicitly by
QED QED

gu0 = −Qu g4D ,
{1,..,8}

QCD

QED QED

gd0 = −Qd g4D

QCD

g{u,d,s} = Q{u,d,s} g4D

for the QED color−singlet subgroup,

(2a)

for the QCD color−octet subgroup,

(2b)

QED

QED

QCD

QCD

QCD

where we have introduced the charge numbers Qu =2/3, Qd =−1/3, Qu = Qd = Qs = 1. For
brevity of notations, the color and flavor indices {a,f } and the interaction labels {λ, QCD, QED} in
various quantities are often implicitly understood except when they are needed to resolve ambiguities.
We start with the 3+1 dimensional space-time xν , with ν=0,1,2,3, with the dynamical variables
of the quark fields Ψif and the U(3) gauge fields Aaµ , the invariant action integral A is given by [70]
(
)
Z
1
A4D = d4 x T r Ψ̄(x)γ µ Πµ Ψ(x) − Ψ̄(x)mΨ(x) − Fµν (x)F µν (x) ,
(3)
2
where
γ µ Πµ = iD
/ = γ µ iDµ = γ µ (i∂µ + g4D Aµ ) = γ µ (pµ + g4D Aµ ),
Fµν = ∂µ Aν − ∂ν Aµ − ig4D [Aµ , Aν ],
α
Fµν = Fµν
tα ,
α
Aµ = Aµ tα .

(4a)
(4b)
(4c)
(4d)

Here the subscript label of ‘4D’ in g4D and A4D is to indicate that g4D is the coupling constant in 4D
space-time, and A4D is the action integral over the 4D space-time coordinates of x0 , x1 , x2 , and x3 .
III.

QUARK PART OF THE ACTION INTEGRAL

We first examine the quark part of the action integral, AQ , in (3) as given by
(
)
Z
AQ = T r d4 x Ψ̄(x)γ µ iDµ Ψ(x)− Ψ̄(x) m(r ⊥ ) Ψ(x) ,

(5)

where we choose to work with the 4D-Dirac matrices γ µ in the Weyl representation as given by [71]






0 I
0 −σ j
−I 0
0
j
5
γ =
, γ =
, j = 1, 2, 3, and
γ =
.
(6)
I 0
σj 0
0 I
Not all quark systems with QCD and QED interactions can be simply separated into transverse
and longitudinal degrees of freedom. The simplification from the higher (3+1)D to a lower dimensional (1+1)D requires the appropriate transverse cylindrical symmetry and the idealization of the
system, even if it is only approximately. The cylindrical symmetry allows the description of the
(3+1)D dynamics as the coupling of the (2+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x0 } transverse dynamics and the (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 }
longitudinal dynamics linked together by the parametric time coordinate x0 . Furthermore, as it was
demonstrated by Polyakov [29, 30] and confirmed by Drell et al. [31] that electric charges of opposite
signs are confined in compact QED in (2+1)D, the application of these results suggests the transverse confinement of quarks in (2+1)D. It is therefore reasonable to assume transverse confinement
for our present work and to study whether the longitudinal confinement will also follow for quarks
interacting in QED and QCD interactions in the idealized (1+1)D space-time.
Accordingly, we shall be interested in quark systems with cylindrical symmetry and transverse
confinement. For such a case, we choose to describe transverse confinement with an effective
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scalar interaction m(r ⊥ ) and the longitudinal axis of symmetry to be the 3-axis along the x3
direction. It is appropriate to use the cylindrical coordinate system for Ψ(x) and Aµ (x) with
x = ({x1 , x2 }, {x3 , x0 }) ≡ (r ⊥ , X) where r ⊥ = (x1 , x2 ) are the transverse coordinates, and
X = (x3 , x0 ) are the (1+1)D longitudinal and time coordinates. In contrast to [22] where we use
the Dirac representation, we employ here the Weyl representation of the γ matrices [71] to write the
quark bispinor quark field Ψ(x) in terms of transverse functions G1,2 (r ⊥ ) and longitudinal-temporal
functions f± (X) as


G1 (r ⊥ )f+ (X)
 G2 (r ⊥ )f− (X) 

(7)
Ψ(x) = 
 G1 (r ⊥ )f− (X)  ,
−G2 (r⊥ )f+ (X)
where the transverse functions G1.2 (r ⊥ ) are normalized as
Z
dr ⊥ {(G∗1 (r ⊥)G1 (r⊥)+G∗2(r ⊥)G2 (r⊥ )} = 1,

and the longitudinal functions f± (x3 , x0 ) are normalized as
Z
′
′
′
dx3 dx0 {f+∗ (x3 , x0 )f+ (x3 , x0 ) + f− (x3 , x0 )f−∗ (x3 , x0 )}δ(x0 − x0 ) = 1.

(8)

(9)

In the dynamics of the quark-QCD-QED medium, the quark fields Ψ(x) depend on the gauge
fields Aµ (x), which in turn depend on the quark fields Ψ(x), leading to a coupling problem of great
complexity. For the transverse gauge fields (A1 , A2 ), or alternatively (Ar , Aφ ), there can be four
different possible configurations: (I) (Ar = 0, Aφ = 0) or (A1 = 0, A2 = 0), (II) (Ar 6= 0, Aφ = 0),
(III) (Ar = 0, Aφ 6= 0), and (IV) (Ar 6= 0, Aφ 6= 0). Each of these possibilities will lead to different
excitations. To study our simple lowest energy systems with cylindrical symmetry, we shall examine
the simplest and presumably the lowest-energy state of these with (Ar = 0, Aφ = 0) or (A1 = 0, A2 =
0) that will allow simple compactification of the 3+1 dimensions to 1+1 dimensions.
With the quark field Ψ as given by Eq. (7), the quark Lagrangian density in the Dirac representation
becomes
L

= Ψ̄4D γ 0 Π0 ψ4D − Ψ̄4D γ 3 Π3 Ψ4D − Ψ̄4D γ 1 p1 Ψ4D − Ψ̄4D γ 2 p2 Ψ4D − m(r ⊥ )ψ̄4D Ψ4D
= (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ Π0 f+ + f−∗ Π0 f− ) − (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ Π3 f+ − f−∗ Π3 f− )
− (G∗1 p1 G2 + G∗2 p1 G1 )(f+∗ f− + f−∗ f+ ) − (−G∗1 ip2 G2 + G∗2 ip2 G1 )(f+∗ f− + f−∗ f+ )
− m(r ⊥ )(G∗1 G1 − G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ f− + f−∗ f+ )
(10)

As shown in Appendix A, the minimization of the action integral with respect to G∗{1,2} f±∗ leads to
the equations of motion
(Π0 − Π3 )G1 f+ − m(r ⊥ )G1 f− − (p1 − ip2 )G2 f− = 0,
(Π0 − Π3 )G2 f+ + m(r ⊥ )G2 f− − (p1 + ip2 )G1 f− = 0,
(Π0 + Π3 )G1 f− − m(r ⊥ )G1 f+ − (p1 − ip2 )G2 f+ = 0,
(Π0 + Π3 )G2 f− + m(r ⊥ )G2 f+ − (p1 + ip2 )G1 f+ = 0,

(11a)
(11b)
(11c)
(11d)

which agree with Eqs. (13a)-(13d) of [22] using the Dirac representation. Appendix A shows that the
above set of four equations can be separated into another set of four equations in terms of transverse
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equations for G{1,2} and longitudinal-temporal equations for f±

 
p2T + m2 (r ⊥ )
[(p1 − ip2 ), m(r ⊥ )]
G1
−[(p1 + ip2 ), m(r⊥ )]
p2T + m2 (r ⊥ )
G2
Z
dr⊥ (|G1 |2 + |G2 |2 )(Π0 − Π3 )f+ − mT f−
Z
dr⊥ (|G1 |2 + |G2 |2 )(Π0 + Π3 )f− − mT f+

=

m2T

 
G1
,
G2

(12)

= 0,

(13)

= 0,

(14)

where p2T = (p1 )2 + (p2 )2 is the square of the transverse momentum,


∂
1 ∂
1
2
∓iφ
m(r ⊥ ),
i
±
[p ∓ ip , m(r ⊥ )] = −e
∂r⊥ r⊥ ∂φ

(15)

and the transverse mass mT is the constant of the separation of variables defined in Eq. (A9) by


Z
2
2
∗ 1
2
∗ 1
2
mT = dr ⊥ m(r ⊥ )(|G1 | − |G2 | ) + G1 (p − ip )G2 ) + G2 (p + ip )G1 .
(16)
The operators Πµ with µ = 0, 3 in Eqs. (13) and (14) are actually Πµ4D =pµ + g4D Aµ4D (r ⊥ , X), where
we have added the label 4D to indicate that the gauge fields Aµ4D are functions of the (3+1)D
coordinates (r ⊥ , X) and the constant g4D is the dimensionless coupling constant of the gauge fields
in (3+1)D space-time. In the idealized (1+1)D{x0 ,x3} space-time with a structureless string, there
are correspondingly gauge fields Aν2D (X) satisfying the Maxwell equation with a coupling constant
g2D .
We would like to cast Eqs. (13) and (14) into the form of a Dirac equation for the quark fields in
the idealized (1+1)D{x0 ,x3 } space-time. This can be achieved by carrying out the integrating over
the transverse coordinates r ⊥ in Eqs. (13) and (14) and identifying the term as the corresponding
gauge fields as Aµ2D (X) in the (1+1)D space-time with the the coupling constant g2D ,
Z
g4D dr⊥ (|G1 |2 + |G2 |2 )Aµ4D (r ⊥ , X) ≡ g2D Aµ2D (X). µ = 0, 3
(17)
As shown in Eq. (B10) in Appendix B, consistent gauge field solutions of the Maxwell equations in
(3+1)D and (1+1)D in the flux tube environment are related by
Aµ4D (r ⊥ , X) =

g4D ∗
(G (r ⊥ )G1 (r ⊥ ) + G∗2 (r⊥ )G2 (r ⊥ ))Aµ2D (X).
g2D 1

As a consequence, the coupling constant g2D and g4D are related by
Z
2
2
g2D = g4D dr⊥ (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )2 ,

(18)

(19)

which shows that the coupling constant g2D now acquires the dimension of a mass. By such an
introduction of Aµ2D (X) and g2D , Eqs. (13) - (14) become
(Π02D − Π32D )f+ − mT f− = 0,
0

3

(Π2D + Π2D )f− − mT f+ = 0,

(20a)
(20b)

where
Πµ2D = pµ + g2D Aµ2D (X),

µ = 0, 3.

(21)
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These equations (20a) and (20b) can be cast further into the following matrix equation
 


 
0 1
0 −1
f+
0
3
Π2D −
Π2D − mT
= 0.
1 0
1 0
f−
ν
It is then useful to introduce 2D gamma matrices γ2D
as in [72]
 




0 1
0 −1
1 0
0
3
5
0 3
γ2D =
, γ2D =
, with γ2D = γ2D γ2D =
,
1 0
1 0
0 −1

(22)

(23)

and the longitudinal 2D wave function ψ2D (X),


f+ (X)
ψ2D (X) =
,
f− (X)

(24)

to rewrite Eq. (22) as a Dirac equation for the longitudinal (1+1)D motion, interacting with a gauge
field with a coupling constant g2D
0
3
{γ2D
Π02D − γ2D
Π32D − mT }ψ2D (X) = 0,

(25)

µ
{γ2D
(pµ + g2D A2D
µ (X)) − mT }ψ2D (X) = 0,

(26)

or

where µ = 0, 3. Such a Dirac equation of motion in (1+1)D space-time corresponds to the 2D action
integral for quarks in the form
(
)
Z
µ
A2D
(27)
Q = T r dX ψ̄2D (X)γ2D (pµ +g2D Aµ (X))ψ2D (X) − mT ψ̄2D (X)ψ2D (X)
with the normalization condition (8) which can be re-written in terms of ψ̄, ψ functions as
Z
′
′
0
dx3 dx0 ψ̄( x3 , x0 )γ2D
ψ( x3 , x0 )δ(x0 − x0 ) = 1.

(28)

For brevity of notation, the descriptors 2D and 4D are often omitted unless otherwise needed to
resolve ambiguities, as the 2D and 4D nature of each function or gamma matrix can be inferred the
arguments of the function or from the context.
IV.

GAUGE FIELD PART OF THE ACTION INTEGRAL

Having reduced the quark part of the action integral AQ , we come to examine the gauge field part
of the action integral AA ,
Z
1
AA = −
d4 xFµν (r ⊥ , X) F µν (r ⊥ , X).
(29)
2
Our task is to find out what will be the form of AA when the gauge field Aµ (x) in (3+1)D and
the gauge fields Aµ (X) in (1+1)D, with µ = 0, 3 related to each other by Eqs. (18). In Eq. (29)
the summation over µ, ν includes terms with µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, , 3. Because A1 (x) and A2 (x) have been
assumed to be zero, we have F12 (x) = 0.
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A.

First, the term with F 03

We consider the contribution from one of the terms, F03 F 03 , in Eq. (29). Equations (4b) and (18)
give F03 (r ⊥ , X) in four-dimensional space-time as
g4D
F03 (r ⊥ , X) =
[|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ][∂0 A3 (X) − ∂3 A0 (X)]
g2D
g2
(30)
−i 4D [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|][A0 (X), A3 (X)].
g2D
On the other hand, the gauge field F03 in (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 } space-time is given, by definition, as
F03 (X) = ∂0 A3 (X) − ∂3 A0 (X) − ig2D [A0 (X), A3 (X)].

(31)

As a consequence, F03 (X) in two-dimensional space-time and F03 (r ⊥ , X) in four-dimensional spacetime are related by
g4D
F03 (r⊥ , X) =
[|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ]{F03 (X) + ig2D [A0 (X), A3 (X)]}
g2D
2
g4D
[|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ][A0 (X), A3 (X)].
(32)
−i
g2D
The above equation can be re-written as

g4D
2
2
[|G1 (r⊥ )| + |G2 (r⊥ )| ] F03 (X)
F03 (r⊥ , X) =
g2D



2
g4D
2
2
[|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ] [A0 (X), A3 (X)] .
+ ig2D − i
g2D

(33)

The product F03 (x)F 03 (x) in Eq. (29) becomes

2
g4D
2
2 2
F03 (r ⊥ , X)F (r⊥ , X) = 2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ] F03 (X)F 03 (X)
g2D



2
g4D
2
2
0
3
03
{(|G1(r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r⊥ )| )} F03 (X)[A (X), A (X)] + [A0 (X), A3 (X)]F (X)
+ ig2D − i
g2D

2 

2
g4D
2
2
0
3
+ ig2D − i
[(|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| )]
[A0 (X), A3 (X)][A (X), A (X)] .
(34)
g2D
03

The action integral AA in Eq. (29) involves the integration of the above quantity over x1 and x2 .
Upon integration over x1 and x2 , the second term inside the curly bracket of the above equation, is
zero,


Z
2
g4D
2
2 1/2
1
2
2
2
= 0,
(35)
[(|G1 (r⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| )]
dx dx [(|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| )] ig2D − i
g2D
where we have used the relation between g2D and g4D as given by Eq.(19) and the normalization
condition of (8). As a consequence, the integral of F03 (x)F 03 (x) in Eq. (29) becomes

Z
Z
03 0
3
2
2
dxF03 (r ⊥ , X)F (x , x , r ⊥ ) = dx[|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ] F03 (X)F 03 (X)
2 


2
g4D
2
2
0
3
[(|G1 (r⊥ )| + |G2 (r⊥ )| )]
[A0 (X), A3 (X)][A (X), A (X)] .
(36)
+ ig2D − i
g2D
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For the second term in the curly bracket, the integral over dx1 and dx2 is
2

Z
2
g4D
1
2
2 1/2
2
2
2
,
dx dx [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ] ig2D − i g2D [(|G1 (r⊥ )| + |G2 (r⊥ )| )]

(37)

which can be considered as an integral over g2D in the form
Z
Z
2
2
2
2
d(g2D ) dx1 dx 2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ][ig2D
− ig4D
[(|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 )]] = 0. (38)
g2D

Because of Eq. (35), the above integral gives an irrelevant constant which we can set to zero. After
these manipulations, we obtain
Z
Z
03
dxF03 (r ⊥ , X)F (r⊥ , X) =
dx1 dx2 dx3 dx0 [(|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 )]F03 (X)F 03 (X)
Z
=
dx3 dx0 F03 (X)F 03 (X).
(39)
B.

Second, Terms involving F01 , F02 , F31 , and F32

To compactify the gauge field parts of the (3+1) dimensional space-time to (1+1) dimensional
space-time, we need to evaluate F01 , F02 , F31 , and F32 . Direct calculations give
F01 (r ⊥ , X) = −
F01 (r⊥ , X)F 01 (r ⊥ , X) =
=−

g4D
g4D
∂1 A0 (r ⊥ , X) = −
∂1 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ]A0 (X),
g2D
g2D

(40)

2
g4D
{−∂1 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ]}{∂ 1 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r⊥ )|2 ]}A0 (X)A0 (X)
2
g2D

2
g4D
{∂1 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ]}2 A0 (X)A0 (X),
2
g2D

(41)

which contribute a gauge field mass in the A0 (X) gauge field. Similarly, we can calculate
F02 (r ⊥ , X)F 02 (r ⊥ , X) = −

2
g4D
{∂2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ]}2 A0 (X)A0 (X),
2
g2D

F31 (r ⊥ , X)F 31 (r ⊥ , X) = −

2
g4D
{∂1 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ]}2 A3 (X)A3 (X),
2
g2D

(42)

which contribute a gauge field mass in the A3 (X) gauge field. We have also
F32 (r⊥ , X)F 32 (r ⊥ , X) = −

2
g4D
{∂2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ]}2 A3 (X)A3 (X).
2
g2D

(43)

Combining all similar terms, we get
[F01 F 01 + F02 F 02 +F31 F 31 + F32 F 32 ](r ⊥ , X)


2
g4D
2
2 2
2
2 2
= − 2 {∂1 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ]} + {∂2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ]}
g2D
× [A0 (r ⊥ , X)A0 (r ⊥ , X) + A3 (X)A3 (X)]


2
g4D
2
2 2
2
2 2
= − 2 {∂1 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ]} + {∂2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ]}
g2D
× [A0 (X)A0 (X) + A3 (X)A3 (X)].
(44)
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Then, due to the normalization relation (8) we have the following for the gauge field part:
Z
1
d4 xFµν (x) F µν (x)
AA = −
2
Z
Z
1
0
3
dx1 dx2 (|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 )F03 (X)F 03 (X)
dx dx
=−
2


Z
Z
2
g4D
2
2 2
2
2 2
1
2
0
3
+ 2
dx dx {∂1 [|G1 (r⊥ )| + |G2 (r⊥ )| ]} + {∂2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ]}
dx dx
2g2D
× [A0 (r⊥ , X)A0 (r ⊥ , X) + A3 (r ⊥ , X)A3 (r ⊥ , X)]
Z
Z
1
0
3
03
=−
dx dx F03 (X) F (X) + dx0 dx3 m2gT [A0 (X)A0 (X) + A3 (X)A3 (X)],
(45)
2
where m2gT is the mass term that arises from the confinement of the gluons in the transverse direction


Z
2
g4D
2
2 2
2
2 2
1
2
2
(46)
dx dx {∂1 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ]} + {∂2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ]} .
mgT = 2
2g2D

Note that using integration by parts, we get
Z
Z
1
2
2
2 2
− dx dx {∂1 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| +|G2(r ⊥ )| ]} = dx1 dx2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 +|G2(r ⊥ )|2 ]∂12 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 +|G2 (r⊥ )|2 ].(47)

Therefore, adding the terms together, we obtain:


Z
2
g4D
2
2
2 2
2
2 2
1
2
mgT = 2
dx dx {∂1 [|G1 (r⊥ )| + |G2 (r⊥ )| ]} + {∂2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )| + |G2 (r ⊥ )| ]}
2g2D
Z
2
g4D
dx1 dx2 [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ](∂12 + ∂22 )[|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ]
=− 2
2g2D


2 Z
g4D
1 2
1
2
2
2
= 2
dx dx [|G1 (r⊥ )| + |G2 (r⊥ )| ] − ∇T [|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 ].
g2D
2
V.

(48)

TOTAL ACTION INTEGRAL

Summing up all terms above in Eqs. (25) and (45), we have reduced the action integral A4D of Eq.
(3) in (3+1)D space-time to the action integral A2D in (1+1)D space-time given by
(
)
Z
µ
A2D = T r dX ψ̄(X)γ2D
(pµ +g2D Aµ (X))ψ(X) − mT ψ̄(X)ψ(X)
+

Z



1
µν
2
ν
dX − Fµν (X)F (X) + mgT Aν (X)A (X) .
2

(49)

The subscript label of ‘2D’ is to indicate that this is the action integral involving the integration over
the 2D space-time coordinates of x3 and x0 . This action integral can be the starting point for the
study of problems in the longitudinal (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 } space-time in which the properties of the gaugefield coupling constant g2D , the transverse energy mT , and the gauge field masses mgT are input
properties of the open-string parameters fixed by the initial choice of the class of transverse states
in question, representing the ingredients that depend on the transverse degrees of freedom. The
longitudinal-temporal space-time dynamics can be treated in the simpler (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 } space-time,
to facilitate the examination of the complex problem of the quark-QCD-QED system.
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Previously, solution of problems in (1+1)D space-time such as the Schwinger model of QED in
(1+1)D space-time has been considered as an unrealistic “toy” model incapable of quantitative connection to realistic fermion or quark systems in (3+1)D space-time. A major difficulty arises because
the coupling constant g2D in (1+1)D space-time has the dimension of a mass whereas in the physical
(3+1)D space-time, the the coupling constant g4D is dimensionless. We note perceptively that in
(1+1)D, the open-string does not have a structure, but in contrast in (3+1)D, the flux tube has a
structure with a radius RT . It was recently realized that in reducing from the dynamics in (3+1)D
space to the dynamics in (1+1)D, the information in the structure of the flux tube is in fact stored
in the coupling constant g2D [2]. The coupling constants in different dimensional space-time systems
are therefore connected by Eq. (19) or by the radius of the flux tube as given by Eq. (53) below
[2, 4, 22]. The (3+1)D action integral in Eq. (49) shows that the Schwinger model can be viewed as a
realistic idealization of the system in (3+1)D space-time, capable of semi-quantitative confrontation
with experiment [44] and consistent with the string picture of hadron physics as developed in [6–13].
VI.
A.

DYNAMICS OF QUARK AND GAUGE FIELDS
Quark dynamics in the transverse (1 + 1){x1 ,x2 } space

It is clear that the longitudinal motion will depend on the assumed transverse dynamics. In our
consideration, while the longitudinal confinement of quarks may be understood with the Schwinger
mechanism of massless gauge theories in (1+1)D [2, 33, 34, 44], it is illuminating to examine, at the
least in a simplified picture, how the transverse confinement of quarks arises for quarks interacting
in QCD gauge fields (with or without the QED interactions), or with the QED interactions alone.
For quarks interacting with the non-Abelian QCD gauge field leading to bound hadrons with
energies above the pion mass thresholds, the transverse confinement arises from the strong nonperturbative self-interaction among the gluons linking color charges. The Feynman diagram loops
involving self-interacting gluons give rise to the dominance of planar diagrams over non-planar
diagrams, leading to the string description of the interaction between color charges as described
in [67].
For quarks interacting with the Abelian QED gauge field alone at energies below the pion mass
threshold, it is necessary to distinguish between the compact Abelian QED gauge interactions and
the non-compact Abelian QED gauge interactions. Even though both compact and non-compact
interactions lead to the same continuum limit, Abelian QED admits both in-equivalent Hamiltonian
formulations and different confinement properties [29–31]. Because the electric charges of quarks
are quantized and their ratios are commensurate, the QED gauge field interaction between quarks
is consequently a compact gauge interaction [32]. The transverse confinement of quarks in compact
QED gauge theories in (2+1)D can be understood as arising from the angular property of the gauge
field in compact QED [31]. The periodicity of the gauge field as a function of the angular variable
leads to transverse photons that are self-interacting through a periodic and bounded potential for the
photon field in the neighborhood of the electric charge, and because these transverse photons interact
strongly among themselves, they do not radiate away. They join the two opposite charges in the form
of a flux tube which can be idealized as a one-dimensional string [31]. In contrast, in non-compact
QED gauge interactions, the gauge field does not have the angular periodicity, the transverse photons
do not interact among themselves, they radiate away, and there is consequently no confinement of
electric charges. Polyakov [29, 30] and Drell and collaborators [31] showed that electric charges in
compact QED in (2+1)D are confined, opposite electric charges interact with a linear interaction,
and such confinement persists even for weak coupling. The application of the results of Polyakov,
Drell and collaborators to our quark-QCD-QED system interacting in (compact) QED interactions
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suggests it reasonable to assume transverse confinement both when the quarks interact in QED alone,
or when they also interact with the QCD interaction. The assumption of transverse confinement is
consistent with the non-observation of isolated fractional charges as discussed in the Introduction.
For our problem, we choose to describe transverse confinement by a flux tube of radius RT with by
an effective transverse confining interaction m(r ⊥ ), and a transverse mass mT . In such transverse
dynamics with an effective interaction m(r ⊥ ) that is independent of the azimuthal angles and real
amplitudes G{1,2} , the transverse mass mT is given from Eqs. (16) and (12) by
Z



2
mT = dr⊥ |G1 (r ⊥ )|2 +|G2 (r⊥ )|2 p2T + m2 (r ⊥ ) .
(50)

Thus, mT corresponds to the lowest transverse mass of the system for longitudinal motion. The
axially-symmetric solution G{1,2} (r ⊥ ) of the transverse equations (12) for the lowest energy transverse
state are likely a Gaussian function, which can be approximated by a uniform distribution within a
transverse flux tube of radius RT
1
√ Θ(RT − r⊥ ).
|G1 | = |G2 | =
(51)
RT 2π
The axial symmetric transverse density is then
ρ(r ⊥ ) = G∗1 (r ⊥)G1 (r⊥)+G∗2(r ⊥)G2 (r⊥ ) =

1
Θ(RT − r⊥ ).
πRT2

(52)

The transverse wave functions G1,2 satisfy the normalization condition (8), and are U(1) invariant
with respect to rotations in the transverse plane.
The functions G1,2 (r ⊥ ) in (51) allows us to obtain both the 2D coupling constant g2D and the
mass mgT . The direct calculations according to Eq. (29) gives the 2D coupling mass
g4D
√ ,
g2D =
(53)
RT π
that coincides with previous results [2, 4, 22, 44]. As for the effective gauge field mass mgT , calculations using Eqs. (48) and (51) lead to
mgT = 0,

(54)

which means the pure gauge field Lagrangian governs a massless gauge fields for the lowest transverse
state.
B.

Quark dynamics in longitudinal (1 + 1){x3 ,x0 } space

P
In the general case, the QCD gauge fields Aν (X)= 8i=1 Aνa (X)ta has eight non-Abelian degrees of
freedom with Aνa (X), a = 1, 2, ..., 8 in the color SU(3) generator space. The solution of the quark
dynamics will correspondingly couple these eight degrees of freedom in the eight ta directions. Such
couplings in the non-Abelian degrees of freedom will lead to color excitations, the majority of which
will not lead to stable collective excitations.
There is a known way to get stable collective excitations of the QED and QCD gauge fields and
the color-singlet and color-octet quark currents as carried out in [2, 44] by introducing a unit vector
τ 1 randomly in the eight-dimensional SU(3) generator space,
1

τ =

8
X
i=1

a

na t ,

with

q

n11 + n22 + ... + n28 = 1,

(55)
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where na are the components of generator vectors τ 1 in the eight-dimensional ta space, with na =
tr{τ 1 ta }/2 oriented randomly. Restricting our considerations in the color-octet subspace with a
fixed orientation of τ 1 but allowing the amplitude of the gauge fields to vary, we can represent the
dynamics of the gauge fields Aν of the quark-QCD-QED system in terms of the amplitudes Aν0 and
Aν1 as [2, 44–46]
Aν (X) = Aν0 (X)τ 0 + Aν1 (X)τ 1 ,

(56)

The generators τ 0 and τ 1 , along which the amplitudes are varied, satisfy 2Tr(τ a τ b ) = δ ab , with
τ 0 = t0 and a, b = 0, 1. We vary the amplitudes of the QCD gauge fields Aν1 (X) without varying the
orientation of the QCD gauge field in the 8-dimensional color-octet subspace. The randomness of
the orientation of such a unit vector τ 1 in the generator space ensures that it can cover a significant
part of the available color space. Furthermore, because τ 0 and τ 1 commute, the dynamics of the
gauge fields in this τ 0 and τ 1 generator subspace is Abelian. The dynamics of the quark-QCD-QED
systems in such a subspace can lead to stable collective excitations.
Assuming Eq.(56) everywhere below in this section, we look for the solution of the 2D Dirac
equation (25) in the form


 
Z

u+
µ
0
3 3
, (57)
ψ(X) = {Tl(M0 ;M ) exp} ig2D dX Aµ (X) exp −iωx + ip x u; u =
u−

where the symbol {Tl(M0 ;M ) exp} means that the integration is to be carried out along the line on
the light-cone from the point M0 to the point M such that the factors in the exponent expansion
are chronologically ordered from M0 to M. Substituting Eq.(57) into the 2D Dirac equation (25),
we derive successively
 
 


 u+
 u+
0
i(∂0 − ∂3 )
0
3 3
0
3 3
,
(58)
= mq exp −iωx + ip x
exp −iωx + ip x
u−
u−
i(∂0 + ∂3 )
0
where mq = mT is the quark transverse mass given by Eq.(50) and u is normalize as ū±p3 u±p3 =
±2mq ,
(ω + p3 )u− = mq u+ ,
(ω − p3 )u+ = mq u− ,

m2q

2

3 2

− (ω − (p ) ) = 0;

q
⇒ ω = ±ε = ± m2q + (p3 )2 ,

mq
u+ ,
ε + p3
mq
ω = −ε; u− = −
u+ .
ε − p3

(59)
(60)

ω = ε; u− =

Taking the normalization condition in a form
Z
†
T r dx3 : (ψ2D
ψ2D ) := 1,

(61)

(62)

we find the general solution of the 2D Dirac equation


Z
X
µ
{Tl(M0 ;M ) exp} ig2D dX Aµ (X) ×
ψ(X) =
p3

1
× √
2ε



p



p
3
ε
+
p
ε + p3
†
p
p
ˆ
q̂p3
exp (−iP X) + q̄ p3
exp (+iP X) ,
ε − p3
− ε − p3

(63)
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where P = (ε, p3), X = (x3 , x0 ), and the hat symbols q̂p3 and q̂p†3 denote the operators of the creation
and annihilation of quarks and antiquarks of longitudinal momentum p3 , which satisfy the standard
commutative relations [70].
We note in passing that such a solution leads to the transverse fermion current proportional to
the transverse energy (see Appendix A)
∗
∗
∗
∗
1,2
j4D
(total) ∝ (fq̄+
fq̄− + fq̄−
fq̄+ ) + (fq+
fq− + fq−
fq+ ) = 0.

C.

(64)

Self-consistent longitudinal 2D currents and gauge fields

We study the quark-QCD-QED vacuum to be the lowest energy state system with quarks filling
up the (hidden) Dirac sea and interacting in QCD and QED interactions. It is defined as the state
with no (valence) quark above the Dirac sea and no (valence) antiquark below the Dirac sea. A
local disturbance with the introduction of a perturbative gauge field Aν (X) will generate a collective
excitation of the quark-QCD-QED medium. Our task is to find out whether there can be stable and
confined collective QCD and QED excitations showing up as stable particles that can be depicted
as bound states of (valence) quark and (valence) antiquarks.
For such a purpose, we introduce the perturbative gauge field Aν (X) that will instructs the quark
fields how to move, the subsequent motion of the quark fields will generate a current which, through
the Maxwell equation, will in turn produce a gauge field. The requirement of the self-consistency
of the initial and induced gauge fields and currents leads to the stable collective excitations of the
quark-QCD-QED systems. The collective dynamics can sustain themselves indefinitely, when the
decay channels are assumed to be turned off for such an examination. How do the quark currents
and gauge fields relate to each other when such self-consistent collective excitations are attained?
The knowledge of the solution of the longitudinal quark field solution ψ(X) allows us to obtain the
quark current jaµ (X) as a function of the introduced gauge field Aµ (X). The gauge-invariant quark
current is given by

jaµ (X) = 2T r ψ̄(X)γ µ τa ψ(X ′ ) ,
X ′ → X + 0,
a = 0, 1,
(65)
where the trace means summing with respect to colors and flavors. Substituting the ψ-function
solution given by Eq.(63) into the above formula, we obtain
(
Z
X P µ τa
dp
jaµ (X) = T r
(nq (ε, σ) exp (−iP (X ′ − X)) + nq̄ (ε, σ) exp (iP (X ′ − X)))
(2π) σ
εNf
)

X′


X Z
b
µ
,
X ′ → X + 0,
a = 0, 1,
(66)
τb Aµ dX
× (T exp) ig2D (a, f )


b

X

†
†
where nq (ε, σ) =< q̂σ,f
(p, ω)q̂σ,f (p, ω) > and nq̄ (ε, σ) =< q̄ˆf,σ (p, ω)q̄ˆf,σ (p, ω) > are the quark and
antiquark occupancy numbers, respectively, which are normalized per total flavor state, and Nf is
the flavor number. The above current (65) contains the factor


X′


X Z
b
µ
,
(67)
τb Aµ dX
(T exp) ig2D (a, f )


b

QED

QED

X

QCD

QCD

where g2D (a = 0, f ) = Qf g2D and g2D (a = 1, f ) = Qf g2D . They are the QED and QCD
QED
QCD
coupling constants. The quantity Qf and Qf are the color and electric charge numbers as given
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by Eq. (2). For simplicity, we shall consider the simple illustrative case with a single flavor, as the
case of many flavors and the case with flavor mixture can be easily generalized, as was carried out
in [2] and [44]. We expand the operator exponent in the last equation as a series with respect to
(X ′ − X) → +0, keeping a single flavor term,


(T exp) ig2D (a, f )τa

ZX ′

Aaµ dX µ

X



= 1 + ig2D (a, f )τa (X ′ − X)µ Aaµ (ξ)
i
+ g2D (a, f )τ a (X ′ − X)µ (X ′ − X)ν ∂ν Aaµ (ξ)
2X
2
˜ b (ξ)θ(ξ˜ − ξ), (68)
g2D
(a, f )(τa τb )(X̃ ′ − X̃)µ (X ′ − X)ν Aaµ (ξ)A
−
ν
b

where ξ˜ ∈ [X̃, X̃ ′ ], and ξ ∈ [X, X ′ ] and the step function θ(ξ˜ − ξ) comes from the T -exponent.
Taking the limits (X̃ ′ − X̃) → +0 and (X ′ − X) → +0, we have to take into account that
(X̃ ′ − X̃)
→ +0,
(X ′ − X)

(69)

due to the step function. As a consequence, the last term in the expansion in Eq. (68) is equal to
zero. Upon substituting the wave function (63) into the factor (68), the the factor (X ′ − X)/2ε can
be represented as an integral in the following useful way,
(X ′ − X)
2ε

(X ′ − X)
= p
2 p2 + m2
′

= exp (iP (X − X))

Substituting (T exp){ig2D τa
(X ′ − X) → +0

X
R′

X

Z

dω
1
2
2
(2π) ω − p − m2 + iδ




∂
′
−
exp (−iP (X − X)) . (70)
∂Pν

Aaµ dxµ } given by Eq. (68) and (70) into Eq.(65), we obtain for

(

Z
2
X
d
P
nq̄ (ε, σ)
nq (ε, σ)
2ig
(a,
f
)
2D
µ
+
ja (X) =
Nf
(2π)2 σ
ω 2 − p2 − m2 + iδ ω 2 − p2 − m2 − iδ


)
′
∂
exp
(−iP
(X
−
X))
1
× T r(P µ τa ) −
τb Abν (ξ) + τb (X ′ − X)λ ∂ν Abλ (ξ)
,
∂Pν
2

(71)

where f enumerates the quark flavors states, Nf is the numbers of flavors, d2 P = dωdp, and
P µ = (ω, p). To evaluate the term (X ′ − X)λ ∂ν(X) Abλ (ξ), we note that when we apply the partial
2
derivative ∂ 2 ≡ ∂(X)
onto (X ′ − X)λ ∂ν(X) Abλ (ξ), we get
 ′
 ′
λ
b
2
2
(X
−
X)
∂
A
(ξ)
=
lim
∂
∂(X)
lim
(X − X)λ ∂ν(X) Abλ (X)
ν(X)
λ
(X)
X ′→ X
X′→ X

λ
κ
∂ν(X) Abλ (X) + (X ′ − X)λ ∂κ(X) ∂(X)
{∂ν(X) Abλ (X)}
(72).
−2∂(X)
= lim
′
X → X

Upon taking the limit X ′ → X + 0, the second term vanishes. Therefore, we have in the limit of
X ′ → X + 0,
lim
′

X → X


∂ λ ∂ν
(X ′ − X)λ ∂ν Abλ (ξ) = −2 2 Abλ (X).
∂

(73)
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As a consequence, after integration by parts and calculation of a trace with respect to the color
indexes in Eq.(71) we obtain


∂λ ∂ ν λ
µ
ν
ja (X) = Aa (X) − 2 Aa (X) Sνµ ,
(74)
∂
where
Sνµ


 
Z 2
nq (ε, σ)
nq̄ (ε, σ)
dP ∂
i X
µ
. (75)
P
+
g2D (a, f )
=
Nf σ
(2π)2 ∂P ν
ω 2 − p2 − m2 + iδ ω 2 − p2 − m2 − iδ

Since the differentiation of the denominators leads to the second order poles with respect to ω whose
contribution into the integral is equal to zero, we get from the above equation
XZ
dp
µ
µ
Sν = gν g2D (a, f )
[nq (ε, σ) + nq̄ (ε, σ)],
(76)
2(2π)2 ε(p)Nf
σ

where gνµ is the space-time metric tensor and a bar over the letters identifies antiparticles. To find the
occupancy number we have to specify additionally the state in which averaging in the last formula
is carried out.
We firstly consider a single particle. Since it moves either along the string axis or in the opposite
direction, we have, taking into account the normalization per total flavor states,
Z
Z
dp
dp
1 X
1 X
nq (ε, σ) =
nq̄ (ε, σ) = 1.
(77)
Nf σ
2ε(p)
Nf σ
2ε(p)
Substituting successively Eq.(77) into Eq.(76) and in Eq.(74) we get


g2D (a, f )
∂λ ∂ µ λ
µ
µ
ja (X) =
Aa (X) − 2 Aa (X) .
π
∂
D.

(78)

General 4D solution for the quark motion

The fundamental solution of 2D Dirac equation given by Eqs.(57), (61), (63) allows us to write
down two basis bispinors of the 4D fermion field governed by Eq.(7) which turn out to be in the case
of the lowest energy state with mT = mq ,
p

G1 (r ⊥ )pε + p3


Z
 G2 (r ⊥ ) ε − p3 
3
µ


p
Ψω>0 (x, p ) = 
exp ig2D Aµ (X)dX − ipX ,
G1 (r ⊥ ) pε − p3 
−G2 (r ⊥ ) ε + p3
p


G1 (r ⊥ ) pε + p3


Z
 −G2 (r ⊥ ) ε − p3 
3
µ

p
Ψω<0 (x, −p ) = 
 −G1 (r ⊥ ) ε − p3  exp ig2D Aµ (X)dX + ipX .
p
−G2 (r⊥ ) ε + p3


(79)

(80)
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√
With |G1 | = |G2 | = 1/ 2πRT as given by Eq. (79), we find the bispinor fundamental solution of of
4D Dirac equation as governed by Eq.(7)
 p

3
pε + p


Z

1
ε − p3 
µ


p
Ψω>0 ((r ⊥ , X) = √ Θ(R − r⊥ ) 
exp ig2D Aµ (X)dX − ipX ,
3 
R 2π
pε − p
− ε + p3

 p
3
ε
−
p
p


Z
 − ε + p3 
1
µ


exp ig2D Aµ (X)dX + ipX . (81)
Ψω<0 ((r ⊥ , X) = √ Θ(R − r⊥ )  p
−pε + p3 
R 2π
− ε − p3

Constructing another two basis bispinor from the bispinors (81), we obtained the general solution
of the 4D Dirac equation
Θ(R − r⊥ ) X
√
Ψ(x) =
R 2π p3 ,σ



Z
1
µ
p
{Tl(M0 ;M ) exp} ig2D dX Aµ (X)
2ε(p3 )
√




√
pσ̄ξσ
pση
†
σ
√
× q̂p3 √
exp (+ipx) , (82)
exp (−ipx) + q̄ˆp3
pσησ
− pσ̄ξσ

where p = (ε, p1 , p2 , p3 ) = (ε, p) = (ε, p⊥ , p3 ) and the hat symbols represent the annihilation and
creation operators satisfying the standard commutation relations. We have also introduced [70]
 
 
 
1
0
0
σ = (1, σ), σ̄ = (1, −σ); ξ+ = η+ =
; ξ− =
; η− =
.
(83)
0
1
−1
E.

Maxwell equation and the collective longitudinal dynamics

Minimizing the 2D action integral A2D in (49) with respect to the Aνa (X) gauge field, we obtain
the following Maxwell equation of motion
−∂µ ∂ µ Aνa (X) + ∂µ ∂ ν Aµa (X) = m2gT Aνa (X) + g(a, f )jaµ (X),

a = 0, 1,

(84)

where Aνa is defined by Eq. (56), while jaµ (X) is the quark current given by Eq.(78). For the lowest
transverse state, the mass mgT is equal to zero according Eq. (54). As for j ν being in the righthand side of Eq.(84), it is given by Eq. (78). By substituting Eq. (78) into Eq. (84), we get the
Klein-Gordon equation for the currents and the gauge fields with a mass Ma ,
−∂ µ ∂µ Aνa = Ma2 Aνa ,

(85)

−∂ µ ∂µ jaν = Ma2 jaν ,

(86)

and

where
M02

=

2
MQED

P
2
2
g2D
,QED
f (Qf )
=
,
π

M12

=

2
MQCD

2
g2D
,QCD
=
,
π

(87)
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and Qf is the electric charge of the corresponding flavor. The quark current collective motion gives
rise to gauge field collective motion and gauge field collective motion, in turn, feeds back to give rise
to quark currents collective motion self-consistently. Stable self-consistent collective dynamics of the
quark field and the gauge fields will be attained when the energies of the quark-QCD-QED medium
falls at the boson masses energy Ma .
The two mass formulas can rewritten in a more compact form as follows,
!2
X
1
g2D (a)
Qaf
(88)
Ma2 =
π
f
where a = 0 corresponds to QED, while a = 1 to QCD. They have the meaning as the masses of
the collective dynamics of the QED and QCD gauge fields. Thus, we obtain the important result
that for a quark-QCD-QED medium in which the quark interact with both the QED and the QCD
interactions, there can be separate collective excitations of the medium with different bound states
masses Ma which depend on their respective coupling constant g2D (a, f ). In this way, the dynamics
of both the gauge fields and current is regulated by the same equation.
To see that Ma is indeed the mass of the collective excitation, we look for a solution of this equation
in a form
Aνa = ba (k, ν) eνa (k) exp(−ikµ X µ ),
µ

0

k = (k ; k),

e0a

|k|
=
(1, 0),
Ma

e3a

|k 0 |
=
(0, 1),
Ma

(89)

where eνa denotes a pair orthogonal vectors; ba (k, ν) are some coefficients being independent on X.
Substituting Aνa given by Eq. (89) into Eq. (86a), we obtain:
(k 0 )2 = k2 + Ma2 .

(90)

Because of both the positivity of Ma2 and Eq. (90), Ma can be interpreted as a mass of the particle
whose energy is
q
0
(91)
E(k) ≡ k = + k2 + Ma2 .

Eqs. (89) and (91) allow us to write down the general solution of Eq. (84). Following the standard
way [70], and separating the negative and positive frequency terms, we obtain
(
)
ν
X
e
M
a
†
q a
(92)
Aνa (X) =
3 exp(−ikX) ba (k, ν) + exp(+ikX) b̄a (k, ν) ,
2
2
k
k + Ma
where the symbols ba (k, ν) and b̄†a (k, ν) are the operators of annihilation and creation of a boson with
the mass Ma . In this way, Ma corresponds to the mass of the boson responding to the space-time
variation of the gauge field variation. We note that the derived solution is stable even in the case
pure QED.
This equation clarifies the physical sense of the introduced mass M which turns out to be mass of
the boson of collective motion involving the interacting quark fields and the gauge fields. We have
therefore found that there are independent modes of excitation of the
√ vacuum. There is the QCD
2
mode with the exciton of QCD mesons possessing masses of gQCD Nf / π and the lower QED mesons
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P
√
2
2
masses of order gQED
f (Qf )/ π. When we take into account the flavor degrees of freedom if the
flux tube radius RT can be taken to be a property of the quarks, we have from Eq.(88) for a = 0,
P
QED
QED
(g4D )2 f (Qf )2
2
(93)
MQED =
π 2 RT2
and for a = 1,
2

MQCD

P
QCD
QCD
(g4D )2 f (Qf )2
=
,
π 2 RT2

(94)

for the isoscalar excitation of i = 0 for QED and i = 1 for QCD excitations.
The above discussions give the general dependence of the mass as a function of the gauge interaction
coupling constant. Consequently, there are independent collective QED and QCD excitations of the
quark-QCD-QED system which can be called the QCD mesons and the QED mesons. If the flux
tube radius RT is an intrinsic property of the quark, then
s
r
αs
0.7
(hundreds of MeV)
(QCD meson mass )
∼
∼
∼ 10 =
(95)
(QED meson mass
αc
1/137
(tens of MeV)
which places the masses of the QED mesons in the region of many tens of MeV. To get a better
determination of the QCD and QED meson masses for a system with many flavors, it is necessary
to take into account the flavor mixtures Dij and the quark rest masses mf , as is carried out in [44].
VII.

CONCLUSIONS

Quarks carry both color and electric charges, and they interact in both the QCD and the QED
interactions. Stable collective excitations of the quark-QCD-QED medium arising from quarks interacting in the QCD interaction give rise to bound states appearing as QCD mesons, such as π, η,
η ′ , etc. We inquire here whether there can also be stable collective excitations arising from quarks
interacting in the QED interaction alone, with possible bound states appearing as observable QED
mesons. If there are such QED mesons, what is the order of magnitude of their masses?
We have been motivated to study such a problem on account of many puzzling anomalies in the
anomalous soft photons [35–43], the X17 anomaly [47–50], and the E38 anomaly [51–53]. These
anomalies occur at the mass region of many tens of MeV. If we use Schwinger’s mass-(coupling
constant) relation [33, 34] from his investigation on gauge theories as a rough guide in comparison
with QCD mesons, we would reach the conclusion that these anomalous particle may likely be
related to a quark and an antiquark interacting in the QED interaction. It was such a suggestive
hint that started the investigation on possible QED mesons as confined quark-antiquark bound states
interacting in the QED interactions many years ago in [2]. While the confrontation of the observed
anomalies with the proposed QED meson model has provided tentative agreement, the experimental
data on some of the anomalies need to be confirmed and investigated. The theoretical consequences
of such a hypothetical proposal have also not been exhaustively studied, but needs to be pursued
further. A comprehensive understanding is not yet at hand.
While the previous studies of the lowest energy states of quark-QCD-QED dynamics was studied
from the viewpoint of bonsonization centered on the idealized (1+1)D{x3 ,x0 } space time [2, 44], we
examine here the physical basis how the (3+1)D{x1 ,x2 ,x3 ,x0} space-time can be idealized as the (1+1)D
space-time from the viewpoint of the action integral.
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In the case of the quark-QCD medium with the non-Abelian QCD SU(3) gauge interaction in
(3+1)D space-time, the transverse confinement arises from strong gluon self-interactions that lead
to the dominance of planar Feynman diagrams and the string-type QCD interaction between a quark
and an antiquark. For the quark-QED medium with the compact Abelian U(1) gauge interaction in
(3+1)D, the application of Polyakov’s result on the compact QED U(1) interaction in (2+1)Dx1 ,x2 ,x0
space-time [29, 30] lead likewise to transverse confinement of quarks. The transverse confinement
in this case arises from the self-interaction among transverse photons through a potential that is a
bounded and periodic function of the photon field [29, 31].
Within the formalism of action integrals, we follow Polyakov [29, 30] and assume transverse confinement for quarks interacting in both QCD and QED interactions in the quark-QCD-QED medium.
Transverse confinement leads to cylindrical symmetry and allows the Schmidt-type decomposition
of the longitudinal and the transverse degrees of freedom. The (3+1)D space-time can be separated
into the transverse (2+1)Dx1 ,x2 ,x0 space-time dynamics and the longitudinal (1+1)Dx3 ,x0 space-time
dynamics linked together by the parametric time with the longitudinal dynamics yet to be solved.
To make the problem simple, we represent transverse confinement with an effective scalar transverse confining interaction m(r) and a confining transverse radius RT as one of the phenomenological
parameters to be determined by confrontation with experiment. With the introduction of the transverse radius, we can compactify the (3+1)D dynamics to the idealized (1+1)D dynamics and we
obtain the relation between the coupling constants in (1+1)D and the physical coupling constants
in (3+1)D. The simplification permits the analytical solution to obtain the longitudinal dynamics
in the (1+1)D{x3 ,x0} space-time for the lowest energy states. We find that there can be longitudinal
confinement for quarks interacting either with the QCD interaction or with the compact QED interaction. Thus, there can be stable collective excitations of the quark-QCD-QED systems involving
either the QCD or the QED interaction independently, leading to stable bosons (QCD and QED
mesons) whose masses depend on the QCD and QED coupling constants. They correspond to collective dynamics of the quark-QCD-QED medium executing motion in the color-singlet subgroup and
the color-octet subgroup respectively. Such a result is not surprising because the QCD interaction
and the QED interactions are different interactions and they possess different color properties. They
involve color matrix generators which are independent of each other. They are therefore capable
of making independent excitations at different energies. The masses of the QED mesons are of the
order of many tens of MeV, falling within the region of the observed anomalies.
The differences of the strengths of the QCD and the QED coupling constants, the fractional
nature of the electric charges, as well as the occurrence of linear combinations of isotropic spin wave
functions, lead to the fine splitting of the masses of QCD and QED mesons, as described in [2, 44].
Experimental search for such QED meson states will be of great interest, in view of the tentative
experimental evidence indicating the possible existence of the QED mesons.
In the present survey, great simplification has been made possible when the longitudinal space-time
dynamics and the transverse space-time dynamics can be appropriately separated for the lowest-lying
states. It represents the simplest kind of Schmidt-type decomposition of the full 3+1 dimensional
space-time into the longitudinal and the transverse degrees of freedom. For higher excited states, the
coupling of the longitudinal and transverse dynamics involving a Schmidt decomposition of greater
complexity will need to be included. A much large Hilbert space may be needed for such studies.
Furthermore, we have taken the simplest case of A1 =A2 =0 (or Ar =Aφ =0) to describe the transverse
gauge fields. Other possible transverse gauge field assumptions will lead to different dynamics. It
will be of interest to explore the effects of other non-zero transverse gauge fields.
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Appendix A: Separation of quark transverse and longitudinal equations of motion in (3+1)D

To separate out transverse and the longitudinal degrees of freedom, we employ the Weyl representation of the gamma matrices in Eq. (6) and write the quark field in terms of the transverse functions
G{1,2} and the longitudinal functions f± as


G1 (r ⊥ )f+ (X)
 G2 (r ⊥ )f− (X) 

(A1)
Ψ4D = 
 G1 (r ⊥ )f− (X)  .
−G2 (r⊥ )f+ (X)
Using the Weyl representation of the gamma matrices as given in Eq. (6), we obtain
Ψ̄4D γ 0 Π0 Ψ4D
Ψ̄4D γ 3 Π3 Ψ4D
Ψ̄4D Ψ4D
Ψ̄4D γ 1 p1 Ψ4D
Ψ̄4D γ 2 p2 Ψ4D

= (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ Π0 f+ + f−∗ Π0 f− ),
= (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ Π3 f+ − f−∗ Π3 f− ),
= (G∗1 G1 − G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ f− + f−∗ f+ ),
= (G∗1 p1 G2 + G∗2 p1 G1 )(f+∗ f− + f−∗ f+ ),
= (−G∗1 ip2 G2 + G∗2 ip2 G1 )(f+∗ f− + f−∗ f+ ).

(A2)

The Lagrangian density becomes
L

= Ψ̄4D γ 0 Π0 ψ4D − Ψ̄4D γ 3 Π3 Ψ4D − Ψ̄4D γ 1 p1 Ψ4D − Ψ̄4D γ 2 p2 Ψ4D − m(r ⊥ )ψ̄4D Ψ4D
= (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ Π0 f+ + f−∗ Π0 f− ) − (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ Π3 f+ − f−∗ Π3 f− )
− (G∗1 p1 G2 + G∗2 p1 G1 )(f+∗ f− + f−∗ f+ ) − (−G∗1 ip2 G2 + G∗2 ip2 G1 )(f+∗ f− + f−∗ f+ )
− m(r ⊥ )(G∗1 G1 − G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ f− + f−∗ f+ ).
(A3)

where Πµ = pµ + gAµ (x). The minimization of the action integral by variations with respect to f±∗
and G∗{1,2} leads to
δ 2 L/δf+∗ δG∗1
δ 2 L/δf+∗ δG∗2
δ 2 L/δf−∗ δG∗1
δ 2 L/δf−∗ δG∗2

=
=
=
=

(Π0 − Π3 )G1 f+ − mG1 f− − (p1 − ip2 )G2 f− = 0,
(Π0 − Π3 )G2 f+ + mG2 f− − (p1 + ip2 )G1 f− = 0,
(Π0 + Π3 )G1 f− − mG1 f+ − (p1 − ip2 )G2 f+ = 0,
(Π0 + Π3 )G2 f− + mG2 f+ − (p1 + ip2 )G1 f+ = 0.

(A4)
(A5)
(A6)
(A7)

We sum over G∗1 (r ⊥ )×(A4)+G∗2 (r⊥ )×(A5) and perform an integration over the transverse coordinates. Similarly, we sum over G∗1 (r⊥ )×(A6)+G∗2 (r ⊥ )×(A7) and perform an integration over the
transverse coordinates. We get
Z

dr ⊥ G∗1 (Π0 − Π3 )G1 + G∗2 (Π0 − Π3 )G2 f+


Z
∗
∗
∗ 1
2
∗ 1
2
− dr⊥ G1 m(r ⊥ )G1 − G2 m(r ⊥ )G2 + G1 (p − ip )G2 + G2 (p + ip )G1 f− = 0, (A8a)
Z

dr ⊥ G∗1 (Π0 + Π3 )G1 + G∗2 (Π0 + Π3 )G2 f−


Z
2
2
∗ 1
∗ 1
∗
∗
− dr⊥ G1 m(r ⊥ )G1 − G2 m(r ⊥ )G2 + G1 (p − ip )G2 + G2 (p + ip )G1 f+ = 0. (A8b)
From the second terms in each of the above two equation, we note that we can separate out the
longitudinal and transverse equations by introducing the separation constant mT defined by


Z
2
2
∗ 1
2
∗ 1
2
(A9)
mT = dr ⊥ m(r ⊥ )(|G1 | − |G2 | ) + G1 (p − ip )G2 ) + G2 (p + ip )G1 .
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Because of the normalization condition Eq. (8) for G{1,2} , the above equation can be rewritten as


Z
∗
1
2
∗
1
2
dr ⊥ G1 [−mT G1 + m(r ⊥ )G1 + (p − ip )G2 ] + G2 [−mT G2 − m(r ⊥ )G2 + (p + ip )G1 ] = 0
The above is zero if the two terms in the integrand are zero, and we obtain the eigenvalue equations
for the transverse functions G{1,2} (r ⊥ ),
−mT G1 + m(r ⊥ )G1 + (p1 − ip2 )G2 = 0,
−mT G2 − m(r ⊥ )G2 + (p1 + ip2 )G1 = 0.

(A10)

We apply (p1 + ip2 ) on the first equation and (p1 + ip2 ) on the second equation and we get
[p2T + m2 (r⊥ ) − m2T ]G2 = −[(p1 + ip2 ), m(r ⊥ )]G1
[p2T + m2 (r⊥ ) − m2T )G1 = +[(p1 − ip2 ), m(r ⊥ )]G2
where p2T = (p1 )2 + (p2 )2 is the square of the transverse momentum and


∂
1 ∂
1
2
∓iφ
i
m(r ⊥ ).
[p ∓ ip , m(r ⊥ )] = −e
±
∂r⊥ r⊥ ∂φ

(A11a)
(A11b)

(A11c)

Equations (A11a) and (A11b) can be written in a two component form with transverse mass mT as
the eigenvalue,

 
 
p2T + m2 (r ⊥ )
[(p1 − ip2 ), m(r ⊥ )]
G1
G1
2
= mT
,
(A12)
1
2
2
2
−[(p + ip ), m(r ⊥ )]
pT + m (r ⊥ )
G2
G2
which is Eq. (12) in Section III. Upon the introduction of the constant of separation mT , Eqs. (A8a)
and (A8b) becomes
Z

Z

dr⊥ (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )(Π0 − Π3 )f+ − mT f− = 0

(A13a)

dr⊥ (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )(Π0 + Π3 )f− − mT f+ = 0

(A13b)

In the above two equations, the operators Πµ with µ = 0, 3 are actually Πµ4D =pµ + g4D Aµ4D (r ⊥ , X)
where the gauge field Aµ4D is a function of the (3+1)D coordinates (r ⊥ , X) and g4D is the dimensionless
coupling constant in (3+1)D space-time. Upon carrying out the integration over the transverse
coordinates r ⊥ , the above two equations can be cast into the Dirac equation for a particle with
a mass mT in (1+1)D space time of X coordinates by identifying the terms integrated over the
transverse coordinates as the corresponding gauge fields Aµ2D in the (1+1)D space-time with the
coupling constant g2D
Z
g4D dr⊥ (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )Aµ4D (r ⊥ , X) ≡ g2D Aµ2D (X),
(A14)
where A2D (X) is the solution of the Maxwell equation for the gauge fields in (1+1)D space-time.
By comparing the Maxwell equations in (3+1)D and (1+1)D space time in Appendix B, it can be
shown in Appendix B that the coupling constant g2D is then determined by
Z
2
2
g2D = g4D dr⊥ (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )2 .
(A15)
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We note that the coupling constant g2D acquires the dimension of a mass. By such an introduction
of Aµ2D and g2D , Eqs. (A13a) and (A13b) become
(Π02D − Π32D )f+ − mT f− = 0,

(A16a)

(Π02D + Π32D )f− − mT f+ = 0,

(A16b)

where Πµ2D = pµ +g2D Aµ2D (X), with µ = 0, 3. Equations (A12), (A16a) and (A16b) (which corresponds
to Eqs. (12) (20a) and (20b) in Section III) are the set of equations of motion for the quark field Ψ
in (3+1)D space for our problem.
Appendix B: Relation between quantities in (1+1)D and (3+1)D

We shall examine the relation between various quantities in (1+1)D and (3+1)D. We can consider
the Abelian approximation in the case when the gauge fields can be represented in terms of only
the commuting τ 0 and τ 1 components, as discussed in Section (VI B). The gauge invariant Maxwell
equation is
∂µ F µν = ∂µ ∂ µ Aν − ∂ ν ∂ µ Aµ = −gj ν ,

(B1)

where ν, µ =0,1,2,3 and g = g4D for (3+1)D, and ν, µ = 0, 1 and g = g2D for (1+1)D. To make
the problem simple, we consider lowest-energy state systems with cylindrical symmetry for which
A1 , A2 can be assumed to vanish. Within the cylindrical flux tube, the gauge fields are only a weak
function of the transverse coordinates so that it is necessary to consider the Maxwell equation only
for ν, µ=0,3 in (3+1)D with
µν
ν
∂µ F4D
= ∂µ ∂ µ Aν4D (r ⊥ , X) − ∂ ν ∂µ Aµ4D (r ⊥ , X) = −g4D j4D
(r ⊥ , X), ν, µ = 0, 3 for (3+1)D.(B2)

With the quark field Ψ4D as given by Eq. (7), the quark currents in (3+1)D are given by
0
j4D
(r⊥ , X) = Ψ̄4D γ 0 Ψ4D = (G∗1 G1 + G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ f+ + f−∗ f− ),
3

3

j4D (r⊥ , X) = Ψ̄4D γ Ψ4D =

(G∗1 G1

+

G∗2 G2 )(f+∗ f+

−

f−∗ f− ),

(B3)
(B4)

From the 2D action A2D in Eq. (49) with mgT =0 as given by (54), we can derive the Maxwell equation
in (1+1)D as given by
µν
ν
∂µ F2D
= ∂µ ∂ µ Aν2D (X) − ∂ ν ∂µ Aµ2D (X) = −g2D j2D
(X),

ν, µ = 0, 1 for (1+1)D. (B5)

ν
With the quark field ψ2D as given by Eq. (24), the quark currents j2D
(X) in (1+1)D are given by
0
j2D
(r ⊥ , X) = ψ̄2D γ 0 ψ2D = (f+∗ f+ + f−∗ f− ),

(B6)

3
(r ⊥ , X) = ψ̄2D γ 3 Ψ2D = (f+∗ f+ − f−∗ f− ).
j2D

(B7)

Comparison of the quark currents in (3+1)D and (1+1)D in Eqs. (B3), (B4) (B6), and (B7) gives
ν
ν
(X).
(r ⊥ , X) = (G∗1 (r ⊥ )G1 (r ⊥ ) + G∗2 (r⊥ )G2 (r ⊥ ))j2D
j4D

(B8)

Then, substituting the above equation into Eq.(B2), we obtain for ν, µ = 0, 3 in (3+1)D
ν
(X).
∂µ ∂ µ Aν4D (r ⊥ , X) − ∂ ν ∂µ Aµ4D (r ⊥ , X) = −g4D (G∗1 (r ⊥ )G1 (r⊥ ) + G∗2 (r ⊥ )G2 (r ⊥ ))j2D

(B9)

The above equation in (3+1)D would be consistent with the (1+1)D Maxwell equation (B5) if
g
Aµ4D (r ⊥ , X) = 4D (G∗1 (r ⊥ )G1 (r ⊥ ) + G∗2 (r⊥ )G2 (r ⊥ ))Aµ2D (X).
(B10)
g2D
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On the other hand, the equation of motion in Eqs. (A14) would require that g4D and g2D are related
by
Z
g4D dr ⊥ (|G1 (r ⊥ )|2 + |G2 (r ⊥ )|2 )Aµ4D (r ⊥ , X) = g2D A2D (X).
(B11)
The consistency of both equations (B10) and (B11) requires g4D and g2D satisfies the relation
Z
2
2
g2D = g4D dr⊥ [G∗1 (r ⊥ )G1 (r ⊥ ) + G∗2 (r ⊥ )G2 (r ⊥ )]2 ,
(B12)
which is Eq. (19).
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