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A bstract

W e consider a (2+ 1)-dim ensionalSU(N ) lattice gauge theory in an axial

gauge with the link �eld U1 set equalto one. The term in the Ham ilto-

nian containing thesquareoftheelectric�eld in the1-direction isnon-local.

Despite this non-locality,we show that weak-coupling perturbation theory

in thisterm givesa �nite vacuum -energy density to second order,and sug-

gestthatthisproperty holdsto allorders. Heavy quarksare con�ned,the

spectrum isgapped,and thespace-like W ilson loop hasarea decay.

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-lat/0501026v3


1 Introduction

Thecentralproblem ofQCD iscon�nem ent.Itisnotenough to prove that

latticegaugetheorieshavea con�ning phase-which isevidentfrom strong-

coupling expansions. It is necessary to see that the color is con�ned at

arbitrarily weak latticecoupling.

W e �nd here that(2+ 1)-dim ensionallattice gauge theoriescon�ne for

any dim ensionless bare coupling. The technique used is a weak-coupling

expansion in an anisotropiclatticegaugetheoryin an axialgauge.Thisisnot

the standard expansion utilizing Feynm an diagram s. Though the coupling

constantofa (2+ 1)-dim ensionalgaugetheory isnotin�nitely renorm alized

in (2+ 1)dim ensions,the dim ensionless bare coupling on the lattice m ust

vanish in thecontinuum lim it.Thisiswhy aweak-couplinganalysisisuseful,

even forthiscase.Thedependencewe�nd ofthestringtension and them ass

gap on thecoupling constantdoesnotagreewith conventionalwisdom -our

resultsforthesephysicalquantitiesdon’tbehaveasanticipated,asthelattice

spacing istaken to zero -butthey arenotzero.

The�rstanalyticdem onstration ofcon�nem entofheavy sourcesin (2+

1)-dim ensionalgauge theories was given by Polyakov for lattice com pact

QED [1],and laterforthe Georgi-Glashow m odel[2]. The latterm odelis

interesting in that color charges disappear com pletely from the spectrum .

Thisis,however,di�erentfrom thesortofcon�nem entweexpectforQCD,

in thatm atter�eldsplay an im portantrole.Feynm an argued that(2+ 1)-

dim ensionalQCD is con�ning [3]. Unfortunately,the orbit-space distance

estim ates in Feynm an’s paper are incorrect. Nonetheless,his basic claim ,

thatthe diam eterofgauge-orbitspace of(2+ 1)-dim ensionalSU(N )Yang-

M illstheoryforsm allm agneticenergyis�nite,appearstobecorrect[4].New

nonperturbative m ethods which do notrequire a lattice have been derived

by Karabali,Kim and Nair[5](oneoftheirform ulationsoftheHam iltonian

hasbeen obtained a di�erentway in reference[6]).

There isone specialsetofassum ptionswe use to derive ourresults;the

(1+ 1)-dim ensionalnon-Abelian nonlinearsigm am odels(withouttopological

term s) have a m ass gap,exponentially decaying correlation functions,and

theirvacuum expectation valuesoflocaloperatorsexhibitclustering [7],[8],

[9]. Though no rigorousproofofthese propertiesexists,we think thatthe

evidence in theirfavorisoverwhelm ing.

Ourbasic strategy isto write the lattice version ofthe Ham iltonian as
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thesum oftwo term s,nam ely

H 0 =

Z

d
2
x

�
e2

2
TrE22 +

1

2e2
TrB 2

�

;

and

e2

2
V =

e2

2

Z

d
2
x TrE21 ;

where Ej are the com ponents ofthe electric �eld conjugate to the gauge

�eld A j, [Ej(x);A k(y)] = i�jk�
2(x � y) and B = i[@1 � iA1;@2 � iA2]is

the single space com ponent ofthe m agnetic �eld. W e then pick the gauge

A 1 = 0. W hen this is done on the lattice,H 0 is a set ofdecoupled chi-

ralSU(N )� SU(N )nonlinearsigm a m odelsforwhich the S-m atrix and the

spectrum are known. The quantity V is non-local,but we show that per-

turbation theory in thisterm issensible to second order.Thevacuum state

in thisperturbation seriescon�nesfundam entalcolorcharges.Oursplitting

oftheHam iltonian isnotexplicitly rotationally invariant,butifthem ethod

works to allorders ofperturbation theory,rotationalinvariance should be

restored.

Letusreview axialgaugesin the continuum . Ifthe SU(N )-Lie-algebra-

valued gauge �eld A 1 issetto zero,then Gauss’slaw m ay be integrated to

obtain

E1(x) = �

Z x1

dy
1

d� 1X

j= 2

[@j � iAj(y
1
;x

2
;:::x

d� 1);Ej(y
1
;x

2
;:::;x

d� 1)]

= �

Z x1

dy
1
D ? (y

1
;x

? )� E? (y
1
;x

? ); (1.1)

where the dim ension ofspace isd� 1,x? = (x2;:::;xd� 1),and D ? are the

lastd� 2com ponentsofthecovariantderivativein theadjointrepresentation

(D 2;:::;D d� 1).Theterm in theHam iltonian

e2

2
V =

Z

d
d� 1

x
e2

2
TrE21 (1.2)

m usthaveavacuum expectation valueproportionaltothevolum eof(d� 1)-

dim ensionalspace,ifthe theory isto be sensible. Asdiscussed by M andel-

stam [10]thism eansthatthequantity

K (y1;z1;x? )=


0jTrD ? (y

1
;x

? )� E?(y
1
;x

? )D ? (z
1
;x

? )� E?(z
1
;x

? )j0
�
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m usthavetheproperty that
R
dy1dz1K (y1;z1;x? )doesnotdivergewith the

spatialvolum e.Onem ightthink thatifK (y1;z1;x? )fallso�su�ciently fast

with jy1� z1j,theproblem can beam eliorated.Rapid fall-o�ofK ,however,

isnotenough. Even ifthe fall-o� isexponential,the resultm ay diverge as

(L1)2 where L1 istherangeofx1.M andelstam recognized thattheresidual

gaugeinvariance,rem aining aftersolving forE1 in (1.1),nam ely

Z

dx
1
D ? � E? 	= 0; (1.3)

m ustalsobesatis�ed bythevacuum .W ithoutboth(1.3)and and su�ciently

rapid decay ofK (x1;y1;x? ),any conjecture for the vacuum m ay have an

unacceptable infrared-divergentenergy,com ing from (1.2). Fortunately,we

�nd thatin ourperturbation schem e,both theunperturbed vacuum energy

and the�rsttwo correctionsin ourweak-coupling expansion obey thelattice

versionsofboth therapid-decay criterion and (1.3).

2 T he lattice gauge H am iltonian

The purpose ofthis section isto establish ourde�nitions and conventions.

It is not an introduction to the Ham iltonian SU(N ) gauge theory. Such

introductionscan be found in the review article by Kogutand in the book

by Creutz[11].

Consideralatticeofsitesx ofsizeL1� L2,with sitesx whosecoordinates

are x1 and x2. W e require thatx1=a and x2=a are integers,where a isthe

latticespacing.Thereare2 spacedirections,labeled j= 1;2.Each link isa

pairx,j,and joinsthe site x to x + ĵa,where ĵ isa unitvectorin the jth

direction.

W e introduce basis vectors or generators t�,� = 1;:::;N 2 � 1,ofthe

Lie algebra ofSU(N ). Som etim eswe use Rom an lettersforthe index,e.g.

we m ay write tb rather than t� (the purpose ofusing di�erent alphabets

is to distinguish between coordinate indices on the SU(N ) m anifold and

tangent-spacevectors).Thegeneratorsarede�ned tobeorthonorm al,sothat

Trt�t� = ���. The structure coe�cients ofthe Lie algebra,f



��
,�;�;
 =

1;:::;N 2� 1,are,asusual,thecom plex num bersde�ned by [t�;t�]= if



��
t
.

Theidentity m atrix willbedenoted by 1l.

The Ham iltonian lattice gauge theory isusually form ulated in tem poral

gaugeA 0 = 0.Thebasicdegreesoffreedom ,beforeany furthergauge�xing,
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are elem entsofthe group SU(N )in the fundam ental(N � N )-dim ensional

m atrixrepresentation Uj(x)2 SU(N )ateach link x,j.In addition,thereare

theN 2 � 1 electric-�eld operatorsateach link lj(x)b,b= 1;:::;N 2� 1.The

electric-�eld operators are self-adjoint by construction. The com m utation

relationson thelatticeare

[lj(x)b;lk(y)c]= i�x y�j k f
d
bc lj(x)d ;

[lj(x)b;Uk(y)]= � �x y�j k tb Uj(x); (2.1)

allotherszero. In the Schr�odinger representation,with the com ponents of

Uj(x)taken to bec-num bers,thelatterof(2.1)becom es

lj(x)bUk(y)= � �x y�j k tb Uj(x);

ThelatticeHam iltonian is

H =
X

x

2X

j= 1

N 2� 1X

b= 1

g2
0

2a
[lj(x)b]

2
�
X

x

1

4g20a
[TrU12(x)+ TrU21(x)]; (2.2)

where

Ujk(x)= Uj(x)Uk(x+ ĵa)Uj(x + k̂a)yUk(x)
y
;

and thebarecoupling constantg0 isdim ensionless.Notethatthecoe�cient

ofthe kinetic term can be written in term softhe continuum coupling con-

stante,nam ely g2
0
=(2a)= e2=2.Itisforthisreason thathadron m assesand

the string tension evaluated in lattice strong-coupling expansions allscale

sensibly with e,in (2+ 1)dim ensions.

W edenotetheadjointrepresentation oftheSU(N )gauge�eld by R :

N 2� 1X

c= 1

R
c

b tc = UtbU
y
:

The m atrix R lies in the group SU(N )/ZN . This is a specialorthogonal

m atrix R TR = 1,detR = 1,and SU(N )/ZN isa subgroup ofSO(N 2 � 1).

Schr�odinger wave functionsare com plex-valued functionsofallthe link

degreesoffreedom Uj(x).Physicalwavefunctions	(fUg)satisfy Gauss’law

(D � l)(x)b 	(fUg)=

2X

j= 1

[D j lj(x)]b 	(fUg)= 0; (2.3)
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where

[D jlj(x)]b = lj(x)b�

N 2� 1X

c= 1

R j(x� k̂a) c
b lj(x� k̂a)c : (2.4)

Som etim esitisusefulto introducecolorchargeoperatorsatlatticesites,

denoted by q(x)b,which satisfy

[q(x)b;q(y)c]= ifabc�xyq(x)a : (2.5)

In thepresenceofcharges,Gauss’slaw becom es

[(D � l)(x)b� q(x)b]	(fUg)= 0: (2.6)

Henceforth, we willdrop the explicit sum m ation sym bolfor repeated

group indicesand adopttheEinstein sum m ation convention.Som etim eswe

om itthe lattice site orlink labels,provided no confusion should be caused

by such om issions.

There isa naturalgeom etric interpretation oftheelectric-�eld operator.

TheM aurer-Cartan vectore a
a ,on them anifold ofSU(N )de�ned by

e
a

� ta = � iU
� 1
@�U ;

isgiven explicitly by

e
a

� = � i

�
1l� eiA � T

A � T

� a

�

;

in canonicalcoordinatesA �,� = 1;:::N 2 � 1,de�ned by U = e� iA � t,and

@� = @=@A �.ThecoordinatesA arerelated to thecontinuum gauge�eld A

by A = aA. The m atrix e isnonsingular(including atA � = 0). One m ay

view e a
a asthe linear m ap from the group m anifold to the tangentspace;

thisis a particularchoice ofthe vielbein,and in thiscase there istorsion.

Theelectric-�eld operatorsaregiven by

la = � i(e� 1) �
a @� :
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3 T he axialgauge on a cylinder

By �xing an axialgauge,wewill�nd thegauge-invariantdegreesoffreedom ,

up to coordinatesingularitiesofm easurezero.Such gauge�xingshavebeen

discussed m any yearsago,both in thecontinuum [12]and on alattice[13],in

thepath-integralapproach togaugetheories.Theadvantageofworkingwith

theHam iltonian instead ofthepath integralisthatunphysicalcom ponents

ofthegauge�eldsm ay bem oreeasily elim inated using Gauss’slaw [14](this

could also bedonein a transferm atrix form alism ).

W e choose space to be a lattice cylinder ofsize L1 � L2,with periodic

boundaryconditionsinthe2-directiononly.Thism eansthatforanyfunction

f(x1;x2)oflatticesitesf(x1;x2+ L2)= f(x1;x2).W etakecom ponentsofx

tohavethevaluesx1 = 0;a;2a;:::;L1,and x2 = 0;a;2a;:::;L2� a.Gauss’s

law isstillgiven by (2.3),provided (2.4)ism odi�ed to

D 1l1(x) = (1� �x1 L1)l1(x)� (1� �x1 0)R 1(x
1
� a;x

2)l1(x
1
� a;x

2);

D 2l2(x) = l2(x)� R2(x
1
;x

2
� a)l2(x

1
;x

2
� a); (3.1)

to takeinto accountpointson theboundary.

W e gauge-�x the links in the 1-direction by U1(x
1;x2) = 1leverywhere

and use(2.3)and (3.1)to write

l1(x
1
;x

2)= �

x1X

y1= 0

(D 2 � l2)(y
1
;x

2): (3.2)

Thereissom enon-Abelian gaugeinvariancerem aining,nam ely that

�(x2)	=

L1

X

x1= 0

(D 2 � l2)(x
1
;x

2)	= 0: (3.3)

W esplittheHam iltonian into two term sH = H 0+ �V ,whereeventually

weset� =
g2
0

2a

H 0 =

L2� aX

x2= 0

(
L1

X

x1= 0

g2
0

2a
[l2(x

1
;x

2)]2

�

L1� aX

x1= 0

1

2g20a
[TrU2(x

1
;x

2)yU2(x
1 + a;x

2)+ c:c:]

)

; (3.4)
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and

V =

L2� aX

x2= 0

L1

X

x1= 0

2

4

x1X

y1= 0

(D 2 � l2)(y
1
;x

2)

3

5

2

: (3.5)

Itwillbe im portantforthe discussion in the nextsection thatthe con-

straint(3.3)allowsusto replace(3.5)by

V = �

L2� aX

x2= 0

L1� aX

x1= 0

2

4

x1X

y1= 0

(D 2 � l2)(y
1
;x

2)

3

5

T "
L1

X

z1= x1+ a

(D 2 � l2)(z
1
;x

2)

#

: (3.6)

W e have assum ed untilnow that no charges are present. Ifa quark is

placed atsiteu,then (2.6)m ay besolved to give

l1(x
1
;x

2)= q(u1;u2)�x1� u1�x2 u2 �

x1X

y1= 0

(D 2 � l2)(y
1
;x

2): (3.7)

Therem aining gaugeinvarianceis

"
L1

X

x1= 0

(D 2 � l2)(x
1
;x

2)� q(u1;u2)�x2 u2

#

	= 0: (3.8)

4 C on�nem ent at leading order

Thesplitting(3.4),(3.5)isnot900 rotation invariant.Nonetheless,ifpertur-

bation theory in V m akessense,thisrotation invariance should be restored

at su�ciently high orders. Notice that H 0 is a set ofdecoupled (1 + 1)-

dim ensionallattice chiralnon-linear sigm a m odels,with globalsym m etry

SU(N )L � SU(N )R ,plus an extra term at the boundary x1 = 0 (this is

a sum ofunitary m atrix-m odelHam iltonians). The on-shellproperties of

these sigm a m odelshave been com pletely determ ined;the Bethe Ansatz[8]

and analyticS-m atrix theory [9]determ inethespectrum in therenorm alized

continuum lim it.

Letusbrie
ydescribetheparticlesofthechiralSU(N )L� SU(N )R m odel.

Therearefundam entalparticleswith m assm 1 transform ing asthefully an-

tisym m etric tensorrepresentation ofSU(N )L � SU(N )R . The particlesare

7



labeled by a quantum num bern = 1;:::N � 1. The particle with n > 1 is

a bound state ofn fundam entalparticles. W e m ay regard the bound state

ofn particlesasa bound stateofN � n antiparticles.Thereisno singletin

theone-particlespectrum (which would correspond ton = N ).Theparticles

havem asses

m n = m 1

jsin n�

N
j

sin �

N

;n = 1;:::;N � 1;

wherethem assgap m 1 isoftheform

m 1 =
C

a

�

g
K 2

0 e
�

K 1

g2
0 + � � �

�

=
C

a

�

(e2a)
K 2

2 exp�
K 1

e2a
+ � � �

�

; (4.1)

whereC isa non-universalconstant,K 1 = � 1 and K2 = 4� aredeterm ined

from theone-and two-loop coe�cientsofthechiral-m odelbetafunction [15],

respectively,and thecorrectionsarenon-universal.

Suppose thatthere areno chargespresent. The rem aining gauge invari-

ance (3.3)m eansthatwe im pose on the states	 ofthe chiralm odelatx 2

theconstraints

L1

X

x1= 0

R 2(x
1
;x

2
� a)l2(x

1
;x

2
� a)	=

L1

X

x1= 0

l2(x
1
;x

2)	: (4.2)

Them eaningof(4.2)isthatifthestateofthechiralm odelatsom eparticular

x2 transform sasa vectorwith som e setofweightsunderSU(N )L,then the

stateofthechiralm odelatx2 + a transform sthesam eway underSU(N )R .

For the ground state 	
(0)

0 ,which is a product ofchiralm odelground

states,each side of(4.2)isautom atically zero;forthe Hohenberg-M erm in-

W agner theorem guarantees that it is a singlet under both the left global

SU(N )L and undertherightglobalSU(N )R invariances.

The leading-orderHam iltonian describesa theory which con�nesfunda-

m entalchargesseparated in the2-direction.W ewillshow thatthisistrueby

two di�erentlinesofreasoning.The�rstproofism orein linewith theway

peopleusually think aboutphenom ena in gaugetheories.The second proof

is a direct utilization ofthe concepts we have used in the previous section

and thisone.

Here isthe �rstproof: suppose thata quark isplaced atu1;u2 and an

anti-quark atu1;y2 � u2.Gauge-invariantstatesareoftheform

jC >= A(u1;y2)y
Y

link2C

U(link)B (u1;u2)y j0> ; (4.3)
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forsom epath C oflinksjoingthequarktotheanti-quark,whosecreation op-

eratorsareA y andB y,respectively.Thelowest-energystateinthepresenceof

thesourcesisasuperposition ofsuch states.TheHohenberg-M erm in-W agner

theorem statesthatfora Ham iltonian with a globalcontinuous sym m etry,

there is no spontaneous sym m etry breaking. In the unperturbed vacuum ,

therefore,< 0jU2j0 >= 0. Thism eansthatthe action ofU2 on the chiral-

sigm a-m odelground state produces a superposition ofexcited states only.

Thustheexpectation valueofH 0 in any state(4.3)m ustbebounded below

by thegap tim estheseparation ofthefundam entalcharges,i.e.

< CjH 0jC > �
m 1

a
jy

2
� u

2
j; (4.4)

which m eansthatthere iscon�nem entoffundam entalcharges,with string

tension m 1=a. W e callthis phenom enon \verticalcon�nem ent", because

con�nem entoccursin the2-direction.

Now forthesecond proof:theconstraint(3.8)hastheform

L1

X

x1= 0

R 2(x
1
;x

2
� a)l2(x

1
;x

2
� a)	 � q(u1;u2)�u2 x2	+ q(u 1

;u
2)�u2 y2	

=

L1

X

x1= 0

l2(x
1
;x

2)	: (4.5)

Thistellsusthatifthechiralm odelatu2 � a isin an SU(N )L singletstate

(such asthe vacuum ),then thechiralm odelatu2 cannotbein an SU(N )R
singlet.Thusthechiralm odelatu2 isin an excited state.By continuing to

use(4.5)weconcludethatallthechiralm odelsforx2 satisfyingu2 � x2 � y2

are excited. In this way,we obtain the sam e result for the verticalstring

tension asthatgiven above.

A rectangularW ilson loop ofsizeS1 � S2 is

A(S1 � S2)= TrW (x1;x2;S2)
y
W (x1 + S1;x

2;S2); (4.6)

in ourgauge,where

W (x1;x2;S2)= U2(x
1
;x

2 + S2)� � � U2(x
1
;x

1):

Correlation functionsofU2 decay exponentially.W eexpectthatforlargeS1

< 0j[U2(x
1
;x

2)y] b
a U2(x

1 + S1;x
2) d
c j0> ’ D

bd
acexp(� m1S1) :

9



The W ilson loop expectation value is a product ofS2=a such correlation

functions,and therefore

< 0jA(S1 � S2)j0> ’ exp

�

�
m 1

a
S1S2

�

: (4.7)

Thisisan area law,with thesam estring tension m 1=a found above.

Thereisno \horizontalcon�nem ent" -thatis,thereisno con�nem entin

the1-direction -yet.Horizontalcon�nem entwillonly appearifthepertur-

bation �V = g2
0
V=(2a)istaken into account.Thisisbecause the constraint

consistentwith thepresence ofa quark atx1;x2 and an anti-quark aty1;x2

with y1 � x1 is(3.3),which issatis�ed by the unperturbed vacuum .Thus,

ifV is neglected, there is no force between a quark-anti-quark in the 1-

direction.Theappearanceofhorizontalcon�nem entin perturbation theory

willbedem onstrated in Section 6.

5 W eak-coupling perturbation theory and in-

frared �niteness

IfL1 and L2 are kept �nite,the spectrum ofthe Ham iltonian H 0 + �V is

purely discrete. Letusconsiderthisspectrum to second orderin Rayleigh-

Schr�odingerperturbation theory:

E n = E
(0)

n + �E
(1)

n + �
2
E
(2)

n + � � � ;

where

E
(1)

n =< 	 (0)

n jV j	 (0)

n >; E
(2)

n = �
X

m 6= n

j< 	
(0)
n jV j	

(0)
m > j2

E
(0)

m � E
(0)

n

;:::; (5.1)

and j	
(0)
n > are the eigenvectors ofH 0 with eigenvaluesE

(0)
n . The purpose

ofthis section is to show that the corrections to the vacuum energy E
(1)

0

and E
(2)

0 areproportionalto L1 � L2.Thishappensfortwo reasons:1)the

ground stateofthechiralm odelis\disordered",i.e.two-pointfunctionsfall

o� exponentially,and 2)theunperturbed vacuum isa singlet,sim pli�esthe

form ofV acting on thisvacuum to (3.6).Ourphilosophy iscloseto thatof

M andelstam [10]in thisregard.
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The�rstcorrection to thevacuum energy is

E
(1)

0 = � < 	
(0)

0 jL
2

L1

X

x1= 0

x1X

y1= 0

L1

X

z1= x1+ a

[D 2l2(y
1
;x

2)]T

� D2l2(y
1
;x

2)j	
(0)

0 > :

Correlation functionsofl2 and R 2l2 m ustdecay exponentially with the dis-

tance,and thereforethisquantity willhavetheform

E
(1)

0 ’ � L
2

L1� aX

x1= 0

x1X

y1= 0

L1

X

z1= x1+ a

e
� m 1jy

1� z1j
; (5.2)

The dom inant contribution to this expression com es from y1 � z1. Since

y1 � x1 < z1,E
(1)

0 isproportionalto thevolum eL1L2.

Nextwesketch theproofthatthesecond-ordercorrection to thevacuum

energy also scales linearly with the volum e. Notice that the coe�cient of

each energy denom inatorin thesecond correction (5.1)isnon-positive.Thus

jE
(2)

0
j <

1

m 1

X

m 6= 0

j< 	
(0)

0
jV j	 (0)

m > j
2

=
1

m 1

h

< 	
(0)

0
jV

2
j	

(0)

0
> � (< 	

(0)

0
jV j	

(0)

0
>)2

i

: (5.3)

Theconnected vacuum expectation valueon theright-hand-sideof(5.3)has

thefollowing form :

jE
(2)

0
j <

L2

m 1

L1

X

x1= 0

L1

X

w 1= 0

C(x1;w 1;x2);

where

C(x1;w 1;x2)=
X

r

x1X

y1= 0

L1

X

z1= x1+ a

z1X

u1= 0

L1

X

v1= w 1+ a

h

< 	
(0)

0 j

� D2l2(y
1
;x

2)TD 2l2(z
1
;x

2)

� D2l2(u
1
;x

2 + ra)TD 2l2(v
1
;x

2 + ra)j	
(0)

0 >

� < 	
(0)

0
jD 2l2(y

1
;x

2)TD 2l2(z
1
;x

2)j	
(0)

0
>

� < 	
(0)

0
jD 2l2(u

1
;x

2 + ra)TD 2l2(v
1
;x

2 + ra)j	
(0)

0
>

i

; (5.4)
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and where r = 0;� 1. The chiralm odelis a m assive localquantum �eld

theory,so thatvacuum correlation functionsm ustclusterforthe dom inant

partofthe sum m ationsin (5.4). Therefore thisexpression isapproxim ated

wellby

C(x1;w 1;x2) �
X

r

x1X

y1= 0

L1

X

z1= x1+ a

z1X

u1= 0

L1

X

v1= w 1+ a

h

< 	
(0)

0
jD 2l2(y

1
;x

2)T

� D2l2(u
1
;x

2 + ra)j	
(0)

0 >

� < 	
(0)

0
jD 2l2(z

1
;x

2)TD 2l2(v
1
;x

2 + ra)j	
(0)

0
>

+ < 	
(0)

0
jD 2l2(y

1
;x

2)TD 2l2(v
1
;x

2 + ra)j	
(0)

0
>

� < 	
(0)

0 jD 2l2(z
1
;x

2)TD 2l2(u
1
;x

2 + ra)j	
(0)

0 >

i

: (5.5)

By using (3.3)wecan writeeach term of(5.5)assom ething which vanishes

exponentially away from x1 = w 2. Forexam ple,considerthe �rstfactorof

the�rstterm :

FirstFactor=

x1X

y1= 0

z1X

u1= 0

< 	
(0)

0 jD 2l2(y
1
;x

2)TD 2l2(u
1
;x

2 + ra)j	
(0)

0 > :(5.6)

Ifx1 � z1,wem ay writethisas

F:F:= �

x1X

y1= 0

L1

X

u1= z1+ a

< 	
(0)

0
jD 2l2(y

1
;x

2)TD 2l2(u
1
;x

2 + ra)j	
(0)

0
>; (5.7)

and we see thatthisexpression is�nite asL1 ! 1 . On the otherhand,if

x1 � z1,werewrite(5.6)as

F:F:= �

L1

X

y1= x1+ a

z1X

u1= 0

< 	
(0)

0
jD 2l2(y

1
;x

2)TD 2l2(u
1
;x

2 + ra)j	
(0)

0
>; (5.8)

and reach the sam e conclusion. Since each factorofeach term behavesthis

way,wecan concludethatthesecond-ordercorrection to thevacuum energy

can increaseatm ostlinearly with L1.

Infrared �nitenessofthevacuum energy to �rstand second orderin per-

turbation theory inspires con�dence thatitshould hold to allorders. The
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m ain com plication beyond the second orderisthe lack ofnon-positivity or

non-negativity ofproductsofm atrix elem ents. W e believe thatcarefulap-

plication ofthe linked-cluster expansion,assum ing clustering in the chiral

sigm a m odel,can providea proofto allorders.

6 H orizontalcon�nem ent

In Section 4weshowed thatquarksarecon�ned vertically,in the2-direction,

but not horizontally, in the 1-direction,at the zeroth order ofthe weak-

coupling expansion.To see whathappensbeyond thisorder,itisnecessary

to exam ine the quark-anti-quark potentialin perturbation theory. This is

very straightforward to do.

Ifa quark islocated atu1;u2,and an anti-quark islocated atv1;u2 with

v1 > u1,theelectric-�eld operatorin the1-direction isgiven by

l1(x
1
;x

2)= q(u1;u2)�x1� u1�x2 u2 � q(v1;u2)�x1� v1�x2 u2

�

x1X

y1= 0

(D 2 � l2)(y
1
;x

2): (6.1)

The constraint(3.3)isunm odi�ed.Thus,the unperturbed statesand ener-

giesareuna�ected bythesetwocharges,asweclaim ed inSection 4.However,

to�rstorderin perturbation theory,thereisanew contribution toE
(1)

0 equal

to

�E
(1)

0
= �CN jv

1
� u

1
j; (6.2)

where CN is the sm allest eigenvalue ofthe Casim ir ofSU(N ),q2 = CN 1l,

by (2.5). Thus,to �rst order in perturbation theory,the horizontalstring

tension is �

a
CN . W hatisespecially rem arkable aboutthisresultisthatwe

can seeclearly an electricstring form ing along theshortestpath connecting

thetwo quarks.

W hat is happening physically is that the vacuum rem ains undisturbed

by the charges and prevents the penetration ofelectric 
ux. To this low

order ofperturbation theory,we have a cost ofat least m 1 to excite the

chiralm odelatx2 and x2 � a. Thus there isa string tension equalto the

(1+ 1)-dim ensionalstring tension through an electric M eissner e�ect. W e

do nothave to appealto the condensation ofsom e kind ofm agnetic charge

13



to m ake this interpretation. At higher orders ofperturbation theory,the

string ofelectric
ux can presum ably 
uctuate;thesecorrectionsareneeded

to reliably set� =
g2
0

2a
.

7 C onclusions

In this paper,we have shown that lattice gauge theories in two space and

one tim e dim ension con�ne charges,through an anisotropic weak-coupling

expansion.Though wecannotexactly evaluatetheterm sin thisexpansion,

by justusing som e generalknowledge ofthe chiralnonlinearsigm a m odels,

wecan m akeprecisestatem entsabouttheseterm s.

The astute readerm ay wonderifthe m ethodsdeveloped here can work

for the oldest known exam ple ofnon-trivialcon�nem ent: lattice com pact

(QED)2+ 1 [1].Theansweristhatthey do not.In thisAbelian gaugetheory,

wewould expand aboutthestatesoftheU(1)nonlinearsigm a m odel.This

m odelhasam asslessphaseatweak coupling,sowewould notobtain vertical

con�nem ent and area-law behavior ofthe space-like W ilson loop. In fact,

our perturbation m ethod m akes no sense at allforlattice (QED)2+ 1. The

reason isthatcorrelationsoftheoperatorl(x1;x2)� l(x1;x2� a)(theadjoint-

representation covariantderivative issim ply theordinary latticederivative)

do not fallo� su�ciently fast to m ake
P

l2
1
directly proportionalto the

volum e. The infrared divergence in the vacuum energy,which concerned

us so m uch,really happens in the Abelian theory. This divergence is not

real,butisan artifactofourm ethods.Ourweak-coupling expansion seem s

peculiarly suited to non-Abelian theoriesin thisregard.

W ehaveassum ed thatam assgapexistsin the(1+ 1)-dim ensionalSU(N )

chiralm odel.Atstrongcoupling,thiscan beproved rigorously with acluster

expansion,in the Euclidean lattice form ulation. Perhaps a fully rigorous

proofcan bem adeofcon�nem entwith g0 large,but� sm all.

Ofthe questions raised by our analysis we think that six stand out as

im portant.W esuspect,however,thatonly the�rst,second and possibly the

third can beanswered in thenearfuture.

The�rstand probably easiestim portantquestion iswhethertheinfrared

�nitenessofourperturbation seriesexistsbeyond thesecond order.W ehope

tobeabletosettlethisissuesoon.Ifsettled a�rm atively,theseriesprobably

doesnotconverge,butm ay beBorelsum m able.

The second question is whether adjointm atteriscon�ned for�nite N .

14



This is certainly happening at �rst order in the horizontaldirection. W e

believethatthisproperty willdisappearathigherorders.

The third question israised by the factthatourm assscalesare setby

(4.1),with oneexception (thehorizontalstring tension).Allthesequantities

arenon-zero forany positivevalueofa.W ebelieve,however,thatweshould

stillhaveam assgap and gap con�nem entasa ! 0,provided thecontinuum

couplingconstantg0=(
p
a)iskept�xed.Ourverticalstringtension,found in

Section 4 istoosm all,and ourhorizontalstring tension found in Section 6 is

known only forsm all�.Thesenum bersshould both beproportionaltog2
0
=a,

thesquareofthecontinuum couplingconstant.Perhapsthisdi�culty can be

rem oved by resum m ation oftheperturbation seriesorby a renorm alization-

group argum ent.

The fourth question is whether we can do a better job ofcalculating

energiesand states.Perhapswecould accom plish this,ifBethe’sAnsatzfor

the chiralm odelcould be carried out in a form alism where both the left-

and right-handed SU(N ) sym m etries are m anifest in the Ham iltonian. In

the work ofPolyakov and W iegm ann [8]only one ofthese ism anifest;the

otherappearsin theS-m atrix,butitsinterpretation isobscure.Ifa version

ofBethe’sAnsatzwith both sym m etriesm anifestcan befound,thereisthe

possibility ofabetterunderstanding ofthe(2+ 1)-dim ensionalgaugetheory.

Onecould usewhateverregularization ism ostexpedientfordiagonalisingthe

Ham iltonian,instead ofthelattice.Itm aybealongtim ebeforethisquestion

can be seriously addressed (perhapsnever). W e believe a m ore likely path

to successisto expand som eversion oftheaxial-gaugeHam iltonian abouta

system of(1+ 1)-dim ensional�eld theoriesotherthan chiralsigm am odels.It

would bea strokeofgood luck,to havean expansion aboutexactly solvable

�eld theorieswherethesym m etriesareeasy to understand.

The�fth question iswhetherourresultscan beunderstood in thecontext

ofcondensation ofm agnetic charge. Ifa picture ofcondensing com posite

operatorscould work in the (1+ 1)-dim ensionalchiralm odels (no one has

succeeded in showing this),then operatorsde�ned on setsofpointsofone

dim ension highershould beim portantforcon�nem entin (2+ 1)dim ensions.

The last and m ost im portant question is whether (QCD)3+ 1 could be

studied by our m ethods. This is, we hope to no one’s surprise, a m uch

harderproblem .A latticegaugetheory in (2+ 1)dim ensionsisparticularly

am enable to the m ethods discussed here,because ifthe square ofelectric

�eld in the 1-direction is dropped from the Ham iltonian,it easily breaks

apart into (1 + 1)-dim ensionalHam iltonians we know a lot about. This
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doesnothappen in 3+ 1 dim ensions.TheHam iltonian breaksinto (2+ 1)-

dim ensionalHam iltonianswith both gauge �eldsand m atterin the adjoint

representation. These m odels are probably not even renorm alizable, but

seem worthy ofinvestigation.
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