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1. Introduction

In the Euclidean version of the 4-din ensional pure Y ang-M ills theory, w ith the action

Z
S = — d'xtF?; (1)

eld con gurationswhich correspond to nite values ofthe action fall into discrete sectors
characterized by an integer Q , the Pontryagin index. In each sector, the solution to the
eld equation is exactly known and shown to be unique. They are the N —instanton IV )
sohtjonsﬂi{f?;]'-]:, with N = Q. The IN solution is param etrized by (8N  3) independent
degrees of freedom , which we shall denote as ! . One can interpret them as the positions
(4 for each instanton), the sizes (1 each) and the group orientations (or phases, 3 each,
m inus the 3 overall phases which can be undone by the global gauge transformm ations). If
we are Interested In the Q -sector contribution to the path integral,
Z
Zg = DAlexp( SRI; 12)
A 2Q sector
the I will dom inate because it m inim izes the action. Furthem ore, those (8n  3) zero
m odes should be isolated from the other degrees of freedom using the collective coordinate
m ethod, together w ith the 3 global gauge transfom ations. K eeping only the supposedly
dom inant exponenté-:, we have

z
1
Zo o B2 exp( S(1)): 1:3)

The original eld theory problem is thus reduced to that of interacting particles. In this

soeci ¢ case, the action S iswellknown, ie.

S(IN ) = N SI = ——N H (1:4)

'Wew i1 adopt the quatemion notation used in J:ef;_-l:. For a brief introduction, see A ppendix

A
2 This is a very crude approxim ation. It gives only part of the leading contribution in the
sam iclassical expansion. T his is adequate for our purpose, however. A general treatm ent for the
com plete leading temm of the sam iclassical approxin ation can be found in our other paperill].
T he explicit calculation for the one-instanton case was rst carried out by "t H ooﬁ:Es] and can be

found in num erous review s.



independent of ! . In other words, it consists purely of instanton \selfaction", and there
is no interaction am ong instantons. A s for the path integral, it now becom es

Z 0

Zo &Pl exp( S7) (1:5)

1
Q!
W e have ignored those sub-dom inant con gurations which are not solutions to the
eld equation. T heir contributions m ay be in portant som etim es and should be included
In our approxin ation. The m ost In portant of these sub-dom Inant con gurations is the
N —nstanton-N -antiinstanton (I¥ I¥ ), with N N = Q . Forwidely separated IN IV , the
Interactions are negligble and we again have

Sy N + N)St: (1:6)
T herefore, 7
X
N N 0 8N +N )
Z —— d ! ex S()): 157
0 N N p( S (1)) 1:7)
N ;N
U sing the identity 7
T 1:8)
= —e :
n 0 2 14
we can further sim plify @.4),
zZ , o X z
e 1 8N +N ) . ,
0 . :
Z N 1:9)
e 8 s
d 2—exp d'! e ' ocos

0

W ehave presented a sim pli ed version ofthe so-called dilute-nstanton-gas calculation.
T here are three possble in provem ents over (1.9). Firstly, one can incorporate the pre-
exponential factor so that the resul becom es the true leading term in the sem iclassical
expansion. This has been done or Q = 1 in ref. Secondly, one m ay want to in prove
1.6) by introducing J'nstanton—antjjnRstanton interactions. This will be the m ain goal of
this paper. Lastly, since the integral d®! contains the integration over the instanton size
, the sam iclassical (sm all g) approxin ation naturally breaks down at the infrared lim it,
as a result of the renom alization group running e ect. This is a comm on problem that
plagues all sem iclassical treatm ents for the 4-dim ensional pure Yang-M ills theory. W e
are unable to provide new Insights into this problem . However, this di culty is a totally
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Separate issue from the dilutegas approxin ation we w ill try to in prove, and should not
Invalidate our treatm ents. If the theory contains a scale cuto as a result of the Higgs
m echanisn or nite tem peratures, the infrared problem is circum vented and ocurmuliple
Instanton-antiinstanton resuls will be valid. For sim plicity, we will avoid for now the
com plexiy Involved in the YangM ills-H iggs system , which w illbe discussed In our future
paperf2], and concentrate on the pure Yang-M ills theory instead.

T here have been som e previous e orts trying to go beyond the dilute-instanton-gas
approxin ation. Callan, D ashen and G rossfd] were the rst to com pute the leading II
Interaction at the large separation (R) lm it. Their resul, however, is not conform ally
Invarant. Tt isalso very di cult to calculate subleading term susing theirm ethod. Superior
in both aspects is the Jaterw ork by Yung[]]. U sing a sphericalansatz, he reduced the Y ang-
M ills action to that ofa quantum m echanicaldoublewell. T his trick enabled hin to w rite
down the IT con guration in the YangM ills theory corresponding to the kink-antikink in
the doublewell system , and the IT interaction to allorders n =R sinply Pllowed. W e
w il review this in portant resul in detail in Section 2.

E legant though Yung’s solution is, it relies heavily on the coincidence which connects
the YangM ills theory w ith the sim pler quantum m echanical system , which in tum re—
lies on the spherical ansatz. T herefore this m ethod obviously cannot be generalized to
anything m ore com plex than II. Em ploying a brand new philosophy, we construct a sys—
tem atic treatm ent that willm ake it possble to nd expressions for IN IV . Tn Section 3,
we ilustrate this m ethod In the simplest case of IT. Surprisingly, Yung’s solution will
be shown to be unsatisfactory. This is an In portant resul because naive application of
Yung’s valley form ula has been heavily used to com pute the high-energy baryon-num ber
violating cross—section iIn the standard m odel. Im provem ent on the understanding of the
valley tra ectory can dispel som e com m on m isconceptions. In Section 4, we generalize our
resul to I?I? and beyond. A though these sam iclassical results do not have direct applica—
tionsin QCD at thism om ent (exocept m aybe for the instanton-liquid hypothesis), they are
nonetheless interesting not only because they provide corrections to the dilute-instanton-
gas approxin ation, but also because they can serve as a prin er for sin ilar treatm ents
for the YangM ills-H iggs system . It has been argued by som e authors[§ 9] that, again, in
the high-energy instanton-induced baryon-num ber violating processes, the m ulti-instanton
e ects becom e In portant long before the one-instanton am plitude has grown large. T heir
analysis relied, however, on a crude nearest neighbor approxin ation, and was questioned
by other authorsfi(,11]. This controversy clearly cannot be settled until we gain better
know ledge of the m ulizinstanton con gurations in the Yang-M ills-H iggs theory, and our
result should be the rst step toward achieving this goal.
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2.Yung’'sValley Solution for II

Before we Introduce Yung’s resul, it is necessary to fam iliarize ourselves w ith the
conform al properties of the Instantons. This is because the 4-dim ensional YangM ills
lagrangian is classically invariant under the confom algroup, which includes the Poincare
group as well as the dilatation and four special confom altransform ations. Together w ith
the global gauge transfom ations, they ensure that all 8 param eters of the one-instanton
solution (I) correspond to zero m odes. O ne can apply this group theory analysis to the
tw o—instanton so]utjon:-; (I?) also, and nd that, of the 16 param eters, all but two have
to be zero m odes due to these sym m etries. A lthough one can show that even these two
potential exosptions tum out to be zero m odes, either by direct com putation orby using a
m uch m ore involved argum ent than we care to reproduce here, it is still interesting to nd
these two m odes explicitly. A fter som e tedious calculation, we nd that they corresoond
to the relative phase and a dim ensionlessparameterz, = R?+ 2+ 2)°=R? 7 %) which
can be Interpreted as the separation between the two instantons.

Since the IT con guration should also be described sim ilarly by 16 param eters, it
is natural to wonder what insight we can get using the group theory argum ent. This
tums out to bem ore di cult than one would in agine because of the uncertainty involved
In reducing a eld con guration with an In nie number of degrees of freedom , to an
unknow n expression param eterized by only 16. W e therefore m ake the assum ption that I
and I can be put together In a m ore or less linear m anner:i;, and nd again that all but
tw o corresoond to zero m odes. T hese two possible non—zero m odes are the relative phase
and the param eter,

z = R’+ 1+ =@ 2): 1)

They are nvariant under all the confom al transform ations. Let us ignore the relative
phase for now, and concentrate on the z direction. A s z Increases from itsm inim alvalue
1 to in nity, we produce an instanton-antiinstanton pair from the trivial vacuum and
pull them farther and farther apart. T herefore, the action should increase from 0 to 2S;
accordingly. T his is exactly what m akes the instanton-antiinstanton pair im portant. The

3 The standard introductory text for the the I" solution is by Atiyah tl_:]. W e discuss som e
interesting properties of I? in one of our earlier papersf_l_g].

% W e are aware that this sounds aw fully vague. W e do not consider it worthw hile to present
this result in detail though, because its im portance hasbeen largely dim inished by the resultswe

shall present later in this paper.



action attensout at large separation, and itse ects would have been badly accounted for
ifwe had naively treated thism ode like any other quantum perturbation. Yung and other
authors call this m ode the valley direction because it corresoonds to a low —lying valley
if one considers the action as a functional in the eld con guration space. W e will also
use the phrase \quasizero m odes" som etim es, partly because they require the collective
coordinate treatm ent, sim ilar to the real zero m odes.

W e are now ready to present Yung’s resul. M aking full use of the conform al sym m e~

tries, we can tranform any given set of IT param eters into one which satis es

R = 0; 1 2=1; 1 21 22)

T his corresponds to an instanton sitting right on top of an antiinstanton of a possibly
di erent size. T herefore, it is naturalto m ake the follow ing spherical ansatz,
AYung = Im —s& 7 2:3)

since both the instanton and the antinstanton can be put in this form . M ore speci cally,

the instanton has to be put in the regular gauge,

reg _
A" = Im 2+ L (24)
2
and the antiinstanton in the singular gauge,
sin %de
AT = I S —— 2:5)
I X2 (X2 + 2)

Our next step is to substitute @.3) nto @.1). Here a m iracle occurs, and we nd

48 2

; (2:6)

where t = Ihx?. As promised earlier, the integral is exactly the action of a quantum
m echanical doublewell. The instanton @.4) gives the kink at

1 1
s; © = 5 1+ tanh §(t+ ) ; 2:7)
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where = In 2, and the antiinstanton @.5) gives the antikink at ,
() ! 1 tanh ! (t ) (2:8)
s = = - : :
I 2 2

Such one-to-one corresoondences are encouraging, and one is naturally tem pted to use the

kink-antikink con guration for II. W e then have

1 1 1
s = — tanh —(+ ) tanh —(t )
2 2 2 29)
B x? x? |
X2+ 2 x2+ 2
Putting thisback nto €.3), we have
rr xdx xdx . .
AYung = Im %2 + % <2 + % ’ (2:10)
2 2
xdx xdx
=A% S5 = Tn 1 2 ; 211
Tung x2®2+ %) x2E2+ %) @d1)
or, after a gauge transform ation,
2
s+ r _ leX xdx . .
AYung = Im %2 (X2 + %) + %2 + 2 : @:12)
N otice that sihoe z = ( %+ §)=2 and 1 2 = 1,Ayung describesthetrivialvacuum forz = 1

(@s can be seen from {2.10)), and an instanton-antiinstanton pair at large separation for

z! 1 (fom @.3)). Thisis just what one would expect from the IT valley. Substituting

2.9) into {2.6), we get the action pro Il ©r Yung’s II valky,

162 § 835 17 36§+12]n2
4\2 443 2
g a 2 a 3

S (AYung) = 2:13)

As explained earlier, Ayung is given only for the instanton-antiinstanton pairs sat—
isfying €.2). The expression for a general instanton-antiinstanton pair w ith arbitrary
RO; 8; 5) is found by conform aktransform ing the corresponding Ayyng with z = ( % +

§)=2 = (R02 + 82 + 82)=(2 8 g) . The action for a general instanton-antiinstanton pair
is therefore identical to that of the corresponding Ay yng, which can be expressed in term s
of z by substituting

5= z+ z2 1 (2:14)



) (2:15)

If this derivation for analytic IT expressions seam s am azingly sim ple, it isbecause we
have not m entioned the caveat yet. A siswellknown, the IT valley, or any quasi-zero m ode

In general, isnot am Inimum ofthe action, or equivalently a solution to the eld equation,

= 0: (2:16)

Instead, it isthem Ininum only under constraints which lim it the degree of freedom along
the valley direction. T herefore, the valley con guration A ;; is a solution to €.16) under
a certain constraint. Yung considered the follow ing constraint to be natural,

Z
Q@A 11

Qz

d'x @ A = 0; @:17)

because the sectors in which the solution A ;; isam Ininum are perpendicular to the valley
direction. O ne therefore has to solve
S (A) / @A II .

A AII @Z

(2:18)

U nbrtunately, the Yung form ©.10) or {2.12) does not satisfy @.18). One is thus forced
to consider constraints which cut out sectors not perpendicular to the valley direction, or
putting it di erently, perpendicular only if one de nes a generalized inner product which
varies w ith z. This is why Yung correctly lim ited the validity of his resul to the leading
order resul in the large z region only. O ther authors have been m ore daringfl3]. They
clain that wih a suitably de ned varying inner product, A yung should be considered a
valid valley tra fctory for allvalues of z. T his tums out not to be true, aswe shall see in

the next section.



3. The Valley M ethod D one R ight

A Tthough the correspondence between the YangM ills instantons and the kinks in
the doublewell potential is an am azing fact, it also prevents us from generalizing Yung’s
m ethod to anything not spherically symm etric. In order to overcom e this di culy, we
have to nd a way to deal with the YangM ills instantons directly. Let us reexam ine
Yung’s derivation for inspiration. N otice that the kink-antikink con guration we used in
©.9) does not satisfy the analog of €.1§) in the doublewell system . Instead, it is sin ply
a linear com bination ofa kink and an antikink. In fact, thisiswhy A y,ng does not satisfy
©.18) and requires a rede nition of the inner product. One m ay wonder if YangM ills
instantons and antiinstantons can be put together linearly w ithout usbothering w ith their
quantum m echanical counterparts.

Such attem pts have been m ade since the early days of instantons. They inevitably
failed because as the instanton-antiinstanton pair gets close to each other, the expression
w il not gradually approach the trivial vacuum , if one insists on having both in the sam e
gauge, w hich m ost ofthe early authorsdid. Ifwe reason carefully, however, we nd no real
reason w hy thishas to be so, other than the fact that it would autom atically guarantee the
Z , spacialre ection sym m etry ofthe lJagrangian. W ew illabandon thisre ection sym m etry
in order to pursue a sin ple expression for the valley con guration. This expression m ust
satisfy all other good properties one would expect from the instanton-antiinstanton pair.
W e now list these criteria,

1) A;; belongs In the Q = 0 sector.

2) A;; haseasily identi able instanton param eters, and covers the entire 16-din ensional
param eter space spanned by all zero—and nonzero-m odes.

3) A;; becomes the sum of an Instanton and an antiinstanton at large separation, and
approaches the trivialvacuum asz ! 1.

4) A ;; respects the symm etries of the theory. This includes the conform al sym m etries
and a Z, symm etry which we willexplain in m ore detail Jater.

These criterdia m ay seem arbitrary, but in fact they are not. They are all that we
know for sure about A ;;. Every other detail in A ;; can be com pensated by the choice of
constraints. To see this, recall that A ;; satis es €.16) only after a contraint is applied. If

we choose a general linear constraint
Z

d'x @ A& = 0; (341)



what we need to solve becom es

/ £, x): 32)
A
Instead of xing the constraint to solve forA ;;, which isalwaysa di cul ifnot im possble
task, we can choose A ;; rst, then use @:.2) to nd f,, which am ounts to no m ore than a
sin ple substitution of A ;; into the left hand side of {3.2). T his is to say that the bottom
of the valley is not strictly-de ned, and we should m ake the best use of this freedom .

Before we endeaver to nd the expression satisfying all these criteria, let’s rst ex—

s+ r

am ine how AYung

stacks up against them . It satis es C ridl and C ri2 quite trivially,
although we haven’t m entioned how to put in the phases. This is done by sandw iching
both the Instanton and the antiinstanton wih SU (2) group elem ents, or in our notation,
unit quatemion constants a and b, as follow s,

Zaxdxa Iox dxbo

ASTE = Tm + : 33)
Yung %2 (X2+ %) %<2 + %

AsforCri3, Ai*uig satis esthe rst part because it is sin ply a linear com bination of
the (anti)instantons, and the second part because the (anti)instantons are in the singular

and the reqular gauge respectively. W hen z ! 1, £.19) becom es

AT - xdx N xdx
Yung X2 (XZ 4 1) X2 + 1
i (34)
X

which is a pure-gauge con guration 2

So far, A?urrlg has passed the tests with ying colors. This suggests that it is pretty

close to the \true" valley bottom . Unfortunately, as we shall show now, it is not close

enough. Theproblem liesin C rid4d. A ‘.S(-;.I:ig does respect the confom alsym m etries, but this

s+ r

is done in a rather arti cialway. Reca]lthatAYung

is de ned only under the constraint
©4). Al other con gurations are given by conform al profction. A Tthough this seem s
contrived, it nonetheless gets the b done. It isnot so when it com es to the Z, sym m etry,

by which we mean exchanging ; and ;. Clearly this corresponds to exchanging the

5 | fact, this coincidence ism ore general than this, as we shall see in the next section.



instanton and the antiinstanton, and thus the action should rem ain undflanged'r-d . It tums
out that Sy yng does not respect this symm eUy"Z: . Theproblem isparticularly bad forz 1.
Let’s rst de ne

= 2 1t 35)

Expanding €.13) oranall then gives

16 2

g.2

4 9
2 23+ = fyo0 (3:6)

6
SYung g
The odd power tem s clearly violate the Z, symm etry. If problem s in the third power
don’t seem too bad, consider the action Sy.ng for the instanton-antiinstanton pair w ith

opposite phases,ie.ab+ ka= 0. W e have

.16 3+1 4 L2 a7
Yung 9'2 g 1 a 3)2 2 .
Thishasthe anall expansion,
. 16 2 2 1, 3
Sy ung 7 2 3 + < + 0 : (38)

Clearly, A3'* haswandered away from the true valley tra fctory a bit too far, especially

Yung
for an all separations.

W e now resum e our quest for a better expression for the IT valley. W e stillwant to
use linear com binations of the instanton and the antiinstanton. By now , it should be clear
how thiscan be done. W e put one in the singular gauge and the other In the regular gauge.
W e have

faxdxa b® R)dxb

A = Im + : 3:9
T x2(x*+ ?) (x R)?+ 3 G2

Unfortunately, this expression contains som e conform al degrees of freedom , and if we
substitute it into @.1), these degrees of freedom do not becom e zero m odes as they should.
The brute Porce solution to this problem is to use a constraint a la Yung to get rid of

® This is a weaker om of the spacial re ection sym m etry. Instead of the lagrangian, we only
require the action to be invariant.

7 I fact, it is possible to have Syung com patble with the Z,, but this is done by de ning
Avung @s in Eq.€.10),£.11) and @.12) only or ; 2. One then de nes the con gurations
wih 2 to be the Z, projctions of Ayung. Unrtunately, this procedure introduces a
discontinuity nto Syung at z= 1.
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these conform alm odes®. W e willde ne A ;; only on the slice cut out by this constraint
and then confom ally profct it to the entire param eter space. For exam ple, if we choose
the constraint @.4), we recover Ayung. T here are other cbvious choices of constraints,

however. For exam ple, we can use

1 = 2 = 1: (3:10)
T his gives
axdxa bx R)dxb
A;; = Im + : (3:11)
%2 (%2 + 1) x R)2+1
To see ifthis is com patible with the Z, symmetry ! , let’s rst note that
= 2 1 under @:.2:);
o S
= 2@z 1) in general; (3:12)
= R under @:10):
Therefore ! is equivalent to R ! R, which correponds to m oving theI from R

to R. This can also be achieved by a rotation, which is a perfectly good symm etry of
the expression. Thus we expect that G3.11) should respect the Z, symm etry in question.
E xplicit calculation con mm s this expectation. For the instanton-antiinstanton pair w ith
opposite phases, ie.ab+ a = 0, the action hasthe small expansion

. 16 2 1,

4 . .
: z “ 3 *° : (343)

If the phases are aligned w ith each other,ie.a = b, we have

162 6, 33, c
St1 — — "+ 0 : (3:14)
g 5 35

Therefore (3.11) is clearly a better solution than Ay g -

A sm entioned before, the valley solution has a dependence on the constraint function
f, x). It is therefore perfectly plausble for one to discover other equally satisfactory
solutions w ith di erent constraints. O ne m ay ask if there is any reason why he should go
through the trouble of looking for such alemative solutions. The answer is yes because

8 This constraint gets rid ofthe zero m odes, and leaves only the quasizero m odes. T his should
be com pared to the constraints de ned in (_2-_.1_7'-) or (_3-_.1:), w hich gets rid of both the zero and the
quasizero m odes, and leaves the quantum uctuations.
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eq.B11) in fact gives a divergent eld strength (and consequently a divergent Lagrangian
density) near the origin, even though the action isa nite and wellkbehaved function of
R . Satisfactory II solutionsw ith nite eld strength everywhere are not hard to nd. For

r
exam ple, we can choosd®

8 9
< xdx (x R)dx =
A, = T = & R : 345
o S U B (3:5)
%2 (1+R2) x R)Z'

W e will continue to use eq.(@.11), however, not only because we consider the pathology a
m ild one, but also because it is easier to generalize it to IV IV solutions. For those who
are truly bothered by the divergence problem , eq..11) and other form ulas based on it
In this papers could be viewed as a short-hand for better (put usually m ore com plicated)
solutions such as eq.{3.15).

4. M ultiple Instantons and A ntiinstantons

A fter dealing w ith II, the generalization to IN IV is relatively straightorward. A gain,
we begin by setting up criteria. W e nd that they should read

1) A,ww belongsintheQ = N N sector.
2) Ay v haseasily identi able instanton param eters, and covers the entire 8N + N )—
din ensional param eter space spanned by all zero— and nonzero-m odes.
31) Ifa subset IV IV * becom esw idely separated from the rest, A . ;v reduces to the sum
OfA wowo and A w wopw n0 -
32) Ifsubsets I ' and IV have identical sizes and positions, and are w idely separated
from the rest, they annihilate each other.
4) A v v respects the conformm al sym m etries.

This is rather straightforward once it is written down. The only thing that needs
explanation is that we don’t require T and IV to annihilate each other in the presence
of other (anti)instantons. The reason is of course that in the non-trivial background eld
generated by other instantons, the pariy between instantons and antiinstantons isbroken.
This is a m anifestation of the nonlinear nature of the Yang-M ills theory.

‘Wew il ignore the phases a;b again. It is trivial to put the relative phase back at the end of

our discussion if one chooses to.
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N otice that because 0f C ri:3:, C ri:32 is equivalent to

32% IfIN and I" have identical sizes and positions, A v v approaches the trivial

vacuum .

W e w ill ignore the phases for now . Recall that the I solution w ith no phases can be
w ritten in the "t H ooft form f4{16],

8 9
<P femog.=
%tH ooft =1 (x Rj)*
A = Im | P T . 4:1)
1+ N5
i=1 (X Ri)2

T hisw illbe the analog ofan instanton in the singulargauge. T he analog ofan antiinstanton
in the regular gauge can be found by operating on an IV solution in the t H ooft form the
follow ing gauge transform ation,

Py 2k r9
=1 & RY)? 49
Jo = P N 02 (x RO) ’ ( )

=1 (x RY)*

w here the \(' designates the param eters of the antiinstantons as com pared to those of the
instantons. W e have

9 _ 1, °tH ocoft 1
AL =9 éAINO Jo *+ Jp ~d9o
2 _Pu Zawd
B #1 x RJ)? C
= m} Q@ P X
: 1+ i=1 (x R?.)2 (4:3)
9
Py 2&Rr) Py 2g R 3
i=1 (x R d =1 x RO =
+
Py & =r)? 3
14

=1 (x R))?

Now, clearly the rst term in (4.3) exactly cancels @.1) when the positions and sizes of

the instantons are identical to those of the antiinstantons. T hus if we choose

0
tH ooft In .
AN + A%

(44)

AIN N

it w ill satisfy C ri32% In fact, it iseasy to see that it also satis es C ri3:l because if som e
(anti) instantons are far away, their contributions are suppressed by at least the inverse

square of the distances, in both the num erator and the denom inator of the expression.
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A s for the other criteria, C ri:l and 2 are again satis ed trivially. C ri: requiresm ore
thought, though. C learly (4.4) respects the translational and rotational sym m etries. T he
soecial confom al transform ations w ill introduce relative phases w ithin any pair in either
ofthe subsets I" or I unless the vector of the special conform alboost coincides w ith the
axis of the I? (I?) pairfl2]. Since we have assum ed no relative phase so far, we don’t have
to worry about these special conform altransform ations except fora few special cases, such
as I?I or when everything lnes up i a straight lne. In either case, one sim ply ntroduces
any appropriate constraint to killo the extra degree of freedom . T he sam e can be easily
done for dilitation also. Anyway, we can be excused for skin ping the details conceming
the dilitation and the special confom al sym m etries because they are not present in the
Y angM ills-H iggs theory wherein our ultin ate interest lies.

W ith {@.4), one may begin by computing S A;;). Subtracting the \selfaction"
251 from S A ;) then gives the twobody interaction between an instanton-antiinstanton
pajrié . One then proceeds to compute S A 12;) and S A 112 ). Subtracting the selfaction
and the twobody interactions between all pairs then gives the threedbody interactions.
T his process can be carried over to yield the n-body interaction for any n. In practics, one
m ay want to assum e that these m any body interactionsbecom e less and less in portant as
n grow s large.

W e have given the expressions or the IN IN valley con gurations without phases.
Now we will see how to Introduce phases into them . The two overall phases a and b for
IV and IV respectively can be put into 4.4) in the sam em anneras in (3.3). The relative
phases within I (IN ) are much harder to dealw ith, however. A s readers fam iliar w ith
ref], would know , the 8N 3 physical param eters of the exact I' solution are buried deep
in a maze of quatemion m atrix algebra. To interpret the positions, sizes and phases of
even the sin plest I solution is not exactly a trivialtask [l2]. It is therefore not surprising
to nd that our linear construction of the IN IV valley doesn’t work w ith these solitions.
M ore speci cally, we are unable to nd the suitable gauge transform ation as in (@ 2) which
is vital for our solution to satisfy C ri32°.

A lthough this looks very much like the end of the story, we in fact have another
recourse to go to. T his isthe w ork of Jackiw , N chland R ebbifl §], in which they generalized

10 N ote that because we have used the exact N —nstanton solition in our construction, the

interaction am ong any num ber of instantons rem ains zero. T he sam e is true for antiinstantons.
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the "t Hooft form to inclide m ore param eters, ie.

AJNR = T ' J:’l (x ri) . 4:5)

W e shall call this the INR gauge because it is gauge-equivalent to other fom s of the IV
solution. Notice that the overall scale of ’s gets canceled between the num erator and
the denom inator, so there seem s to be a total of 5N + 4 param eters now . M ore carefiil
exam ination reveals that som e of these param eters correspond to gauge degrees of freedom
forN 2, so the actual num bers of independent param eters are 5 and 13 forN = 1 and
2 respectively.

A Ythough it is not obvious from looking at (3.5), the extra param eters it carries com —
pared to the 't Hooft orm in fact correspond to relative phasesfiZ2]. Am azingly, (4.5)
doesn’t contain any quatemion m atrices, and the analog of gy as in @ 4) can indeed be
found. A discussion sim ilar to what we did w ith the "t H ooft form then ollow s. W e again
skin p the details for the follow Ing reasons. The algebra is very m essy and not inspiring
at all. The problem it solves is not particularly in portant either, since when we evaluate
a path integral, the integral over the phases can usually be approxin ated w ith the group
volum e. Besides, or large N ’s, @.5) clearly doesn’t have enough param eters to cover all
the phases. W e therefore sim ply state w thout proving the follow ing resul. Satisfactory
expressions for I°I? and I°I° covering the entire param eter space can be und using @25).
Tt may seem strange at rst that it would work for I°I°, since the INR fom {4.5) is 2
param eters short for the entire space of I°. Fortunately the confom al degrees of freedom

are m ore than enough to m ake up for the di erence.
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A ppendix A .Quaternions

Sim ilar to its C-number cousin z = zy + iz;, a quatemion x 2 H and its conjigate x

are given by

X = Xg+ j.Xl+jX2+ kX3; @A la)

X = xg ix; Jx, kxs; @A lb)

where x 2 R, and £fi; j;kg satisfy

@ 2)
ij= Jji=k; k= kj=1 ki= ik= 3:
C learly the quatemion algebra hasa 2 2 com plex m atrix representation :
fl;5 kg ! fI;i~g; @ 3)

where , arethePaulim atrices. T herefore the group SU (2) can be identi ed wih SP (1),
the group of unit quatemions, and the SU (2) algebra correspond to Im H .

One can also identify R* with H via @ I1g),and the SU (2) gauge eld A (x) isthen
cbviously a function of quatemions w ith In aginary quatemion values. W hen working
w ith YangM ills Instantons, we nd that the notation can be even further sin pli ed ifwe

consider the one—form

A x) = A X)dIx : @A 4)

The BP ST instanton traditionally expressed in tem s ofthe 't Hooft tensor as

X3 mox
A = _ 5
%) R 2y 7 @A 5)
can now be w ritten as
_ xdx
Arx) = Im 2t 2 7 @A .6)
and the antiinstanton is
Ak = m @ )
1 ¥ %2+ 2
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It is possble to do com putations in the quatemion notation. For exam ple, one m ay
w ish to evaluate the curvature 2 {form F forthe gauge eld de ned in @ .6). It is given by

F = dA+A"A

Im

dx ~dx xd®*+ ?)~dx +xdx"xdx

%2 4 2 ®2 + 2)2 ®2 + 2)2

_ dx ~ dx x(dxx+xdx)Adx+xdx’\xdx

%2 + 2 ®2 + 2)2 ®2 + 2)2
Zdx ~ dx

W e dropped the In symbolin the nalexpression because it is already pure In aginary.
A slightly m ore com plicated example is to exam ine how (A'.§) transform s under a

soecial conform alboost, which can be de ned as

x ! x'= x+al ax) L,

W e begin by inversing A"9),

0

a) 1(xO a) = (xO

x = (1+ x a)(l+ ax% !

Substituting @ 10) into @ 4), one nds that

1+ x%) '®° a)d[x?® a)@d+ x%)]

Ark) = In ® a)?+ 20+ x%)?

This can be sin pli ed w ith a gauge transfom ation,

1+ ax?

97 1+ ax?

W e have

Al A0=g 1Ag+ g 1dg

®° a)d[x? a)@+ x%Q)]@+ x%) ! . 1L+ x%)adx’

% a)’+ 21+ x%)? 1+ ax9?
- ®° a)dx® ®° a)? 1+ x%)adx’
®% a2+ 2@+ x%)? 1L+ ax%?[x? a)?+ 2@+ x%)?]

1L+ x%)adx’
+ -

1L+ ax??
- ®°  a)dx’ 21+ x%)adx’
®0 a)+ 21+ x%)? & a2+ 21+ x%)?
- ®% R)dx’

x° R)2+ 2
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@A 9)

@ .10)

@ 11)

@A 12)

@ 13)



w here
e PHa 4 0 @+ a?) & 14)
= - an = —F
1+ 2a? 1+ 2a?
T his gives how the param eters of a single instanton change under the special confom al

transform ation.
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