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A bstract

W e consider a 2+ 1)-dim ensional SU (N ) lattice gauge theory In an axial
gauge w ith the link eld U; set equal to one. The term In the Ham ilto-
nian containing the square ofthe electric eld in the 1-direction is non-docal
D espite this non-locality, we show that weak-coupling perturbation theory
In this temm gives a nite vacuum -energy density to second order, and sug—
gest that this property holds to all orders. Heavy quarks are con ned, the
soectrum is gapped, and the space-lke W ilson loop has area decay.
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1 Introduction

The central problem of QCD is con nem ent. It is not enough to prove that
Jattice gauge theories have a con ning phase —which is evident from strong—
coupling expansions. It is necessary to see that the oolor is con ned at
arbirarily weak lattice coupling.

W e nd here that @+ 1)-din ensional lattice gauge theordes con ne for
any din ensionless bare coupling. The technique used is a weak-coupling
expansion In an anisotropic lattice gauge theory In an axialgauge. T hisisnot
the standard expansion utilizing Feynm an diagram s. Though the coupling
constant ofa 2+ 1)-din ensional gauge theory isnot in nitely renom alized
In @+ 1) dimn ensions, the din ensionless bare coupling on the lattice must
vanish in the continuum Im it. This iswhy a weak-coupling analysis isusefi1],
even forthiscase. The dependence we nd ofthe string tension and them ass
gap on the coupling constant does not agree w th conventional w isdom —our
results forthese physical quantities don 't behave as anticipated, asthe lattice
soacing is taken to zero —but they are not zero.

The rst analytic dem onstration of con nem ent ofheavy sources in 2 +
1)-din ensional gauge theories was given by Polyakov for lattice com pact
QED [L], and later for the G eorgiG lashow model P]. The latter m odel is
Interesting in that ocolor charges disappear com pletely from the spectrum .
This is, however, di erent from the sort of con nem ent we expect forQCD,
In that m atter elds ply an im portant role. Feynm an argued that 2+ 1)—
din ensional QCD is con ning B]. Unfrtunately, the orbit-space distance
estin ates In Feynm an’s paper are Incorrect. Nonetheless, his basic clain ,
that the diam eter of gauge-orbi space of 2+ 1)-dim ensional SU N ) Yang-
M illstheory foram allm agnetic energy is nite, appearsto be correct f]. New
nonperturbative m ethods which do not require a lattice have been derived
by K arabali, K in and N air [3] (one of their form ulations of the H am iltonian
hasbeen obtained a di erent way In reference g]) .

T here is one special set of assum ptions we use to derive our resuls; the
(1+ 1)-din ensionalnon-A belian nonlnear sigm a m odels (w ithout topological
term s) have a m ass gap, exponentially decaying correlation functions, and
their vacuum expectation values of local operators exhibit clustering 7], 8],
1. Though no rigorous proof of these properties exists, we think that the
evidence in their favor is overw heln ing.

O ur basic strategy is to w rite the lattice version of the Ham iltonian as



the sum oftwo temn s, nam ely
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where E; are the com ponents of the elctric eld conjigate to the gauge
ed Ay, Es&);Ax ()] = i) °&® y) and B = iR B0, Ry] is
the single space com ponent of the m agnetic eld. W e then pick the gauge
A; = 0. W hen this is done on the Jattice, H, is a set of decoupled chi-
ralSU (N ) SU (N ) nonlinear sigm a m odels for which the S-m atrix and the
goectrum are known. The quantity V is non-local, but we show that per-
turbation theory in this temm is sensible to second order. The vacuum state
In this perturbation series con nes findam ental color charges. O ur splitting
ofthe H am iltonian is not explicitly rotationally invariant, but if the m ethod
works to all orders of perturbation theory, rotational nvariance should be
restored.
Let us review axial gauges In the continuum . If the SU (N )-Liealgebra—
valied gauge eld A, is set to zero, then G auss’s law m ay be integrated to
obtain
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where the din ension of space isd  1,¥ = &%;:::;x% 1), and D, arethe

lastd 2 com ponents ofthe covariant derivative n the ad pint representation
D,;:::;D4 1). The term In the Ham itonian
e 2 e
—v = d 'x —TrE; 12)
2 2
m ust have a vacuum expectation valie proportionalto thevoiimeof d 1)-
din ensional space, if the theory is to be sensble. A s discussed by M andel-
stam [10] this m eans that the quantity

K (y';z';x7)= 0¥rD, y;x°) E;x )D, z;x°) E&;x )P



m ust have the property that 5 dy*dz'K (/*;z';x? ) doesnot diverge w ith the
spatialvolum e. O nem ight think that ifK (*;z';x°) allso su ciently fast
with ' 27 theproblm can be am eliorated. Rapid alto ofK , however,
is not enough. Even ifthe falto is exponential, the resul m ay diverge as
@L')? where L! is the range of x! . M andelstam recognized that the residual
gauge invariance, rem aining after solving forE; n {L.1), nam ely
Z
dx'D, £ =0; 13)

m ust also be satis ed by the vacuum . W ithoutboth @3) and and su ciently
rapid decay of K x';y';x?), any confcture or the vacuum may have an
unacceptable infrared-divergent energy, com ing from ({1 '2). Fortunately, we

nd that In our perturbation schem e, both the unperturbed vacuum energy
and the rst two corrections In our weak-coupling expansion cbey the lattice
versions ofboth the rapid-decay criterion and @.3).

2 The lattice gauge H am iltonian

T he purpose of this section is to establish our de nitions and conventions.
Tt is not an introduction to the Ham iltonian SU (N ) gauge theory. Such
Introductions can be found In the review artick by K ogut and in the book
by Creutz {I1].

Consider a lattice of sites x of size L' I?, w ith sites x whose coordinates
are x! and x?. W e require that x'=a and x?=a are integers, where a is the
lattice spacing. There are 2 soace directions, labeled j= 1;2.Each link isa
pair x, j, and Pins the site x to x + Ja, where 3 is a unit vector in the ™
direction.

W e Introduce basis vectors or generators t , = 1;:::;;N? 1, of the
Lie algebra of SU N ). Som etin es we use Rom an ltters for the index, eg.
we may wrie g, rather than t (the pupgose of using di erent alphabets
is to distinguish between coordinate indices on the SU N ) m anifold and
tangent-space vectors) . T he generatorsare de ned to be orthonom al, so that
Trtt = . The structure coe cients of the Lie algebra, £ , ; ; =
1;::N 2 1,ars, asusual, the complex numbersde ned by f£;t 1= if t.
T he identity m atrix w illbe denoted by 1L

The Ham iltonian lattice gauge theory is usually form ulated in tem poral
gauge A, = 0. T he basic degrees of freedom , before any further gauge xing,



are elam ents of the group SU N ) in the fundam ental N N )-din ensional
m atrix representation Uy (x) 2 SU (N ) at each Ink x, j. In addition, there are

theN ? 1 electric- eld operators at each link 3 %)y, b= 1;::;N% 1.The
electric- eld operators are sslfadpint by construction. The comm utation

relations on the lattice are

0L &)k @)el= 1.y 5k £2 L &g 7

L ®)piU @)= xy 5xBU3&); @d)

all others zero. In the Schrodinger representation, w ith the com ponents of
U; %) taken to be c-numbers, the latter of 2.1) becom es

LWk )= xy 3x B U3&) ;

T he Jattice H am ilttonian is
X X2 W1 X
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where

Uj &) = Us &)Uy &+ Ja)U5 &+ Ka)'Uy, ®)Y ;

and the bare coupling constant gy is dim ensionless. N ote that the coe cient
of the kinetic term can be written in tem s of the continuum ooupling con—
stant e, nam ely gi=(a) = &’=2. It is for this reason that hadron m asses and
the string tension evaluated In lattice strong-coupling expansions all scale
sensbly with e, In 2+ 1) din ensions.

W e denote the ad pint representation ofthe SU N ) gauge ed by R :

NZ 1
R, .= U{UY :
=1
The matrix R lies n the group SU N )/Zy . This is a gpecial orthogonal
matrix RTR = 1,detR = 1,and SU N )/Zy isa subgroup ofSO N ?  1).
Schrodinger wave flinctions are com plex-valued functions of all the link
degrees of freedom U5 (x) . Physicalwave functions (fU g) satisfy G auss’ law

XZ
O D& (U9 = D;L&®]} (EUg)=20; @23)

=1



where

NZ 1
DLl ®)] =1 &k Ry ka), L& Ka): )

c=1

Som etin es it is usefil to ntroduce color charge operators at lattice sites,
denoted by g )y, which satisfy

h(x)b;q(Y)c]= Jfbac xyq(X)a : (2-5)

In the presence of charges, G auss’s law becom es

[ D& akp] (EUg)=0: @2.6)

Henceforth, we will drop the explicit summ ation symbol for repeated
group Indices and adopt the E Instein sum m ation convention. Som etin eswe
om it the Jattice site or link labels, provided no confusion should be caused
by such om issions.

T here is a natural geom etric Interpretation of the electric— eld operator.
The M aurerC artan vector e, ¢, on them anifold of SU (N ) de ned by

e®,= 1U'QU;
is given explicitly by
n & T e
e®= i ;
A T
in canonical coordinatesA , = 1;:::N? 1,denedbyU = e® Yand

@ = @=@A . The coordhatesA are related to the continuum gauge eld A
by A = aA. Thematrx e isnonsihgular (hcludingatA = 0). Onemay
view e, @ as the lnear map from the group m anifold to the tangent space;
this is a particular choice of the vielbein, and in this case there is torsion.
T he electric— eld operators are given by

L= ieh), @



3 The axial gauge on a cylinder

By xIhgan axialgauge, wew ill nd the gauge-invariant degrees of freedom ,
up to coordinate singularities ofm easure zero. Such gauge xings have been
discussed m any years ago, both In the continuum [12]and on a lattice 13], n
the path-integral approach to gauge theories. T he advantage ofworking w ith
the Ham iltonian Instead of the path Integral is that unphysical com ponents
ofthe gauge eldsm ay bem ore easily elin inated using G auss’s law [14] (this
could also be done in a transferm atrix form aliam ).

W e choose space to be a lattice cylinder of size L'  I?, wih periodic
boundary conditions in the 2-direction only. T hism eansthat forany function
f (x1;x?) of lattice sites £ (x!;x? + L?) = f (x';x%).W e take com ponents of x
to have the values x* = 0;a;2a;:::;LY, and x?> = 0;a;2a;:::;1L° a.Gauss's

law is stillgiven by €3), provided £4) ismodi ed to

0 wp)h® (@ woR:& a3 a;¥f);
L®) R,x;x* alx;x* a); @a)

D} x)
D,k x)

to take Into account points on the boundary.
W e gauge- x the links in the 1-direction by U; (x';x?) = 1l everywhere
and use 2.3) and 3.1) to write

1

*
L (%) = D, L)Ly ix%) : 32)

y'=0

T here is som e non-A belian gauge Invariance ram aining, nam ely that
)é‘l
%) = O, Llx';x’) =0: (33)
x1=0

W e solit the Ham iltonian ntotwotetm sH = Hy+ V , where eventually

g2
wesst = 2
2a

K a ( % &
H, = ok & x)F
x2=0 x!=0 )
R a 1
TrU, &' ;x*)YU, ® + a;x°) + cc:]  ; 34)
o 29%a



and
2 3,
B oag' x
= 4 D, Llghx)d (3.5)

x2=0x1=0 vy!=0

\Y

Tt willbe In portant for the discussion In the next section that the con-
straint 3.3) allows us to replace 3.5) by
2 3w 4
X aX a x %
v = 4 D, )3 O, 1% : 6

x2=0x1=0 y!'=0 zl=xl+a

W e have assum ed until now that no charges are present. If a quark is
placed at site u, then £.6) m ay be solved to give

X
L 6<x?) = qutiu?) g ow g D, Ll ix®) : 3.7)
y'=0
T he ram aininhg gauge nvariance is
A1 ) #
)3
D, Ll&Y;x*) q@;u’) w2pr =0: 338)

x1=0

4 Con nem ent at leading order

The splitting 3.4), 3.5) isnot 90° rotation invariant. N onetheless, ifpertur-
bation theory In V m akes sense, this rotation invariance should be restored
at su ciently high orders. Notice that H o is a set of decoupled (1 + 1)—
din ensional lattice chiral non-lnear sigm a m odels, w ith global symm etry
SU (N )g, SU N %, plus an extra tem at the boundary x' = 0 (this is
a sum of unitary m atrix-m odel Ham iltonians). The on-shell properties of
these sigm a m odels have been com pletely determ ined; the Bethe Ansatz {§]
and analytic S-m atrix theory []detem e the spectrum in the renom alized
continuum lin it.

Letusbrie y describe the particlesofthe chiralSU N );  SU (N }x m odel.
T here are fundam ental particles w ith m assm ; transform ing as the fully an-
tisym m etric tensor representation of SU N )y, SU N % . The partickes are



labeled by a quantum numbern = 1;:::N 1. Theparticewihn > 1 is
a bound state of n fundam ental particles. W e m ay regard the bound state
ofn particles as a bound state ofN n antiparticles. There is no singkt n
the oneparticle spectrum (Which would correspond ton = N ). T he particles
have m asses

where them ass gap m ; is of the form

C K, 3 C 2_\X2 K
m;=— gy’e % + = — (a2 xp — + ; 4.1
a a a
where C is a non-universal constant, K ; = land K, = 4 are determ ined

from the one-and two-Joop coe cients ofthe chiralm odelbeta finction [5],
resoectively, and the corrections are non-universal

Suppose that there are no charges present. T he ram aining gauge invari—
ance 33) means that we inpose on the states of the chiralm odel at x *
the constraints

® ):
R, ix"  a)lhx® a) =  L&;ix) : 42)
x1=0 x1=0

Them eaning of @ J) isthat ifthe state ofthe chiralm odelat som e particular
x? transfom s as a vector w ith som e set of weights under SU (N );,, then the
state of the chiralm odel at x? + a transfom s the sam e way under SU (N )g .

For the ground state éo), which is a product of chiral m odel ground
states, each side of @J) is autom atically zero; for the H ohenberg-M em in—
W agner theoram guarantees that it is a singlet under both the left global
SU (N ), and under the right global SU (N )z invarances.

T he lrading-order H am iltonian describes a theory which con nes funda-
m ental charges separated in the 2-direction. W ew ill show that this istrue by
two di erent lines of reasoning. The rst proof ism ore In line w ith the way
people usually think about phenom ena in gauge theordies. T he second proof
is a direct utilization of the concepts we have used in the previous section
and this one.

Here is the rst proof: suppose that a quark is placed at u';u? and an
antiquark at ul;y* u?. G auge-nvariant states are of the form

Y
£ >=a @y U (link) B @';u®)Y P> ; 423)
1ink2 C



forsom epath C oflinks ping the quark to the antiquark, whose creation op—
eratorsareAY and B Y, respectively. T he low est-energy state in the presence of
the sources isa superposition ofsuch states. T he H chenberg-M em In-W agner
theorem states that for a Ham iltonian with a global continuous sym m etry,
there is no spontaneous symm etry breaking. In the unperturbed vacuum ,
therefore, < 0, P >= 0. Thismeans that the action of U, on the chira}
sigm a-m odel ground state produces a superposition of excited states only.
T hus the expectation value ofH ; In any state {4 .3) must be bounded below

by the gap tin es the separation of the fiindam ental charges, ie.

<CHoE > mfaljf #4; @ .4)

which m eans that there is con nem ent of fuindam ental charges, w ith string
tension m ;=a. W e call this phenom enon \vertical con nem ent", because
con nem ent occurs in the 2-direction.

Now for the second proof: the constraint (3.8) has the form

)é‘l
R, x'x*  alx'x’  a) Al ju?) w2 + gl iu’) ey
x1=0
}{"1
= Lx) 4.5)
x1=0
T his tells us that if the chiralm odelat u?> a isin an SU (N } sihglet state
(such as the vacuum ), then the chiralm odel at u? cannot be in an SU N )y
singlet. T hus the chiralm odelat u? is in an excited state. By continuing to
use @.5) we conclude that allthe chiralm odels forx? satisfyingu? ¥ v
are excited. In this way, we obtain the sam e result for the vertical string
tension as that given above.
A rectangularW ilson loop of size S; S is

A1 $)=TrW &;x%S)M &+ 51;x%;S,) ; (4.6)
in our gauge, w here
W (x';x%;S,) = Uy (;x° + Sp) o &KUGx')
C orrelation functions ofU, decay exponentially. W e expect that for large S;

< 03U, &P LU, &P+ S15%8), D> 7 DPexp ( mySy)



The W ilson loop expectation value is a product of S,=a such correlation
finctions, and therefore

<ORG S$)P>’ exp %slsz : @)

This isan area law, w ith the sam e string tension m ;=a found above.

T here isno \horizontal con nem ent" —that is, there isno con nem ent in
the 1-direction —yet. Horizontal con nem ent w ill only appear if the pertur-
bation V = giV=(a) is taken Into account. T his is because the constraint
consistent w ith the presence of a quark at x';x? and an antiquark at y';x?
wihy'  x' is 83), which is satis ed by the unperturbed vacuum . T hus,
if V is neglected, there is no force between a quark-antiquark in the 1-
direction. T he appearance of horizontal con nem ent in perturbation theory
w ill be dem onstrated in Section 6.

5 W eak-coupling perturbation theory and in-
frared niteness

IfL! and L? are kept nite, the spectrum of the Ham iltonian H, + V is
purely discrete. Let us consider this spectrum to second order in R aylkigh—
Schrodinger perturbation theory:

E,=EQ+ EM+ D+ ;
where

X . ©) 5, + (0) ;

< a7 ¥VInm > f
r(lo) >; Erfz) = 0) 0) HESEH Ga)
mén En En

1 0 .
5P -< O3

n

and j P> are the eigenvectors of H ; w ith eigenvalues E.. The purpose

of this section is to show that the corrections to the vacuum energy Eo(l)

and E 0(2) are proportionalto L' I?. This happens for two reasons: 1) the
ground state ofthe chiralm odel is \disordered", ie. two-point fiinctions &1l
o exponentially, and 2) the unperturbed vacuum is a singlkt, sin pli es the
form of V acting on this vacuum to (3.6). O ur philosophy is close to that of
M andelstam [10] In this regard.
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The st correction to the vacuum energy is
1 1 1
@ _ © 2XJ X x 1.,2\ T
Eo - < 0 DZJZ (y X )]
xl=0yl=0zl=xl+a
D,k %) 5 >
Correlation functions of L and R,L must decay exponentially with the dis-
tance, and therefore this quantity w ill have the fom
K oax' #'
Eo(l) ’ 12 e m1 it zlj; G2)

xl1=0yl=0zl=x'+a

The dom inant contribution to this expression comes from y* Z. Since
y' %< z5,E’ isproportional to the volum e L'L2.

N ext we sketch the proofthat the sscond-order correction to the vacuum
energy also scales lnearly wih the volum e. Notice that the coe cient of
each energy denom inator in the second correction 6.1) isnon-positive. T hus

@) . IR © 1, = (©)
£o 3 < —  3< o ¥VIP>F
m g
m6€0
1P ©) ©) o2
= — < 0¥ 30> K o¥IP > 63
1

T he connected vacuum expectation value on the right-hand-side of .3) has
the follow ing fom :

@) 2 ¥ % 1..1..2
Eo'J < — C & ;w ;x%);

1
xl=0wl=0

where

C &x'whix®) = < 7
r yl=0zl=x'+aul=0vi=wl+a
D;L v ix°) DLk %)
D% ('jx’ + @)D L (v ix" + @) o >
< Op,p A DL E DT Y 5
©)

< Ippebhik®+t @)Dy my > 64)

>
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and where r = 0; 1. The chiralmodel is a m assive local quantum eld
theory, so that vacuum ocorrelation fiinctions must clister for the dom nant
part of the summ ations in 64). T herefore this expression is approxin ated
well by

C &' wix’) < OPLLhiEd)”

r yl=0zl=x'+aul=0vi=wl+a

DL w'ix*+ m)j 4 >

< P @) DL K+ m)] ) >
0 Pk i) DK+ @) g >
< Op,pEi) DreE ) P> 2 65)

+ <

By using @.3) we can write each term of $.5) as som ething which vanishes
exponentially away from x! = w?. For exam ple, consider the st factor of

the st tem :

1 1

X%
F irst Factor = < 9@t TpLp b+ @)y > 56
yl=0ul=0

Ifx! Z,wemay wrie thisas

xR

FE: < OP,p ) DAY @) > 6)

y'=0ul=zl+a

and we see that this expression is nite asL! ! 1 . On the other hand, if
xt!' Z,werewrte (5.8) as
1 1
— x X ©) 1,,23\T 1,2 . (0)
F¥:= < o Pk ix) Dhix T+ @I >; 68)

yl=xl+aul=0

and reach the sam e conclusion. Since each factor of each tem behaves this
way, we can conclude that the second-order correction to the vacuum energy
can increase at m ost linearly with L*.

Infrared niteness of the vacuum energy to rst and second order In per-
turbation theory ngoires con dence that it should hold to all orders. The

12



m ain com plication beyond the second order is the lack of non-positivity or
non-negativity of products of m atrix elem ents. W e believe that careful ap-
plication of the linked-cluster expansion, assum ing clustering in the chiral
sigm a m odel, can provide a proofto all orders.

6 H orizontalcon nem ent

In Section 4 we showed that quarks are con ned vertically, in the 2-direction,
but not horizontally, in the 1-direction, at the zeroth order of the weak-
coupling expansion. To see what happens beyond this order, it is necessary
to exam ine the quark-antiquark potential In perturbation theory. This is
very straightforward to do.

Ifa quark is Jocated at u';u?, and an antiquark is Jocated at v*;u? with
vt > u?, the electric- eld operator in the 1-direction is given by

ll(Xl;Xz) = q(ul;uz) x! ul x2u? q(\};uz) x! vl x2u2
%1
Oz 2l'ix°) : (6.1)
y'=0

The constraint @.3) is unm odi ed. T hus, the unperturbed states and ener-
giesareuna ected by these two charges, aswe clain ed in Section 4. H ow ever,
to rst order In perturbation theory, there isa new contribution to E O(l) equal
to

E = cyy  di; 62)

where Cy is the sm allest eigenvalue of the Casinir of SU N ), o = Cy 1,
by ©£5). Thus, to rst order in perturbation theory, the horizontal string
tension is -Cy . W hat is especially rem arkabl about this result is that we
can see clearly an electric string fom ing along the shortest path connecting
the two quarks.

W hat is happening physically is that the vacuum rem ains undisturoed
by the charges and prevents the penetration of electric ux. To this low
order of perturbation theory, we have a cost of at least m; to excie the
chiralmodel at x* and x> a. Thus there is a string tension equal to the
(1 + 1)-din ensional string tension through an electric M eissner e ect. W e
do not have to appeal to the condensation of som e kind of m agnetic charge

13



to m ake this interpretation. At higher orders of perturbation theory, the
string of electric ux can presum ably uctuate; these corrections are needed

. _g2
to reliably sst = -

7 Conclusions

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 we cannot exactly evaluate the tem s in this expansion,
by just using som e general know ledge of the chiral nonlinear sigm a m odels,
we can m ake precise statam ents about these temm s.

T he astute reader m ay wonder if the m ethods developed here can work
for the oldest known exam plk of non-trivial con nem ent: lattice com pact
QED )+ 1 [L]. The answer is that they do not. In this Abelian gauge theory,
we would expand about the states of the U (1) nonlinear sigm a m odel. This
m odelhasam asskess phase at weak coupling, so we would not obtain vertical
con nem ent and area-law behavior of the spacelke W ilson loop. In fact,
our perturbation m ethod m akes no sense at all for lJattice QED )o. 1. The
reason is that correlations ofthe operator 1(x*;x?) 1;x* a) (theadpint-
representation covariant derivative is sin }i;y the ordinary lattice derivative)
do not 2all o su ciently fast to m ake J§ directly proportional to the
volum e. The infrared divergence In the vacuum energy, which concemed
us so much, really happens in the Abelian theory. This divergence is not
real, but is an artifact of ourm ethods. O ur weak-coupling expansion seem s
peculiarly suited to non-Abelian theories in this regard.

W e have assum ed that am assgap exists in the (1+ 1)-din ensionalSU (N )
chiralm odel. At strong coupling, this can be proved rigorously w ith a clister
expansion, In the Euclidean lttice formulation. Perhaps a fully rigorous
proofcan bem ade of con nem ent w ith gy large, but anall

O f the questions raised by our analysis we think that six stand out as
In portant. W e suspect, however, that only the rst, sescond and possibly the
third can be answered In the near future.

The rstand probably easiest in portant question isw hether the infrared

nieness of our perturbation series exists beyond the second order. W e hope
to be able to settle this issue soon . Ifsettled a m atively, the series probably
does not converge, but m ay be Borel summ able.

The second question is whether ad pint m atter is con ned for nie N .
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This is certainly happening at st order in the horizontal direction. W e
believe that this property w ill disappear at higher orders.

The third question is raised by the fact that our m ass scales are set by
{43), w ith one exception (the horizontal string tension) . A 1l these quantities
are non—zero for any positive value ofa. W e believe, how ever, that we should
stillhave am assgap and gap con nement asa ! 0, provided the continuum
coupling constant g,= (p a) iskept xed. Ourvertical string tension, ound in
Section 4 is too an all, and our horizontal string tension found in Section 6 is
known only foram all . These numbers should both be proportionalto g§=a,
the square of the continuum coupling constant. Perhapsthisdi culty can be
rem oved by resum m ation of the perturbation series or by a renom alization—
group argum ent.

The fourth question is whether we can do a better Pb of calculating
energies and states. Perhaps we could acoom plish this, if Bethe's Ansatz for
the chiral m odel could be carried out In a form alisn where both the left-
and right-handed SU N ) symm etries are m anifest In the Ham iltonian. Tn
the work of Polyakov and W jegm ann ] only one of these is m anifest; the
other appears in the S-m atrix, but is Interpretation is cbscure. If a version
of Bethe’s Ansatz w ith both sym m etrdes m anifest can be found, there is the
possbility of a better understanding ofthe 2+ 1)-din ensional gauge theory.
O ne could use w hatever reqularization ism ost expedient for diagonalising the
H am iltonian, instead ofthe Jattice. It m ay be a Jong tim e before this question
can be seriously addressed (perhaps never). W e believe a m ore lkely path
to success is to expand som e version of the axialgauge H am iltonian about a
system of (1+ 1)-din ensional eld theories otherthan chiralsigm am odels. Tt
would be a stroke of good luck, to have an expansion about exactly solvable

eld theordes where the sym m etries are easy to understand.

The fth question iswhether our results can be understood In the context
of condensation of m agnetic charge. If a picture of condensing com posite
operators could work in the (1 + 1)-din ensional chiralm odels (no one has
succeeded In show Ing this), then operators de ned on sets of points of one
din ension higher should be in portant forcon nement n 2+ 1) din ensions.

The last and m ost In portant question is whether QCD )3; 1 could be
studied by our methods. This is, we hope to no one's surprise, a much
harder problem . A Jattice gauge theory n 2+ 1) din ensions is particularly
am enable to the m ethods discussed here, because if the square of elctric

eld in the ldirection is dropped from the Ham iltonian, it easily breaks
apart nto (1 + 1)-din ensional Ham iltonians we know a lot about. This
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does not happen in 3+ 1 din ensions. The Ham ittonian breaks nto 2+ 1)-
din ensional H am iltonians w ith both gauge elds and m atter in the adpint
representation. These m odels are probably not even renom alizable, but
seem worthy of Investigation.
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