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Tackling the infamous 66 term of the QCD pressure York Schröder

1. Introduction and Motivation

QCD thermodynamics has been a niche, but recurrent theme at this (mainly zero-temperature)

conference series, and over the years we have witnessed useful interactions that go both ways.

For example, explorations of the number-theoretic content of perturbative expansions in quantum

field theory such as reported in [1] have allowed to simplify fundamental constants arising in

contributions to hot QCD from 3d lattice perturbation theory [2]; while algorithmic methods that

had been implemented in the finite-temperature () ) setting [3] have subsequently been lifted to and

applied in the ) = 0 world of particle phenomenology [4, 5].

In weak-coupling expansions within finite-temperature field theory one has to deal with the

so-called Linde problem [6], which arises from the non-perturbative nature of gluon confinement:

while strong interactions in the thermal plasma lead to an exponential screening of the color-

electric part of massless gauge fields at large distances (in full analogy to Debye screening in

an electromagnetic plasma), their color-magnetic part remains unscreened in perturbation theory.

In naive loop expansions this causes an infrared problem, which can be evaded within effective

theories, as has been worked out for QCD [7, 8] as well as the Standard Model [9].

Interestingly, for one of the most important thermodynamic quantities such as the QCD pressure

(the negative free energy; with phenomenological applications ranging from heavy-ion collisions

via astrophysics to early-universe cosmology), the potentially large effects of the long-range gluonic

sector enter the weak-coupling expansion for the first time at four loops. The program of how to

employ a hierarchy of effective theories to consistently account for all contributions at this order,

as sketched in [10], has seen major efforts towards completion, see e.g. [11] and references therein.

These efforts have reduced the problem to a single – difficult but well-defined – perturbative

computation within thermal field theory, which consists in evaluating the hard-scale four-loop

contributions within a naive loop expansion of the pressure.

So far, results have been obtained only for scalar theory [12] and in the large-#f limit of QCD

[13]. Here, we report some technical details necessary for attacking the core of the remaining open

problem, mainly considering pure Yang-Mills theory.

2. Diagrammatic expansion

Being an equilibrium quantity, the pressure of hot QCD can be defined in the imaginary-time

formalism of thermal field theory [14, 15] as the logarithm of the partition function / itself as

?QCD () ) = lim
+→∞

)

+
ln

∫

D[�0
`, k, k̄] exp

(

−
1

ℏ

∫

ℏ/)

0

dg

∫

d3G !E
QCD

)

, (1)

where the path integral is over the Euclidean Lagrange density !E obtained after rotating C → 8g,

and the compact temporal integration echoes the (periodic) trace / = Tr (4−V� ) of a canonical

ensemble and leads to replacing integrals with sum-integrals in momentum space.

As motivated above, the task is to evaluate the four-loop term in a naive weak-coupling

expansion of Eq. (1), which in practice means that one can regulate all (UV and IR) divergences

within dimensional regularization (we use 3 = 3− 2Y and � = 4− 2Y throughout this note), relying

on the embedding of the calculation into the effective theory setup [10, 11, 16] in order to correctly

account for the effects of infrared screening.
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A compact and elegant method to generate all diagrams needed for the perturbative expansion

of the pressure proceeds via a skeleton expansion (skeletons being 2-particle irreducible (2PI)

graphs, i.e. those that remain connected after cutting two distinct lines) of the Schwinger-Dyson

equations [17]. While the method is generic, for the sake of illustration we will here keep fully

gluonic contributions only, omitting all diagrams that contain ghost (and fermion) lines.

A strict loop expansion gives the perturbative series ? = ?0 +
∑

(?2PI
!

+ ?2PR
!

), where ?0 is the

pressure of the free theory. As indicated, at each loop order ! the corresponding vacuum diagrams

can be separated into 2PI and 2PR (2-particle reducible) types, where the latter are generated by the

former as demonstrated in [17] and illustrated below, hence cleanly identifying the 2PI skeletons as

the key ingredient of the expansion.

While ?2 and ?3 have been known for a long time in full QCD [18, 19] (as has been reviewed

in [20]), the 4-loop terms ?2PI
4

and ?2PR
4

are being considered only now, starting from the pure

Yang-Mills contributions, i.e. neglecting quarks by setting #f = 0. We have

?2PI
4 =

1

72
+

1

12
+

1

8
+

1

4
+

1

8

+
1

8
+

1

16
+

1

48
+ ghost , (2)

?2PR
4 =

1

6
+

1

2
+

1

4
+

1

8
+ ghost , (3)

where wavy lines represent gluons. In the 2PR part, a circle (box) on a gluon propagator represents

an insertion of a 1-loop (2-loop) irreducible gluon self-energy. The latter can be formally obtained

by cutting lines in skeleton diagrams (regarded as functionals of the bare gluon propagator Δ) at

one loop higher, in all possible ways. This leads to

= Π
irr
1 = 2XΔ ?2PI

2 = 2XΔ

{1

8
+

1

12
+ gh

}

=
1

2
+

1

2
+ gh,

= Π
irr
2 = 2XΔ ?2PI

3 = 2XΔ

{ 1

24
+

1

8
+

1

48
+ gh

}

=
1

2
+

1

2
+

1

2
+

1

4
+

1

6
+ gh .

Plugging these self-energies into the 2PR diagrams of Eq. (3), one therefore obtains all diagrams in

terms of bare propagators only, with symmetry factors coming from those of the skeletons and the

combinatorics of the cuts. The 2PR diagrams naturally fall into two groups,

?2PR
4,0 =

1

48
+

1

8
+

1

4
+

1

16
+

1

24
+

1

16
+ gh , (4)

?2PR
4,1 =

1

16
+

1

16
+

1

48
+

1

8
+

1

4
+

1

16
+

1

24

+
1

8
+

1

16
+

1

32
+

1

16
+

1

32
+ gh , (5)
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511 1022 1011 1020 1009 1010 1012 1016

952 978 993 1008 841 961 992 960

Figure 1: Set of 16 unique sector representatives for the 4-loop integrals corresponding to the momentum

family Eq. (6). The enumeration corresponds to the decimal representation of the respective binary footprint

of propagators. Sectors 1012, 978, 1008, 961, 992 and 960 correspond to factorizable integrals.

where ?2PR
4,1

contains factors of lower-loop vacuum integrals that shall be our main focus here.

3. Integral family

To analyze the momentum-space vacuum Feynman (sum-) integrals that contribute to the

evaluation of the 4-loop pressure given by the diagrams of Eqs. (2), (4) and (5) in a coherent

framework, we employ a single 4-loop family of massless inverse propagators �= = %= · %=

constructed from the ten linear combinations %= of the loop momenta %1...4 given by

{%1, . . . , %10} = {%1, %2, %3, %4, %1 − %4, %2 − %4, %3 − %4, %1 − %2, %1 − %3, %1 − %2 − %3} . (6)

This allows to express any scalar 4-loop vacuum Feynman integral, as needed for the diagrams

shown in Sec. 2, as a list of the corresponding 10 propagator indices, where positive (negative)

indices correspond to propagators (numerators). A typical contribution to the pressure is

∑

∫

%1

. . .
∑

∫

%4

�9�10

�1�2�3 [�4]3�5�6

≡ � (1, 1, 1, 3, 1, 1, 0, 0,−1,−1) . (7)

Within the set of all scalar 4-loop vacuum integrals (see Fig. 1 for our choice of representatives),

we have six sectors whose denominator structure factorizes into lower-loop graphs, as indicated

in the figure caption. All diagrams of Eq. (5) can e.g. easily be identified with those factorizable

cases; in fact, Eq. (7) is an example from sector 1008. In general, however, the lower-loop factors

correspond to tensor vacuum integrals, for which we now develop a tensor decomposition method

in order to map them onto (1- to 3-loop) scalar sum-integrals. The latter had already contributed to

e.g. ?2 and ?3 and can hence be considered known [20].

4. Decomposition of tensor structure

As one marked difference with zero-temperature computations, we have 3d rotational symmetry

only, such that in tensor decompositions one has to account for an extra four-vector * = (1, ®0). For

example, the integral of Eq. (7) has a 1-loop factor (line 3) in its propagator structure, such that all

numerator structures that contain the loop momentum %3 should be decoupled before integrating

the remaining 3-loop factor. The price to pay is to introduce zero-components * ·% = %0 of loop
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momenta % into the numerator, thereby generalizing the class of scalar sum-integrals to contain such

numerators. This can easily be taken into account by adding ! more indices to the list representation

of an !-loop integral.

Consider an !-loop tensor tadpole with denominator D and (scalar part of) numerator N

)
`1...`=
DN

=
∑

∫

%1

. . .
∑

∫

%!

N(%1, . . . , %!,*)

D(%1, . . . , %!)

[

%
`1

81
. . . %

`=
8=

]

symm in `8
. (8)

We will deal with numerators that are symmetric in the %` as indicated, so the result has to be

fully symmetric in the Lorentz indices `1 . . . `=, and can only depend on *` and 6`a . We use an

orthogonal tensor basis (trading 6`a for �`a
= *`*a − 6`a with *`�`a

= 0)

�
`1...`=
=:

= �`1`2 · · ·�`2:−1`2: *`2:+1 · · ·*`=
�

�

symm in `
(9)

where �=: �= 9 ∼ X: 9 (see Eqs. (10) and (13) below). There are
( =
2:

)

=
=!

(2:)! (=−2:)! partitions of the `

into those two groups, and
(2:)!

2: :!
terms in each product � · · ·�, such that �=: has 2=: =

=!
2: :! (=−2:)!

terms. Some examples are (abbreviating Lorentz indices as in *12 ≡ *`1*`2 etc.)

= = 0 : �00 = 1 ;

= = 1 : �10 = *1 ;

= = 2 : �20 = *12 , �21 = �12
= *12 − 612 ;

= = 3 : �30 = *123 , �31 = *1�23 +*2�31 +*3�12
= 3*123 −*1623 −*2631 −*3612 .

Contractions of the tensor basis elements of Eq. (9) can be computed for the general-= case as

Tr (�=:�= 9 ) =
[

�
`1...`=
=:

�
`1...`=
= 9

]

= X: 9 ?=: (10)

?=: =
[

�
`1...`=
=:

�
`1...`=
=:

]

=

(

=

2:

)

?: (11)

?: =
[

�
`1...`=
2:,:

�
`1...`=
2:,:

]

; ?0 = 1 , ?: = (2: − 1) (� − 3 + 2:)?:−1 (12)

⇒ ?=: = 2=:

:−1
∏

9=0

(� − 1 + 2 9) , (13)

whence all traces can be seen to reduce to simple polynomials in � = 6`` = 4 − 2Y.

In the tensor basis of Eq. (9) any symmetric tensor tadpole of Eq. (8) now decomposes as

)
`1...`=
DN

=

⌊=/2⌋
∑

:=0

C=: �
`1...`=
=:

. (14)

To project out the coefficients C=: , we contract with all basis tensors ( 9 = 0..⌊=/2⌋) as

)
`1...`=
DN

�
`1...`=
= 9

=
∑

∫

%1

. . .
∑

∫

%!

N(%1, . . . , %!, *)

D(%1, . . . , %!)

[

%
`1

81
. . . %

`=
8=

�
`1...`=
= 9

]

=

⌊=/2⌋
∑

:=0

C=:
[

�
`1...`=
=:

�
`1...`=
= 9

]

= C= 9 ?= 9 , (15)

where in the last step we have profited from using an orthogonal basis, such that altogether

)
`1...`=
DN

=

⌊=/2⌋
∑

:=0

�
`1...`=
=:

?=:

∑

∫

%1

. . .
∑

∫

%!

N(%1, . . . , %!, *)

D(%1, . . . , %!)

[

%
a1

81
. . . %

a=
8=

�
a1...a=
=:

]

. (16)
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4.1 Special case: 1-loop tensor tadpoles

As a special case, let us apply Eq. (16) to 1-loop tensor tadpoles, i.e. ! = 1. Then the basis

tensors are contracted fully symmetrically as

[

%a1 . . . %a= �
a1...a=
=:

]

= 2=:
[

*%
]=−2: [

%�%
]:

= 2=:

:
∑

9=0

(

:

9

)

(−1) 9
[

*%
]=−2 9

[%2] 9 , (17)

such that the most general 1-loop tensor tadpole maps onto scalar sum-integrals as

)
`1...`=
BC ≡

∑

∫

%

(*%)C

[%2]B
%`1 · · · %`=

(16)
=

⌊=/2⌋
∑

:=0

�
`1...`=
=:

?=:

∑

∫

%

(*%)C

[%2]B

[

%a1 . . . %a= �
a1...a=
=:

]

(18)

(17)
=

⌊=/2⌋
∑

:=0

�
`1...`=
=:

?=:
2=:

:
∑

9=0

(

:

9

)

(−1) 9
∑

∫

%

(*%)C+=−2 9

[%2]B− 9
(19)

=

⌊=/2⌋
∑

:=0

�
`1...`=
=:

?=:
2=:

:
∑

9=0

(

:

9

)

(−1) 9
�
C+=−2 9

B− 9

�C+=B

�C+=B =

⌊=/2⌋
∑

:=0

�
`1...`=
=:

?=:
2=: 5:B �

C+=
B . (20)

In the last step we have used the known result for the scalar one-loop tadpole (here 3 = 3 − 2Y)

�0B =
∑

∫

%

|%0 |
0

[%2]B
=

2) Z (2B − 0 − 3)

(2c) )2B−0−3

Γ(B − 3/2)

(4c)3/2 Γ(B)
, (21)

which allowed to perform the sum over 9 as

8B 9 ≡
�
C+=−2 9

B− 9

�C+=B

=
Γ(B)

Γ(B − 9)

Γ(B − 3/2 − 9)

Γ(B − 3/2)
=

Γ(B)

Γ(B − 9)

Γ(B + 1/2 − �/2 − 9)

Γ(B + 1/2 − �/2)
, (22)

5:B ≡

:
∑

9=0

(

:

9

)

(−1) 9 8B 9 =
Γ((� − 1)/2 + :) Γ((� + 1)/2 − B)

Γ((� − 1)/2) Γ((� + 1)/2 + : − B)
=

:−1
∏

9=0

� − 1 + 2 9

� + 1 − 2B + 2 9
. (23)

Using Eq. (13), we observe substantial cancellations and finally obtain

)
`1...`=
BC = �C+=B

⌊=/2⌋
∑

:=0

�
`1...`=
=:

:−1
∏

9=0

1

� + 1 − 2B + 2 9
. (24)

Particular cases of Eq. (24) are

)BC = �CB , )
`
BC = �C+1

B *` , )
`a
BC = �C+2

B

{

*`*a +
*`*a − 6`a

� + 1 − 2B

}

, etc. (25)

Eq. (24) can now be employed to decouple some sectors into [1-loop]×[3-loop], with scalar

factors. As mentioned above, owing to the appearance of*` in the tensor basis �=: , this introduces

factors of %0 into the numerators, even if initially one starts from %0-free sum-integrals.
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5. Application: decoupling of sector 1008

It turns out that, for example, the 6-line sector 1008 (cf. Fig. 1) contains four sum-integrals that

contribute to the 4-loop pressure,

�10 ≡ � (1, 1, 1, 3, 1, 1, 0, 0,−2, 0) , �11 ≡ � (1, 1, 1, 3, 1, 1, 0, 0,−1,−1) , (26)

�12 ≡ � (1, 1, 1, 3, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0,−2) , �13 ≡ � (2, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1, 0,−1, 0,−1) , (27)

all of which contain scalar products in the numerator. As an application of the above general

formalism, let us demonstrate how to treat these four integrals. Using Eq. (24), we obtain the 4-loop

sum-integrals in their decoupled form

�10 =
4�

� − 1
+4 �

2
1 −

4

� − 1
!00

311 �
0
1 �2

1 + !00
211 �

0
1 �0

1 , (28)

�11 = �10 −
�

� − 1
-1 �

2
1 +

1

� − 1
+2 �

2
1 − !00

211 �
0
1 �0

1 + �0
3 �0

1 �0
1 �0

1 , (29)

�12 = 2�11 + �13 �
0
1 − 2 �0

3 �0
1 �0

1 �0
1 , (30)

�13 = -2 �
0
1 , (31)

where all sum-integrals on the right-hand sides have at most 3 loops: we have one-loop factors �0B
of Eq. (21), two-loop factors !00

8 9:
(see e.g. App. B of [21]) as well as the specific three-loop cases1

�13 = � (3, 1, 1, 1, 1,−2; 0, 0, 0) , (32)

+2 = � (2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0; 0, 0, 0) , +4 = � (3, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0; 0, 2, 0) , (33)

-1 = � (3, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0; 2, 0, 0) , -2 = � (2, 2, 1, 1, 1,−2; 0, 0, 0) . (34)

The first three of these have been evaluated in Refs. [21, 22]. It is in fact possible to further simplify

these expressions by employing some lightweight 3-loop and 2-loop IBP reductions along the lines

of [23]. This allows to eliminate the -8 and !8 in favor of known sum-integrals, to get

�10 =
4�

� − 1
+4 �

2
1 +

16

(� − 8) (� − 3) (� − 1)
�0
3 �0

2 �0
1 �2

1 −
1

(� − 6) (� − 3)
�0
2 �0

2 �0
1 �0

1 , (35)

�11 = �10 +
�

(� − 6) (� − 1)
+1 �

2
1 −

12 − 9� + �2

2(� − 6) (� − 1)
+2 �

2
1 + �0

3 �0
1 �0

1 �0
1 +

+
1

(� − 6) (� − 3)
�0
2 �0

2 �0
1 �0

1 +
�

(� − 6)2(� − 3) (� − 1)
�0
2 �0

2 �0
2 �2

1 , (36)

�12 = 2�11 + �13 �
0
1 − 2 �0

3 �0
1 �0

1 �0
1 , (37)

�13 = −
1

2
�1 �

0
1 − �11 �

0
1 − 2(� − 5) �12 �

0
1 +

2� − 13

� − 6
�0
2 �0

2 �0
1 �0

1 , (38)

where we have employed the additional 3-loop structures

�1 = � (2, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1; 0, 0, 0) , �11 = � (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0; 0, 0, 0) , (39)

�12 = � (2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0; 0, 2, 0) , +1 = � (1, 2, 1, 1, 1, 0; 0, 0, 0) , (40)

1The list notation here corresponds to the 3-loop integral family with momenta {%1, . . . , %6} = {%1, %2, %3, %1 −

%2, %1 − %3, %2 − %3}, with 3 indices appended to indicate possible powers of {*%1,*%2,*%3} in the numerator.

7
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which have been evaluated in Refs. [12, 24], [25, 26], [27] and [23], respectively. We note that thus,

we have reduced all four cases at hand to already known sum-integrals, which had in fact entered

earlier determinations of matching parameters within the effective theory, such as the Debye mass

(the �= above, see [28] for an overview) as well as the effective gauge coupling (the+=, see [22, 29]).

6. Conclusions and outlook

We have outlined techniques that allow to confront the evaluation of a specific missing four-

loop contribution to the pressure of a hot Yang-Mills gas. It derives its relevance from the fact

that only at this order, potentially large effects from infrared logarithms that arise from unscreened

color-magnetic gluonic modes can be accounted for in a systematic way.

Due to its technical difficulty, the problem has stood open for almost two decades now, and

we have presented first steps towards completing the task. In particular, we have demonstrated

the necessary tensor decomposition methods, which allow for evaluations of a class of factorizable

4-loop sum-integrals that contribute to the pressure.

As an open problem, the remaining genuine 4-loop sum-integrals have to be evaluated up to

the constant term. One of those can be extracted from [12], where it had contributed to the pressure

of scalar theory. Furthermore, one can explore linear IBP relations to search for simplifications.

However, since such relations act only on the 3d part of the sum-integrals required here, they are

much less powerful than at zero temperature.

Concerning the feasibility of the remaining evaluations of 4-loop sum-integrals, let us note that

a sizable number of them contain one-loop self-energies, for which one should be able to generalize

systematic subtraction methods that have been developed on the 3-loop level, see [19, 21]. On the

other hand, evaluating sum-integrals from sectors 511, 1022 and 1011 (cf. Fig. 1) might represent

a challenge that requires the development of entirely new methods.
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