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A review is given of our recent application of a system atic m icroscopic form ulation of quantum
m any-body theory, nam ely the coupled-clister m ethod (CCM ), to Ham ittonian U (1) lattice gauge
m odels in the pure gauge sector. It is em phasized that our CCM results represent a naturalextension
or resum m ation of the results from the strong-coupling perturbation theory.

1 INTRODUCTION

Lattice gauge eld theory was rst developed by W ilson ﬂ] In Euclidean space-tine to tackle the
problem of quark con nem ent for the strong interaction. Independently, the equivalent H am iltonian
m odels were form ulated by K ogut and Susskind E]. T he lattice supplies an ultra~violkt cuto which
regularizes the divergency offten encountered in continuum eld theory. O ne of the key advantages of
Jattice gauge theory clearly lies in the fact that the con ning strong-coupling lim it provides a natural
basis from which one can apply such techniques as perturbation theory and otherm any-body theory
approxin ations. The fact that the physical continuum lim it is achieved In the weak-coupling lim it
provides a stringent test for any technique applied to lattice gauge theory.

T here is a general theorem which states that all Jattice gauge m odels possess a nonzero con ning
region in w hich the strong-coupling perturoation theory isvalid E]. In otherw ords, the strong-coupling
perturbation series of all Jattice gauge m odels have a nite radius of convergence. O ne challenge in
lattice gauge theory is to extend the strong-coupling results to the weak-coupling regin e. M ethods
based on Pade approxin ants and sin ilar techniques are often used for this purmpose HY]. However,
this rather ad hoc approach requires a prior know ledge of the weak-coupling lin . Am ong m any
other techniques, including nite size calculations [E], renom alization group m ethods E], texpansion
techniques ﬂ], and loop calculus E] etc., the num erical M onte Carlo sin ulations E] seem provide
the m ost reliable results, although the m ethod is com putationally intensive In practice. Recently,
several attem pts have been m ade to apply pow erfiilm any-body theories to H am iltonian lattice gauge
system s. Two such applications Inclide the m ethod of correlated basis functions (CBF) @] and the
coupled-cluster m ethod (CCM ) L1, 131, both of which provide intrinsically nonperturbative results.

In this article, we review our recent progress in the application of the CCM to the vacuum state
ofthe U (1) Jattice gauge theory in 1+ 1,2+ 1 and 3+ 1 dim ensions (referred to as 1D, 2D, and 3D
respectively). The 1D m odel consists ofa linear array of plaquettes, while the 2D and 3D m odels are
based on the square and cubic lattices respectively. In particular, we have form ulated the lattice gauge
Ham iltonian in tem s of a m any-body theory and applied severalw elktested approxin ation schem es
w ithin the fram ework ofthe CCM . T hese approxin ation schem esofthe CCM have been developed by
us for quantum spin lattice system s and have m et w ith considerable success E]. Not only are they
able to produce results for quantum spin lattice m odels w ith accuracy com parable to that ofthe best
M onte C arlo calculations, but they also enable us to study the possble quantum phase transitions of
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the system s in a system atic and unbiased m anner B]. T his second ability ofthe CCM m ay prove
egoecially signi cant here since lattice gauge system sm ay experience a decon ning phase transition
as the ocoupling param eter varies from strong to weak. W e notice that the 3D U (1) gauge lattice
m odelm ust recover a decon ned continuum QED in the weak coupling lim it. However, i is w dely
believed that the con ning phase persists or all couplings orthe U (1) m odels in 1D and 2D, and for
the SU (2) and SU (3) m odels In lss than four spatial din ensions E].

T he rest of our article is organized as ©llow s. Tn Sec. 2 we rst discuss the num ber of independent
degrees of freedom forthe U (1) lattice m odels in the pure gauge sector, and then transform the gauge
Invariant Ham ittonian into a m any-body Ham itonian. W e present the results for the ground-state
energy as a function of the coupling param eter for the U (1) models in 1D and 2D in Sec. 3, and the
results ofthe 3D m odelin Sec. 4. W e conclude our article w ith a discussion in Sec. 5.

2 THE U(1)MODELSAND THEIR DEGREES OF FREE -
DOM

In lattice gauge m odels, the physical elds are de ned on the directed links flg of the lattice. In
particular, the Abelian U (1) lattice H am iltonian after suiable scaling can be w ritten as E, @]

X1 1 5 X
H = EEl + (1 cosBp); @)
=1 p=1
w here the link index 1runsoverallN ; links ofthe Jattice, the plaquette index p overallN ,, elem entary
lattice plaquettes, and  is the coupling constant, wih = 0 being referred to as the strong-coupling
Imitand ! 1 asthe weak-coupling lin it. C learly, we shallbe interested in the bulk (them ody-
nam ic) Iim it, whereN ;N , ! 1 . IfNg is the number of Jattice sites, it is easy to see that in the buk
ImitwehaveN;= 3N ;Ng= 2N, n1ID;N;= 2N ,;Ng= N, n2D;andN;= N ;Ng= N,=31in 3D .
The elctric eld E ; isde ned on the Ilink 1, while them agnetic eld B ; is a plaquette variable, given
by the lattice curl of the Iink-variable vector potentialA; as
Bp Ay +tA, Ay Ayj @)
w ith the four links, 1 ;L ;1 and 1, enclosing an elem entary square plaquette p in the counterclockw ise
direction. T he direction of the m agnetic eld B , can be de ned by the right-hand rule around the
plaquette. T he quantization ofthe elds is given by the com m utator,

Ry Ep]l=1p: 3)
Ifwe choose the representation, E; =  i@=@A ;, the Ham ittonian ofEq. (1) becom es

)@11@2 j{p

H = —— + 1 cosByp); 4
> @Af ( p) 4)
=1 p=1
where the com pact variable A ; is restricted to the region < A, . The inner product betw een
states j (fA 19)iand J7(fA 19)i isde ned as:
Z
— ¥ dA;
h™jia= > (fA19) (fA 19): )

=1

Tt isusefulto denote each link lby both a lattice site vectorn and an index indicating direction,
= xX; y; z,othatE; E @), orexampl.By de nition,onehaskE )= Exnh R),etc,



where R is a uni lattice vector in the + x-direction. Sin ilar de nitions hold for the vector potential
A (). The lattice divergence of the electric eld on a site n can now be written as

X
 E)n)= E @0); 6)
where the summ ation isover = x; y; 2z.A Jdauge transfom ation of any operator, such as the
vector potential A, (n), is given by
n # n #
X X
exp 1 m)r E)m)A;0)exp 1 m)r E)m)=A;0)+ @) o+ R); ()

where N4 is the total number of lattice sites and @ ) is an arbitrary gauge function. C learly,
the plaquette variable B, is invariant under this gauge transform ation according to the de nition
ofEg. ). It is also easy to show that the Ham ittonian of Eg. (4) is invariant under this gauge
transform ation, as expected.

O ne can also de ne the divergence of the plaquette variable B, on a lattice site n. C learly, this
divergence is zero in 1D and 2D because the plaquette direction (ie. uni vector perpendicular to
the plaquette w ith the right-hand rule) is a constant. In 3D, the plaquette direction varies from
plaquette to plaquette. W e associate an elem entary cube w ith each lattice site n, w ith n at the origin
of the cube in C artesian coordinates, and denote the six plaquette variablesasB ) wih plaquette
direction = x; y; z,where or example, = z represents the bottom plaquette of the cube,

=z the top plaquette of the cube, etc. For later purposes, we refer to the three plaquettes
B () wih = x;y;z aspositive plaquettes w ith respect to the cube at n, and the other three w ith

= X; Vy; zasnegative.By de nition, for the negative plaquette, onehasB , m)= B, 0 + 2),
etc. T he divergence of the plaquette variable at lattice site n can then be clearly w ritten as
X
rt B)@n)= B @); ®)
wih summ ation over = x; y; z.W e notice that upon substitution ofEq. 2), Eq. 8) yields

constant zero, as required by the B ianchi ddentity, nam ely
 B)m)=0; 8n: )

W enow discuss the num ber of independent degrees of freedom . Since we are working w ith the pure
gauge H am ittonians, we restrict ourselves to the gauge-invariant (vacuum ) sector ofH ibert space. W e
therefore require that any state j i satis es

¢ E)n)ji=0; 8n: (10)

This In poses N g restrictions on the N ; vector potential variables fA g, where N 5 is the num ber of
lattice sites. T herefore, the num ber of ndependent variables for U (1) lattice m odels in the vacuum
sector isreduced to N = N; Ng. W e also note that if the wavefinction is w ritten as a function
ofplaquette variables, namely = (fB ,g9),Eq. (10) is satds ed.

It is easy to see that for the in nite Jattice n 1D and 2D, N = N, nam ely, the num ber of inde-
pendent degrees of freedom is equalto the num ber of plaquette variables. T herefore, it is proper and
convenient to em ploy the plaquette variables fB g forthe 1D and 2D m odels. T he corresponding inner
product between two states j (fB pgi and J7(fB ,g)i is then de ned by integrals over all plaquette
variables,

h™jis = 2—" ~ (fBpg) (fB p9): a1



For the in nite 3D lattice m odel, however, one has that N = 2N =3. If one is to employ the
plaquette variables fB ,g in taking the inner products as discussed above for the 1D and 2D m odels,
one still has to satisfy the Ng (= N=3) geom etrical constraints of the Bianchi identity, Eq. (9).
In general, these restrictions are quite di cult to apply. It is therefore m ore convenient to em ploy
the N; & N) link variables fA ;g for the 3D m odel when taking the inner products, as de ned by
Eqg. (©). The gauge Invariance constraint of Eq. (10) are then autom atically satis ed so Iong as the
w avefinctions are com pletely expressible in temm s of plaquette variables fB ,g. Since we are dealing
w ith com pact lattice gauge theory (ie., < A, ), the redundant degrees of freedom in fA ;g have
no e ect on evaliating expectation valies w ith nom alized wavefunctions.

T he conclusion of the above discussion is that when taking inner products, we shall em ploy pla—
quette variables fB g for the 1D and 2D m odels, and em ploy link variables fA,g for the 3D case;
but the wavefinctions of allm odels should always be expressble In tem s of the plaquette variables
alone. T herefore, i is convenient to transform the Ham iltonian ofEqg. (4) into a form in which only
plaquette variables appear. By using the linear relation ofEq. (2), this can be easily done. W e thus
derive

Xe @2 1 X» x @2

+ (+ cosBp) + = (1) ——— 12)
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@B 2 2 @B @B s

p=1
where is the nearest-neighbour plaquette index, the summ ation over i runs over all z nearest—
neighbours plaquettes, and w here we have em ployed the notation
1; 2 i

(D= e 2, a3

and

(1)° = 1; ifpand p+ -, denote both positive or both negative plaquettes; 14)
1; otherw ise:
In Egs. (13) and (14), y and ., denote nearestneighbour parallel and perpendicular plaquette
iIndices resgpectively, and the positive or negative plaquettes have been de ned in the paragraph before
Eg. 8).

3 GROUND STATE ENERGY FOR THE 1D AND 2D M OD -
ELS

A sdiscussed in Sec. 2, the proper variables forthe 1D and 2D U (1) m odels are the plaquette variables
fB,g. The Ham iltonian ofEq. (12), forthe 1D and 2D cases, reduces to

%p @2 1%9 Xz @2
H = 2—+ (I cosBy) + = -, By 15)

. 2 2, @BL@B.

w here we have dropped the parallelsymbol, = ,,and z= 2;4 forthe 1D and 2D cases respectively.
T he details of our calculations for Eq. (15) have been published elsew here @]. In particular,
we prst consider the independent plaquette H am iltonian in the strong-coupling lmi ( = 0),Ho =
2 &?=dB Z, which has two sets of eigenstates, nam ely foosm B ; m = 0;1;2; ::g w ith even parity
and fsnmB; m = 1;2;:g wih odd parity. The corresponding ground state is clearly a constant,
which is referred to as the electric vacuum in the literature. W e take this electric vacuum state as our
CCM modelstate ji. Hencewe have, ji= C = 1. Them any-plaquette exact ground state j 4iof
the full H am ittonian is, according to the CCM ansatz, w ritten as

¥
jgi=€&34 s= Sk; 16)
k=1



where the correlation operator S is partitioned into k-plaquette operators £Syg. For exam ple, the
one-plaquette operator is de ned as

® R
S1 = Sp (n) cosnBy; 17
n=1p=1

and the tw o-plaquette operator consists of two tem s,

1 2 X o
Sy, = E‘ Splp2 (n1;ny)cosniBy, cosnyBy,

‘nimo=1p1pe=1

+52) (1;nz) shniBy, shnyBy, ; (18)

w here the prim e on the sum m ation exclidesthe term sw ith p; = p; . W e note that them any-plaquette
correlation operators Sy have a close relation to the usualW ilson loops ﬂ, E]. For exam ple, one can
write 2cosB1 cosB, = cosB1 + By)+ cos®1 By), which corresponds to the follow Ing relation for
the W ilson loops:

O ur param etrization exem pli ed by Egs. (17) and (18) is clearly com plete. It is also particularly
usefiil in view ofthe orthonom ality ofthe basis. H ow ever, for the 3D m odel, sihoe we have to em ploy
the link variables when taking inner products, this orthonom ality is in som e sense lost. W e shall
discuss this point in the next section.

From the Schrodinger ground-state equation, H j 4qi= Eg4j gl,ore® He’ji=E 4j i, wecbtain
the equations for the ground-state energy E 4 and the correlation coe cients £S ;Sp,p27 g by taking
proper pro gctions. In particular, the energy equation and the one-plaquette equations can be w ritten
together as

h jcosnB e SHE Jig = Eg njo7 n= 0;1;2;:5 19)

and the tw oplaquette equations consist of two sets of inner products,

h joosn 1By, cosnyBp,e*Hefjizg = 0; (20)

h jsinn By, shn,By, e Hejiy = 0; @1)

where ni;n, = 1;2;u:and p; € p, as befre. The higherorder equations can be written down In a
sin ilar fashion. In Egs. (19)-(21), the notation h  inplies that the Inner products are integrals
over all plaquette variables fB ,g, as de ned by Eq. (11).

A susual, one needs to em ploy a truncation schem e for the correlation operatorS . W e rst consider
the SUB1 schem e, n which one sets S, = 0 forallk > 1. A fter an extension of the de nition for the
one-plaquette coe cients £S , (n)g to include the negativem odes (nhegative n), and taking advantage of
the lattice translational invariance to introduce the de nition, a, m Sy, Mm),Eq. (19) can be readily
w ritten as

E

Q

1 1
m;0+5 (m;1+ m;l) m anp 5 anadm n = 0; (22)

4
o

wherem m ay be any integer. W e note that the energy equation is given by settingm = 0. E quation
(22) can In fact be transfom ed to the wellknown M athieu equation corresponding to the singledbody
Schrodinger equation with the oneplaquette Ham iltonian given by the rst temn of Eqg. (15) @].
W e solve these SUB1 equations num erically by a hierarchical sub-truncation schem e, the so-called
SUB1 @) schem e in which one retains at the nth level of approxin ation only those coe cients a



Figure 1: G round-state energy per plaquette for the 2D U (1) m odel on the square lattice In the
LSUB2(n) scheme. Also shown are the lull SUB1 results and the results from the nth-order strong—
coupling perturbation series, PTn.

wih Jn j n, and setsthe ram ainderwih Jn j> n to zero. For exam ple, In the SUB1 (1) schem e, a;
is the only retained coe cient. T he solution is trivially obtained from Eqg. (22) as

Eg _ 1

a;= —; Z ; SUB1(1): 23)

2" N,
This SUB1 (1) resul is in fact identical to the result obtained from second-order perturbation theory
about the strong-coupling ( ! 0) lm it. However, the subsequent SUB1 (n) approxin ations w ith
n > 1 give results far superior to those of perturbation theory. A detailed discussion has been given
in Ref. [11].

W e next discuss the tw o-plaquette approxin ation, ie., the SUB2 schem e In which one m akes the
substitution S ! Ssygz = S1 + Sz. Asde ned by Eqgq. (18), there are two sets of two-plaquette
coe cientswhich are determ ined by Egs. (20) and (21) respectively. Together w ith the oneplaquette
equations discussed above, one has three sets of coupled equations. Since the com plete SUB2 ap—
proxin ation is very am bitious asa rst attem pt to inclide correlations, we em ploy instead the local
approxin ation developed by us for the spin-lattice m odels, nam ely the LSUBm scheme. W e con—
sider jast the LSUB 2 schem e which inclides only nearest-neighbour plaquette correlations. Sin ilar to
the SUB1 (n) schem e discussed above, we m ay also Introduce the socalled LSUB2 (n) sub-truncation
schem e in tem s of the num ber ofm odes fn,g kepj_g in the suams In Egs. (17) and (18) by ignoring
those term s in the LSU B 2 correlation operatorw ith | nx > n.Forexampl, the LSUB2 (1) schem e is
denticalto the SUB1 (1) scheam e considered previously In which only a single coe cient a ; is retained.
In the LSUB2 (2) schem e, however, four coe cients are retained, two ofthem from the oneplaquette
correlations, the other two from the two-plaquette correlations.

W e notice that in the strong-coupling Iim it ( ! 0) the LSUB2 (2) approxin ation exactly repro—
duces the resuls of the corresponding perturbation series up to the fourth order,

2 89 4 6y. .
21 3, Ot D
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The results for the ground-state energy in the LSUB2 ) scheme up to n = 10 are shown as
functions of 1n Tabl 1 and 2 for the 1D and 2D m odels respectively, together w ith som e resuls



Tabl 1: G round-state energy per plaquette at severalvaliesof forthe 1D U (1) m odel. Shown are
the results from the CCM LSUB2 (n) calculations, and from the strong—and weak-coupling expansion
series, denoted asPTm (S) (m th order) and PT W ) respectively.

M ethod 05 1 2 3 4 5 6 8 10
SUB1 04391 07724 12430 15828 1.8597 2.1000 23156 26966 3.0315
LSUB2(@2 04389 0.7689 11980 13684 11115 {03116 {63126

LSUB2(@3 04389 0.7703 12319 15567 18019 1.9821 2.1017 21670 2.0078
LSUB24 04389 0.7702 12320 15615 1.8243 2.0409 22184 24663 2.5844

)
)
)
) 04389 0.7702 12322 15637 1.8343 2.0692 22798 26501 2.9714
)
0

LSUB2(@8 04389 0.7702 12322 15637 1.8345 2.0698 22811 26540 2.9796
LSUB2(10) 04389 0.7702 12322 15638 1.8345 2.0700 22815 2.6557 2.9841
PT4(S) 04389 0.7732 13708 2.6273 5.9333 13236 27.038 86.933

PT W) 05744 08624 12697 15822 18457 2.0778 22877 2.6603 2.9886

of nth-order strong-coupling perturbation theory, denoted as PTn (S). W e note that we have taken
this opportunity to correct som e m nor errors In the values cited previously in Ref. [11]. W e also
show the results ofthe 2D case in Fig. 1. The corresponding 1D curves behave sin ilarly. In Table 2
we have also lncluded the resuls from the m ethod of correlated basis fiinctions (CBF') @], from an
analytical continuation ofthe strong-coupling perturbation series HO Z) @], and from the texpansion
calculation of M omingstar ﬂ]. Our LSUB2 (10) results are In good agreem ent w ith them . O ne sees
clkarly in Fig. 1 that our LSUB2 (n) results quickly converge as n increases. It is also clkar that
the strong-coupling perturbation series gives very poor results for 15, a value which seem s
to be a good estin ate for its radius of convergence. M uch work In m odem quantum eld theory
goes into attem pts to continue analytically such perturbation series as Eq. (24) outside their natural
boundaries. A typical recent such attem pt H] forthe 2D U (1) m odel starts from the strong-coupling
perturbation series of Eq. (24), utilizing the known coe cients up to O ( ) as input to generalized
P ade approxin ants. T he results ofthis approxin ation are shown In Table 2 w here they are labelled as
HOZ.W e should em phasize that our own LSUB2 (n) approxin ations them selves represent a natural
extension ofperturbation theory. T hey m ay be contrasted w ith the rather ad hoc approachesbased on
P ade and other resum m ation techniques, which usually nd it di cul to approach the weak-coupling
lim it w ith the correct asym ptotic form unless this isbuilt n from the start.

Tt isworth m entioning that In quantum chem istry and otherm any-body system s, them ore relevant
physical quantity is the so called correlation energy which is de ned as the di erence between the
m ean— eld onebody (SUB1 in the present case) and the exact ground-state energies. T his correlation
energy can bem easured experin entally in the cases ofatom s and m olecules. From Tabl 1 and 2 and
Fig. 1, one can see that the correlation energy w ihin the LSUB2 approxin ation (ie., the LSUB2
results m inus the SUB1 results) in the U (1) m odel is quite smn all, and much sm aller than the total
energy. W e suspect that this is true for lattice gauge eld theories n general. This is quite sin ilar to
the case In quantum chem istry where the correlation energy is typically only a few percent at m ost
of the total energy. It is clear that a powerfulm any-body technique is required in order to obtain a
sensible num erical value for this correlation energy.

T he perturbation series in the weak-coupling lim it ( ! 1 ) isgiven by

o

E 1 _
1 Co §c§+o( 2; 25)

Q

=
<

whereCy = 1; 0:9833; 0:9581 in OD (ie., oneplaquette orM athieu problem ), 1D and 2D regpectively.
W e also show the results from thisweak-coupling seriesn Tabl 1 and 2, denoted asPT W ).A Tthough
ourLSUB2 (n) schem es do not produce exactly these num bers, they do give good results even for very



Tabl 2: G round-state energy per plaquette at several values of for the 2D U (1) m odel. Shown
are the results from the CCM LSUB2 ) schem e, and from the strong—and weak-coupling expansion
series, denoted as PTm (S) m th order) and PT W ) respectively. A lso shown are the results from
other techniques as explained In the text.

M ethod 05 1 2 3 4 5 6 8 9

SUB1 04391 07724 12430 15828 1.8597 21000 23156 2.6966 2.8686
LSUB2(<2) 04386 0.7652 1.1468 1.1280 03019 {2.833 ({1511

LSUB2(3) 04387 0.7681 12216 15371 1.7687 1.9265 20110 1.9584 1.8221
LSUB2@4) 04387 0.7681 12214 15428 1.7994 2.0123 21901 24585 25568
LSUB2(5) 04387 0.7681 12216 15442 18043 20237 22105 24977 2.6001
LSUB2 (6) 04387 0.7681 12217 15453 1.8100 2.0407 22488 2.207 2.7915
LSUB2(@8) 04387 0.7681 12217 15454 18100 2.0404 22477 26142 2.7797
LSUB2(10) 04387 0.7681 12217 15454 1.8100 2.0405 22480 26155 2.7816

CBF 04387 0.7677 12167 15335 1.7929 20201 22255

HOZ 1215 1.785 22

PT4(S) 04387 0.7690 13042 22898 48667 10.632 21.638

PT8(S) 04387 0.7673 11358 {0.738 {2087

M omingstar 0.7675 1.796 2.763
PT W) 05627 08434 12402 15447 18015 2.0276 22321 25917 2.7596

large values of , as can be seen from Tabl 1 and 2. From those results at large , we obtain, by
least squares t,Cy 10004;0:9840;0:9677 In OD , 1D, and 2D respectively.

4 THE U@ MODEL IN 3D

A sdiscussed in Sec. 2, due to the geom etrical constraints ofthe B ianchiidentity ofEq. (9), we have to
em ploy the link variables fA ;g instead ofthe plaquette variables fB ,g w hen taking inner products for
the 3D m odel. Since we are working in the gauge Invariant sector, the exact ground state j 4i should
be expressble by the plaquette variables fB g alone. T herefore, we still write the 3D correlation
operator S and the ground-state wavefunction j 4i in the sam e form asEgs. (16)—(18) ofthe 1D and
2D cases. However, the inner products ofEgs. (19)-(21) should now represent integrals over all link
variables fA 1g, asde ned by Eq. (5), nam ely

h joosnB pes HesjiA =Eg n;0; n=0;1;2;:3 (206)
for the energy-equation and oneplaquette equation, and

h joosn 1By, cosnyBp,e*He¥ jia = 0; @7)

h jsinn By, shn,By,eHe¥ jia = 0; @8)

forthe tw oplaquette coe cients, whereasbeforen 1;n, = 1;2;:mrand p; § p, . In the above equations,
the plaquette variables fB g should be substituted by Eq. (2) before integration, and the notation
h A Bde nedby theEqg. ).

W e again consider the LSUB2 (n) schem e which has been employed In the 1D and 2D m odels
above. For the 3D m odel, it is clear that we need to include the two perpendicular nearest-neighbour
plaquette con gurations, aswellasthe two parallel in-plane onesw hich are the only nearest-neighbour
con gurations in 1D and 2D . W hen evaluating the integrals ofEgs. (26)—(28) over the link variables
fA \g affer substitution ofEq. 2) forall B g, it is very convenient to use exponential representations



Tabl 3: G round-state energy per plaquette at several values of for the 3D U (1) m odel. Shown
are the results from the CCM LSUB2 ) schem e, and from the strong- and weak expansion series,
denoted asPTm (S) m th order) and PT W ) respectively. A 1so shown are the resuls from theM onte
Carlo calculationsof Hamerand Aydin M C) in Ref. O] and the loop calculus (LC) ofRef. BI.

M ethod 02 04 0.6 038 10 15 2.0 3.0 40

SUB1 01900 03607 05133 06498 07724 10316 12430 15828 1.8597
LSUB2((2) 0190 03600 05100 0.6386 0.7435 0.8232

LSUB2(3) 0190 03601 05105 0.422 0.7563 09776 11316 13193 14097
LSUB2@) 0190 03601 05105 0.6421 0.7561 0.9756 11230 12761 13027
LSUB2(G) 0190 03601 05105 0.6421 0.7561 0.9756 11227 12690 12617
LSUB2((®) 0190 03601 05105 0.6421 0.7561 09756 11230 12737 12885
LSUB2(@) 0190 03601 05105 0.421 0.7561 09756 11230 12735 12868

MC 01900 03600 05115 0.6203

LC 01900 0360 051 0.62 0.71

PT4(S) 01900 03601 05103 0.6410 0.7523 0.94%94 10375 0.9398 0.6000
PT W) 02768 04242 05373 0.6327 0.7167 08956 10464 12994 15126

of the trigonom etric fiinctions, nam ely

oosx=}eix+eix ; s:inx=i. ix = (29)
2 2i
W e note that for the 1D and 2D cases, the integrals In plicit in Egs. (26)—(7) yild results identical
to Egs. (19)-(1). This is not surprising because the Bianchi identity of Eq. (9) is autom atically
satis ed In 1D and 2D . However, n 3D, the two sets of integrals yield results which di er in the
tw o-plaquette equations.)
AstothelD and 2D cases,we nd that the LSUB2 (2) scheam e reproduces the 3D strong-coupling
perturbation expansion up to ourth order,

E

Q

1 3
! S22y =40 (%; ! 0: (30)
4 1280

2
e}

In Tabl 3, we show our num erical resuls for the ground-state energy as a function of for
the LSUB2 (n) schem e for several values of n up to n = 8. For com parison, we have also included
values obtained from the fourth-order strong-coupling perturbation expansion (30) and from the weak—
coupling perturbation theory expression of Eq. (25) with Coy = 0:7959 as obtained from the M onte
Carl calculations of Chin, Negele, and K oonin E]. W e also include values obtained by Ham er and
Aydin using a M onte Carlo m ethod M C) E], and by A roca and Fort using a loop calculus (LC) E].
From Tabl 3, we see that the LSUB2 (n) results converge very wellat low valuesof  ( 2). They
agree wellwith M onte Carlo and loop calculus results for < 0:8. However, the schem e seam s to
break down badly In the weak-coupling regine ( > 3). This is quite di erent from the resuls ofthe
sim ilar LSUB2 (n) scheme in the 1D and 2D cases, where the CCM resuls are still very good well
into the weak-coupling regine ( > 10). W e suspect that this di erence is m ost lkely the result of
the decon ning phase transition (robably second order) n the 3D U (1) m odel, which is predicted to
occurat 0:65. In order to Investigate this possibility, we have also calculated w ithin the LSUB2 (n)
schem e the \speci ¢ heat" which is de ned as the second-order derivative of the ground-state energy
per plaquette w th respect to the coupling param eter . Unfortunately, the speci ¢ heat resuls do
not show any indication of a phase transition. It is clear that the physical properties near the phase
transition are beyond the present low level approxin ation schem e.



5 CONCLUSION

In this article, we have reviewed our application of the system atic CCM approach to U (1) lattice
gauge m odels in various din ensions. For the 1D and 2D m odels, we em ploy the plaquette variables
fB ,g which are the natural choice for the iIndependent variables in these cases, but In 3D we em ploy
the link variables fA ;g due to the geom etrical constraints. O ur results from a local approxin ation
schem e reproduce the strong-coupling expansion seriesup to the fourth order for allm odels considered.
Furthem ore, the LSUB2 results for the 1D and 2D m odels are also quite reliable for well nto
the weak-coupling regin e. W e therefore conclide that the CCM com prises, in e ect, a welkde ned
analytical continuation or resum m ation of the strong-coupling perturbation series, w ithin the context
ofa naturaland consistent hierarchy.

P relim lnary work on the low -lying excitation gap (lueballm ass) and on the non-Abelian SU (2)
m odelhasalso been carried out w ithin the pure gauge sector EI]. In the sam e context, w e believe that
our above form alisn also provides a system atic approach to other interesting physical quantities such
as the string tension. T he generalization of our form alism from the pure gauge sector to the charged
sector can also be done In principle by including In sum sofEq. (16) forthe correlation operator S not
only term s corresponding to closed paths W ilson loops) on the lattice, but also tem s representing
open paths corresponding tubes of electric ux between staggered ferm ions.

T he quality ofthe LSUB 2 results forthe 3D m odelin the weak-coupling region ( > 3),however, is
quite poor. Thism ay re ect the fact that the 3D U (1) lattice gauge system experiences a decon ning
phase transition at a criticalcoupling .. A possble solution m ay be to look at in proving the reference
m odel state used in the CCM . T he electric vacuum state (constant state) which we have used is the
sin plest possble, and could certainly bear in provem ent. One option is to consider the use of a
m ean— eld type state which inclides only onebody correlations, but already produces m uch better
results in the weak-coupling regin e than the electric vacuum state. Furthem ore, our past experience
for quantum spin lattice system s clearly reveals that one has to go to high-order calculations of the
CCM In order to see possible phase transitions in the quantum system s E]. W e believe that sin ilar
high-order approxin ations should be able to reveal the critical properties of the decon ning phase
transition in the 3D m odel
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