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1. Introduction

In theEuclidean version ofthe4-dim ensionalpureYang-M illstheory,with theaction

S =
1

2g2

Z

d
4
xtrF

2
; (1:1)

�eld con�gurationswhich correspond to �nitevaluesoftheaction fallinto discretesectors

characterized by an integerQ ,the Pontryagin index. In each sector,the solution to the

�eld equation isexactly known and shown to be unique. They are the N -instanton (IN )

solutions[1{3]1,with N = Q . The IN solution isparam etrized by (8N � 3)independent

degreesoffreedom ,which we shalldenote as!. One can interpretthem asthe positions

(4 for each instanton),the sizes (1 each) and the group orientations (or phases,3 each,

m inusthe 3 overallphaseswhich can be undone by the globalgauge transform ations).If

we areinterested in theQ -sectorcontribution to the path integral,

ZQ =

Z

A 2Q sector

[D A]exp(�S[A]); (1:2)

the IN willdom inate because itm inim izesthe action. Furtherm ore,those (8n � 3)zero

m odesshould beisolated from theotherdegreesoffreedom using thecollectivecoordinate

m ethod,togetherwith the 3 globalgauge transform ations. Keeping only the supposedly

dom inantexponent2,we have

ZQ �
1

Q !

Z

d
8Q
! exp(�S(!)): (1:3)

The original�eld theory problem isthusreduced to thatofinteracting particles. In this

speci�c case,the action S iswellknown,i.e.

S(IN ) = N SI =
8�2

g2
N ; (1:4)

1
W e willadoptthe quaternion notation used in ref.1.Fora briefintroduction,see Appendix

A.

2 This is a very crude approxim ation. It gives only part ofthe leading contribution in the

sem i-classicalexpansion.Thisisadequate forourpurpose,however.A generaltreatm entforthe

com plete leading term ofthe sem i-classicalapproxim ation can be found in our other paper[4].

The explicitcalculation forthe one-instanton case was�rstcarried outby ’tHooft[5]and can be

found in num erousreviews.
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independentof!. In otherwords,itconsistspurely ofinstanton \self-action",and there

isno interaction am ong instantons.Asforthe path integral,itnow becom es

ZQ �
1

Q !

�Z

d
8
! exp(�SI)

� Q

: (1:5)

W e have ignored those sub-dom inant con�gurations which are not solutions to the

�eld equation. Theircontributionsm ay be im portantsom etim esand should be included

in our approxim ation. The m ost im portant ofthese sub-dom inant con�gurations is the

N -instanton-�N -antiinstanton (IN �I
�N ),with N � �N = Q .Forwidely separated IN �I

�N ,the

interactionsare negligibleand we again have

S(IN �I
�N ) � (N + �N )SI: (1:6)

Therefore,

ZQ �
X

N ;�N

�N � �N � Q

N !�N !

Z

d
8(N + �N )

! exp(�S(!)): (1:7)

Using the identity

�n =

Z 2�

0

d�

2�
e
� in�

; (1:8)

we can furthersim plify (1.7),

ZQ �

Z 2�

0

d�
eiQ �

2�

X

N ;�N

1

N !�N !

Z

d
8(N + �N )

! exp(�N (SI + i�)� �N (SI � i�))

�

Z 2�

0

d�
eiQ �

2�
exp

�Z

d
8
! e

� SI cos�

�

:

(1:9)

W ehavepresented asim pli�ed version oftheso-called dilute-instanton-gascalculation.

There are three possible im provem ents over (1.9). Firstly,one can incorporate the pre-

exponentialfactor so that the result becom es the true leading term in the sem i-classical

expansion. This has been done for Q = 1 in ref.5. Secondly,one m ay want to im prove

(1.6) by introducing instanton-antiinstanton interactions. This willbe the m ain goalof

thispaper.Lastly,sincetheintegral
R
d8! containstheintegration overtheinstanton size

�,the sem i-classical(sm allg)approxim ation naturally breaksdown atthe infrared lim it,

asa resultofthe renorm alization group running e�ect. Thisis a com m on problem that

plagues allsem i-classicaltreatm ents for the 4-dim ensionalpure Yang-M ills theory. W e

are unable to provide new insightsinto thisproblem . However,thisdi�culty isa totally
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separate issue from the dilute-gasapproxim ation we willtry to im prove,and should not

invalidate our treatm ents. Ifthe theory contains a scale cuto� as a result ofthe Higgs

m echanism or�nite tem peratures,the infrared problem iscircum vented and ourm ultiple

instanton-antiinstanton results willbe valid. For sim plicity,we willavoid for now the

com plexity involved in theYang-M ills-Higgssystem ,which willbediscussed in ourfuture

paper[4],and concentrate on the pure Yang-M illstheory instead.

There have been som e previous e�orts trying to go beyond the dilute-instanton-gas

approxim ation. Callan,Dashen and G ross[6]were the �rst to com pute the leading I�I

interaction at the large separation (R) lim it. Their result,however,is not conform ally

invariant.Itisalsoverydi�culttocalculatesubleadingterm susingtheirm ethod.Superior

in both aspectsisthelaterworkbyYung[7].Usingasphericalansatz,hereduced theYang-

M illsaction to thatofa quantum m echanicaldouble-well.Thistrick enabled him to write

down the I�I con�guration in theYang-M illstheory corresponding to thekink-antikink in

the double-wellsystem ,and the I�I interaction to allorders in �=R sim ply followed. W e

willreview thisim portantresultin detailin Section 2.

Elegantthough Yung’ssolution is,itreliesheavily on thecoincidencewhich connects

the Yang-M ills theory with the sim pler quantum m echanicalsystem ,which in turn re-

lies on the sphericalansatz. Therefore this m ethod obviously cannot be generalized to

anything m ore com plex than I�I.Em ploying a brand new philosophy,we constructa sys-

tem atic treatm entthatwillm ake itpossible to �nd expressionsforIN �I
�N . In Section 3,

we illustrate this m ethod in the sim plest case ofI�I. Surprisingly,Yung’s solution will

be shown to be unsatisfactory. This is an im portant result because naive application of

Yung’svalley form ula hasbeen heavily used to com pute the high-energy baryon-num ber

violating cross-section in the standard m odel. Im provem enton the understanding ofthe

valley trajectory can dispelsom ecom m on m isconceptions.In Section 4,wegeneralizeour

resulttoI2�I2 and beyond.Although thesesem i-classicalresultsdonothavedirectapplica-

tionsin QCD atthism om ent(exceptm aybefortheinstanton-liquid hypothesis),they are

nonethelessinteresting notonly because they provide correctionsto the dilute-instanton-

gas approxim ation,but also because they can serve as a prim er for sim ilar treatm ents

forthe Yang-M ills-Higgssystem . Ithasbeen argued by som e authors[8,9]that,again,in

thehigh-energy instanton-induced baryon-num berviolatingprocesses,them ulti-instanton

e�ectsbecom eim portantlong beforethe one-instanton am plitudehasgrown large.Their

analysisrelied,however,on a crude nearestneighborapproxim ation,and wasquestioned

by other authors[10,11]. This controversy clearly cannot be settled untilwe gain better

knowledge ofthe m ulti-instanton con�gurations in the Yang-M ills-Higgstheory,and our

resultshould bethe �rststep toward achieving thisgoal.

3



2. Yung’s Valley Solution for I�I

Before we introduce Yung’s result,it is necessary to fam iliarize ourselves with the

conform al properties of the instantons. This is because the 4-dim ensional Yang-M ills

lagrangian isclassically invariantundertheconform algroup,which includesthePoincare

group aswellasthedilatation and fourspecialconform altransform ations.Togetherwith

the globalgauge transform ations,they ensure thatall8 param etersofthe one-instanton

solution (I)correspond to zero m odes. One can apply this group theory analysisto the

two-instanton solution3 (I2) also,and �nd that,ofthe 16 param eters,allbut two have

to be zero m odes due to these sym m etries. Although one can show thateven these two

potentialexceptionsturn outto bezero m odes,eitherby directcom putation orby using a

m uch m oreinvolved argum entthan wecareto reproducehere,itisstillinteresting to �nd

these two m odesexplicitly. Aftersom e tediouscalculation,we �nd thatthey correspond

to therelativephaseand a dim ensionlessparam eterz2 = (R 2 + �21 + �22)
3=(R 2�21�

2
2)which

can beinterpreted asthe separation between thetwo instantons.

Since the I�I con�guration should also be described sim ilarly by 16 param eters,it

is naturalto wonder what insight we can get using the group theory argum ent. This

turnsoutto bem oredi�cultthan onewould im aginebecauseoftheuncertainty involved

in reducing a �eld con�guration with an in�nite num ber ofdegrees offreedom , to an

unknown expression param eterized by only 16.W etherefore m aketheassum ption thatI

and �I can be put together in a m ore or less linear m anner4,and �nd again that allbut

two correspond to zero m odes. These two possible non-zero m odesare the relative phase

and theparam eter,

z = (R 2 + �
2
1 + �

2
2)=(2�1�2): (2:1)

They are invariant under allthe conform altransform ations. Let us ignore the relative

phase fornow,and concentrate on the z direction.Asz increasesfrom itsm inim alvalue

1 to in�nity, we produce an instanton-antiinstanton pair from the trivialvacuum and

pullthem fartherand fartherapart. Therefore,the action should increase from 0 to 2SI

accordingly.Thisisexactly whatm akesthe instanton-antiinstanton pairim portant.The

3 The standard introductory text for the the I
N

solution is by Atiyah[1]. W e discuss som e

interesting propertiesofI
2
in one ofourearlierpapers[12].

4 W e are aware that thissounds awfully vague. W e do not consider it worthwhile to present

thisresultin detailthough,because itsim portance hasbeen largely dim inished by the resultswe

shallpresentlaterin thispaper.
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action attensoutatlargeseparation,and itse�ectswould havebeen badly accounted for

ifwehad naively treated thism odelikeany otherquantum perturbation.Yung and other

authors callthis m ode the valley direction because it corresponds to a low-lying valley

ifone considers the action as a functionalin the �eld con�guration space. W e willalso

use the phrase \quasi-zero m odes" som etim es,partly because they require the collective

coordinatetreatm ent,sim ilarto the realzero m odes.

W earenow ready to presentYung’sresult.M aking fulluseoftheconform alsym m e-

tries,we can tranform any given setofI�I param etersinto one which satis�es

R = 0; �1�2 = 1; �1 � �2: (2:2)

This corresponds to an instanton sitting right on top ofan antiinstanton ofa possibly

di�erentsize.Therefore,itisnaturalto m akethefollowing sphericalansatz,

A Yung = Im

�
xd�x

x2
s(x2)

�

; (2:3)

since both the instanton and the antiinstanton can beputin thisform .M ore speci�cally,

the instanton hasto beputin the regulargauge,

A
reg

I
= Im

(

xd�x

x2 + 1

�2
2

)

; (2:4)

and theantiinstanton in thesingulargauge,

A
sing
�I

= Im

�
�22xd�x

x2(x2 + �22)

�

: (2:5)

Ournextstep isto substitute (2.3)into (1.1).Here a m iracleoccurs,and we �nd

S =
48�2

g2

Z 1

� 1

dt

8
<

:

1

2

�
ds

dt

� 2

+
1

2

"�

s�
1

2

� 2

�
1

4

#2
9
=

;
; (2:6)

where t = lnx2. As prom ised earlier,the integralis exactly the action ofa quantum

m echanicaldouble-well.The instanton (2.4)givesthe kink at��,

s
�

I
(t) =

1

2

�

1+ tanh

�
1

2
(t+ �)

��

; (2:7)
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where � = ln�22,and theantiinstanton (2.5)givestheantikink at�,

s
�
�I
(t) =

1

2

�

1� tanh

�
1

2
(t� �)

��

: (2:8)

Such one-to-onecorrespondencesareencouraging,and oneisnaturally tem pted to usethe

kink-antikink con�guration forI�I.W ethen have

s =
1

2

�

tanh

�
1

2
(t+ �)

�

� tanh

�
1

2
(t� �)

��

=
x2

x2 + �21
�

x2

x2 + �22
:

(2:9)

Putting thisback into (2.3),we have

A
r� r

Yung
= Im

�
xd�x

x2 + �21
�

xd�x

x2 + �22

�

; (2:10)

= A
s� s

Yung
= Im

�

�
�21xd�x

x2(x2 + �21)
+

�22xd�x

x2(x2 + �22)

�

; (2:11)

or,aftera gauge transform ation,

A
s+ r

Yung
= Im

�
�21�xdx

x2(x2 + �21)
+

�xdx

x2 + �22

�

: (2:12)

Noticethatsincez = (�21+ �
2
2)=2and �1�2 = 1,A Yung describesthetrivialvacuum forz = 1

(ascan be seen from (2.10)),and an instanton-antiinstanton pairatlarge separation for

z ! 1 (from (2.12)).Thisisjustwhatonewould expectfrom theI�I valley.Substituting

(2.9)into (2.6),wegetthe action pro�le forYung’sI�I valley,

S(A Yung) =
16�2

g2

�
�82 � 8�42 � 17

(1� �42)
2

�
36�42 + 12

(1� �42)
3
ln�22

�

: (2:13)

As explained earlier,A Yung is given only for the instanton-antiinstanton pairs sat-

isfying (2.2). The expression for a generalinstanton-antiinstanton pair with arbitrary

(R 0;�01;�
0
2)isfound by conform al-transform ing the corresponding A Yung with z = (�21 +

�22)=2 = (R 02 + �01
2
+ �02

2
)=(2�01�

0
2).The action fora generalinstanton-antiinstanton pair

isthereforeidenticalto thatofthecorresponding A Yung,which can beexpressed in term s

ofz by substituting

�
2
2 = z+

p
z2 � 1; (2:14)
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into (2.13).W ehave

SYung(z) =
16�2

g2

(

2� 8z2 + 9z
p
z2 � 1

z2 � 1

+
3
�
2z3 � (2z2 + 1)

p
z2 � 1

�

(z2 � 1)
3

2

ln

�

z+
p
z2 � 1

�
)

:

(2:15)

Ifthisderivation foranalyticI�I expressionsseem sam azingly sim ple,itisbecausewe

havenotm entioned thecaveatyet.Asiswellknown,theI�I valley,orany quasi-zero m ode

in general,isnota m inim um oftheaction,orequivalently a solution to the�eld equation,

�S(A)

�A

�
�
�
�
A

I �I

= 0: (2:16)

Instead,itisthem inim um only underconstraintswhich lim itthedegreeoffreedom along

the valley direction. Therefore,the valley con�guration A I�I isa solution to (2.16)under

a certain constraint.Yung considered thefollowing constraintto be natural,

Z

d
4
x(A � A I�I)

@A I�I

@z
= 0; (2:17)

becausethesectorsin which thesolution A I�I isam inim um areperpendicularto thevalley

direction.One therefore hasto solve

�S(A)

�A

�
�
�
�
A

I �I

/
@A I�I

@z
: (2:18)

Unfortunately,the Yung form (2.10)or(2.12)doesnotsatisfy (2.18). One isthusforced

to considerconstraintswhich cutoutsectorsnotperpendicularto the valley direction,or

putting itdi�erently,perpendicularonly ifone de�nesa generalized innerproductwhich

varieswith z. Thisiswhy Yung correctly lim ited the validity ofhisresultto the leading

order result in the large z region only. Other authors have been m ore daring[13]. They

claim that with a suitably de�ned varying inner product,A Yung should be considered a

valid valley trajectory forallvaluesofz.Thisturnsoutnotto be true,aswe shallsee in

the nextsection.
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3. T he Valley M ethod D one R ight

Although the correspondence between the Yang-M ills instantons and the kinks in

the double-wellpotentialisan am azing fact,italso preventsusfrom generalizing Yung’s

m ethod to anything not spherically sym m etric. In order to overcom e this di�culty,we

have to �nd a way to dealwith the Yang-M ills instantons directly. Let us reexam ine

Yung’sderivation forinspiration. Notice thatthe kink-antikink con�guration we used in

(2.9)doesnotsatisfy the analog of(2.18)in the double-wellsystem .Instead,itissim ply

a linearcom bination ofa kink and an antikink.In fact,thisiswhy A Yung doesnotsatisfy

(2.18) and requires a rede�nition ofthe inner product. One m ay wonder ifYang-M ills

instantonsand antiinstantonscan beputtogetherlinearly withoutusbothering with their

quantum m echanicalcounterparts.

Such attem pts have been m ade since the early days ofinstantons. They inevitably

failed because asthe instanton-antiinstanton pairgetsclose to each other,the expression

willnotgradually approach the trivialvacuum ,ifone insistson having both in the sam e

gauge,which m ostoftheearly authorsdid.Ifwereason carefully,however,we�nd no real

reason why thishastobeso,otherthan thefactthatitwould autom atically guaranteethe

Z2 spacialreection sym m etryofthelagrangian.W ewillabandon thisreection sym m etry

in orderto pursue a sim ple expression forthe valley con�guration. Thisexpression m ust

satisfy allothergood propertiesone would expectfrom the instanton-antiinstanton pair.

W e now listthese criteria,

1) A I�I belongsin the Q = 0 sector.

2) A I�I haseasily identi�ableinstanton param eters,and coverstheentire16-dim ensional

param eterspace spanned by allzero-and nonzero-m odes.

3) A I�I becom es the sum ofan instanton and an antiinstanton atlarge separation,and

approachesthe trivialvacuum asz ! 1.

4) A I�I respects the sym m etries ofthe theory. This includes the conform alsym m etries

and a Z2 sym m etry which wewillexplain in m oredetaillater.

These criteria m ay seem arbitrary,but in fact they are not. They are allthat we

know forsure aboutA I�I.Every otherdetailin A I�I can be com pensated by the choice of

constraints.To seethis,recallthatA I�I satis�es(2.16)only aftera contraintisapplied.If

we choose a generallinearconstraint
Z

d
4
x(A � A I�I)fz(x) = 0; (3:1)

8



whatwe need to solvebecom es

�S(A)

�A

�
�
�
�
A

I �I

/ fz(x): (3:2)

Instead of�xingtheconstrainttosolveforA I�I,which isalwaysadi�cultifnotim possible

task,wecan chooseA I�I �rst,then use (3.2)to �nd fz,which am ountsto no m orethan a

sim ple substitution ofA I�I into the lefthand side of(3.2).Thisisto say thatthe bottom

ofthe valley isnotstrictly-de�ned,and we should m akethe bestuse ofthisfreedom .

Before we endeaver to �nd the expression satisfying allthese criteria,let’s �rst ex-

am ine how A
s+ r

Yung
stacks up against them . It satis�es C ri:1 and C ri:2 quite trivially,

although we haven’t m entioned how to put in the phases. This is done by sandwiching

both the instanton and the antiinstanton with SU (2)group elem ents,orin ournotation,

unitquaternion constantsa and b,asfollows,

A
s+ r

Yung
= Im

�
�21a�xdx�a

x2(x2 + �21)
+

b�xdx�b

x2 + �22

�

: (3:3)

AsforC ri:3,A s+ r

Yung
satis�esthe�rstpartbecauseitissim ply a linearcom bination of

the (anti)instantons,and the second partbecause the (anti)instantonsare in the singular

and theregulargauge respectively.W hen z ! 1,(2.12)becom es

A
s+ r

Yung
= Im

�
�xdx

x2(x2 + 1)
+

�xdx

x2 + 1

�

= Im

�
�xdx

x2

�

;

(3:4)

which isa pure-gauge con�guration.5

So far,A s+ r

Yung
haspassed the testswith ying colors. Thissuggeststhatitispretty

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

enough.Theproblem liesin C ri:4.A
s+ r

Yung
doesrespecttheconform alsym m etries,butthis

isdone in a ratherarti�cialway. RecallthatA
s+ r

Yung
isde�ned only under the constraint

(2.2). Allother con�gurations are given by conform alprojection. Although this seem s

contrived,itnonethelessgetsthejob done.Itisnotso when itcom esto theZ2 sym m etry,

by which we m ean exchanging �1 and �2. Clearly this corresponds to exchanging the

5 In fact,thiscoincidence ism ore generalthan this,aswe shallsee in the nextsection.
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instanton and the antiinstanton,and thusthe action should rem ain unchanged6.Itturns

outthatSYung doesnotrespectthissym m etry
7.Theproblem isparticularly bad forz � 1.

Let’s�rstde�ne

� = �2 � �1: (3:5)

Expanding (2.13)forsm all� then gives

SYung �
16�2

g2

�
6

5
�
2 �

4

5
�
3 +

9

35
�
4 + O

�
�
5
�
�

: (3:6)

The odd power term s clearly violate the Z2 sym m etry. Ifproblem s in the third power

don’t seem too bad,consider the action SYung for the instanton-antiinstanton pair with

oppositephases,i.e.a�b+ b�a = 0.W e have

S
+ �

Yung
=

16�2

g2

�
�42 + 1

�42 � 1
�

4

(1� �42)
2
ln�22

�

: (3:7)

Thishasthe sm all� expansion,

S
+ �

Yung
�

16�2

g2

�

2�
2

3
� +

1

6
�
2 + O

�
�
3
�
�

: (3:8)

Clearly,A s+ r

Yung
haswandered away from thetrue valley trajectory a bittoo far,especially

forsm allseparations.

W e now resum e ourquestfora betterexpression forthe I�I valley. W e stillwantto

uselinearcom binationsoftheinstanton and theantiinstanton.By now,itshould beclear

how thiscan bedone.W eputonein thesingulargaugeand theotherin theregulargauge.

W e have

A I�I = Im

�
�21a�xdx�a

x2(x2 + �21)
+

b(x � R)dx�b

(x � R)2 + �22

�

: (3:9)

Unfortunately, this expression contains som e conform al degrees of freedom , and if we

substituteitinto (1.1),thesedegreesoffreedom do notbecom ezero m odesasthey should.

The brute force solution to this problem is to use a constraint a la Yung to get rid of

6 Thisisa weakerform ofthe spacialreection sym m etry.Instead ofthe lagrangian,we only

require the action to be invariant.

7 In fact,it is possible to have SY ung com patible with the Z2,but this is done by de�ning

A Y ung as in Eq.(2.10),(2.11) and (2.12) only for �1 � �2. O ne then de�nes the con�gurations

with �1 � �2 to be the Z2 projections of A Y ung. Unfortunately, this procedure introduces a

discontinuity into SY ung atz = 1.
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these conform alm odes8. W e willde�ne A I�I only on the slice cutout by this constraint

and then conform ally projectitto the entire param eterspace.Forexam ple,ifwe choose

the constraint (2.2),we recover A Yung. There are other obvious choices ofconstraints,

however.Forexam ple,wecan use

�1 = �2 = 1: (3:10)

Thisgives

A I�I = Im

�
a�xdx�a

x2(x2 + 1)
+

b(x � R)dx�b

(x � R)2 + 1

�

: (3:11)

To see ifthisiscom patiblewith theZ2 sym m etry � ! ��,let’s�rstnotethat

� = �2 � �1 under(2:2);

=
p
2(z� 1) in general;

= R under(3:10):

(3:12)

Therefore � ! �� is equivalent to R ! �R,which correponds to m oving the�I from R

to �R. This can also be achieved by a rotation,which is a perfectly good sym m etry of

the expression. Thuswe expectthat(3.11)should respectthe Z2 sym m etry in question.

Explicitcalculation con�rm s this expectation. Forthe instanton-antiinstanton pairwith

oppositephases,i.e.a�b+ b�a = 0,the action hasthesm all� expansion

S
+ �

I�I
�

16�2

g2

�

2�
1

3
�
2 + O

�
�
4
�
�

: (3:13)

Ifthephasesarealigned with each other,i.e.a = b,we have

SI�I �
16�2

g2

�
6

5
�
2 �

33

35
�
4 + O

�
�
6
�
�

: (3:14)

Therefore (3.11)isclearly a bettersolution than A Yung.

Asm entioned before,thevalley solution hasa dependence on theconstraintfunction

fz(x). It is therefore perfectly plausible for one to discover other equally satisfactory

solutionswith di�erentconstraints.One m ay ask ifthere isany reason why he should go

through the trouble oflooking for such alternative solutions. The answer is yes because

8 Thisconstraintgetsrid ofthezero m odes,and leavesonly thequasi-zero m odes.Thisshould

be com pared to the constraintsde�ned in (2.17)or(3.1),which getsrid ofboth the zero and the

quasi-zero m odes,and leavesthe quantum uctuations.
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eq.(3.11)in factgivesa divergent�eld strength (and consequently a divergentLagrangian

density) near the origin,even though the action is a �nite and well-behaved function of

R.Satisfactory I�I solutionswith �nite�eld strength everywherearenothard to �nd.For

exam ple,we can choose9

A I�I = Im

8
<

:

�xdx

x4
+

(x� R )dx

(x� R )2

1+ R 2

x2(1+ R 2)
+ 1

(x� R )2

9
=

;
: (3:15)

W e willcontinue to use eq.(3.11),however,notonly because we considerthe pathology a

m ild one,butalso because itiseasierto generalize itto IN �I
�N solutions. Forthose who

are truly bothered by the divergence problem ,eq.(3.11) and other form ulas based on it

in thispaperscould be viewed asa short-hand forbetter(butusually m ore com plicated)

solutionssuch aseq.(3.15).

4. M ultiple Instantons and A ntiinstantons

Afterdealingwith I�I,thegeneralization toIN �I
�N isrelatively straightforward.Again,

we begin by setting up criteria.W e �nd thatthey should read

1) A IN �I
�N belongsin the Q = N � �N sector.

2) A IN �I
�N haseasily identi�able instanton param eters,and coversthe entire 8(N + �N )-

dim ensionalparam eterspace spanned by allzero-and nonzero-m odes.

3.1) Ifa subsetIN
0�I

�N
0

becom eswidely separated from therest,A IN �I
�N reducesto thesum

ofA IN
0�I

�N 0 and A I(N � N 0)�I(
�N � �N 0).

3.2) Ifsubsets IN
0

and �IN
0

have identicalsizes and positions,and are widely separated

from therest,they annihilateeach other.

4) A IN �I
�N respectsthe conform alsym m etries.

This is rather straightforward once it is written down. The only thing that needs

explanation isthatwe don’trequire IN
0

and �IN
0

to annihilateeach otherin the presence

ofother(anti)instantons.The reason isofcourse thatin the non-trivialbackground �eld

generated by otherinstantons,theparity between instantonsand antiinstantonsisbroken.

Thisisa m anifestation ofthe nonlinearnature oftheYang-M illstheory.

9 W e willignore the phasesa;bagain.Itistrivialto putthe relativephase back atthe end of

ourdiscussion ifone choosesto.
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Noticethatbecause ofC ri:3:1,C ri:3:2 isequivalentto

3:20) IfIN and �IN have identicalsizes and positions,A IN �I
�N approaches the trivial

vacuum .

W ewillignorethephasesfornow.RecallthattheIN solution with no phasescan be

written in the ’tHooftform [14{16],

A
0
tH ooft
IN

= Im

8
<

:

P N

i= 1

�
2

i
(x� R i)

(x� R i)
4 dx

1+
P N

i= 1

�2
i

(x� R i)
2

9
=

;
: (4:1)

Thiswillbetheanalogofan instanton inthesingulargauge.Theanalogofan antiinstanton

in theregulargaugecan befound by operating on an �I
�N solution in the’tHooftform the

following gaugetransform ation,

g0 =

P �N

i= 1

�
0

i

2
(x� R

0

i
)

(x� R 0

i
)4

�
�
�
P �N

i= 1

�0
i

2(x� R 0

i
)

(x� R 0

i
)4

�
�
�

; (4:2)

wherethe\0" designatestheparam etersoftheantiinstantonsascom pared to thoseofthe

instantons.W ehave

A
g0
�I
�N
= g

� 1
0 A

0
tH ooft
�I
�N g0 + g

� 1
0 dg0

= Im

8
><

>:
�

0

B
@

P �N

i= 1

�
0

i

2
(x� R 0

i
)

(x� R 0

i
)4
dx

1+
P N

i= 1

�0
i

2

(x� R 0

i
)2

1

C
A

+

�
P �N

i= 1

�
0

i

2
(x� R 0

i
)

(x� R 0

i
)4

�

d

�P �N

i= 1

�
0

i

2
(x� R

0

i
)

(x� R 0

i
)4

�

�
�
�
P �N

i= 1

�0
i

2(x� R 0

i
)

(x� R 0

i
)4

�
�
�
2

9
>>=

>>;

:

(4:3)

Now,clearly the �rst term in (4.3)exactly cancels (4.1)when the positions and sizes of

the instantonsare identicalto thoseofthe antiinstantons.Thusifwechoose

A IN �I
�N = A

0
tH ooft
IN + A

g �N

�I
�N
; (4:4)

itwillsatisfy C ri:3:20.In fact,itiseasy to seethatitalso satis�esC ri:3:1 becauseifsom e

(anti)instantons are far away,their contributions are suppressed by at least the inverse

square ofthe distances,in both the num eratorand the denom inatoroftheexpression.
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Asfortheothercriteria,C ri:1 and 2 areagain satis�ed trivially.C ri:4 requiresm ore

thought,though.Clearly (4.4)respectsthe translationaland rotationalsym m etries.The

specialconform altransform ationswillintroduce relative phaseswithin any pairin either

ofthesubsetsIN or �I
�N unlessthevectorofthespecialconform alboostcoincideswith the

axisoftheI2 (�I2)pair[12].Sincewehaveassum ed no relativephaseso far,wedon’thave

toworry aboutthesespecialconform altransform ationsexceptforafew specialcases,such

asI2�I orwhen everything linesup in a straightline.In eithercase,onesim ply introduces

any appropriateconstraintto killo� theextra degreeoffreedom .Thesam ecan beeasily

done fordilitation also. Anyway,we can be excused forskim ping the detailsconcerning

the dilitation and the specialconform alsym m etries because they are not present in the

Yang-M ills-Higgstheory wherein ourultim ateinterestlies.

W ith (4.4), one m ay begin by com puting S(A I�I). Subtracting the \self-action"

2SI from S(A I�I)then givesthe two-body interaction between an instanton-antiinstanton

pair10. One then proceeds to com pute S(A I2 �I)and S(A I�I2). Subtracting the self-action

and the two-body interactions between allpairs then gives the three-body interactions.

Thisprocesscan becarried overto yield then-body interaction forany n.In practice,one

m ay wantto assum ethatthesem any body interactionsbecom elessand lessim portantas

n growslarge.

W e have given the expressions for the IN �I
�N valley con�gurations without phases.

Now we willsee how to introduce phases into them . The two overallphases a and b for

IN and �I
�N respectively can beputinto (4.4)in thesam em annerasin (3.3).Therelative

phases within IN (�I
�N )are m uch harderto dealwith,however. Asreadersfam iliarwith

ref.1 would know,the8N � 3 physicalparam etersoftheexactIN solution areburied deep

in a m aze ofquaternion m atrix algebra. To interpret the positions,sizes and phases of

even thesim plestI2 solution isnotexactly a trivialtask[12].Itisthereforenotsurprising

to �nd thatourlinearconstruction oftheIN �I
�N valley doesn’twork with these solutions.

M orespeci�cally,weareunableto �nd thesuitablegaugetransform ation asin (4.2)which

isvitalforoursolution to satisfy C ri:3:20.

Although this looks very m uch like the end ofthe story,we in fact have another

recoursetogoto.ThisistheworkofJackiw,Nohland Rebbi[16],in which theygeneralized

10 Note that because we have used the exact N -instanton solution in our construction, the

interaction am ong any num berofinstantonsrem ainszero.The sam e istrue forantiinstantons.
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the ’tHooftform to include m oreparam eters,i.e.

A
JN R
IN = Im

8
<

:

P N

i= 0

�
2

i
(x� ri)

(x� ri)
4 dx

P N

i= 0

�2
i

(x� ri)
2

9
=

;
: (4:5)

W e shallcallthisthe JNR gauge because itisgauge-equivalentto otherform softhe IN

solution. Notice that the overallscale of�’s gets canceled between the num erator and

the denom inator,so there seem s to be a totalof5N + 4 param eters now. M ore careful

exam ination revealsthatsom eoftheseparam eterscorrespond togaugedegreesoffreedom

forN � 2,so the actualnum bersofindependentparam etersare 5 and 13 forN = 1 and

2 respectively.

Although itisnotobviousfrom looking at(4.5),theextra param etersitcarriescom -

pared to the ’t Hooft form in fact correspond to relative phases[12]. Am azingly,(4.5)

doesn’t contain any quaternion m atrices,and the analog ofg0 as in (4.2)can indeed be

found.A discussion sim ilarto whatwedid with the’tHooftform then follows.W eagain

skim p the detailsforthe following reasons. The algebra isvery m essy and notinspiring

atall.The problem itsolvesisnotparticularly im portanteither,since when we evaluate

a path integral,the integraloverthe phasescan usually be approxim ated with the group

volum e. Besides,forlarge N ’s,(4.5)clearly doesn’thave enough param etersto coverall

the phases. W e therefore sim ply state withoutproving the following result. Satisfactory

expressionsforI2�I2 and I3�I3 coveringtheentireparam eterspacecan befound using (4.5).

It m ay seem strange at �rst that it would work for I3�I3,since the JNR form (4.5) is 2

param etersshortfortheentirespace ofI3.Fortunately theconform aldegreesoffreedom

arem ore than enough to m akeup forthedi�erence.
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A ppendix A .Q uaternions

Sim ilarto itsC-num bercousin z = z0 + iz1,a quaternion x 2 H and itsconjugate �x

aregiven by

x = x0 + ix1 + jx2 + kx3; (A.1a)

�x = x0 � ix1 � jx2 � kx3; (A.1b)

where x� 2 R ,and fi;j;kg satisfy

i
2 = j

2 = k
2 = �1;

ij= �ji= k; jk = �kj= i; ki= �ik = j:
(A.2)

Clearly the quaternion algebra hasa 2� 2 com plex m atrix representation :

f1;i;j;kg ! fI;i~�g; (A.3)

where�m arethePaulim atrices.Thereforethegroup SU (2)can beidenti�ed with SP (1),

the group ofunitquaternions,and theSU (2)algebra correspond to Im H .

Onecan also identify R 4 with H via (A.1a),and theSU (2)gauge�eld A �(x)isthen

obviously a function of quaternions with im aginary quaternion values. W hen working

with Yang-M illsinstantons,we�nd thatthenotation can be even furthersim pli�ed ifwe

considerthe one-form

A(x) =

3X

�= 0

A �(x)dx
�
: (A.4)

The BPST instanton traditionally expressed in term softhe’tHooft� tensoras

A �(x) =

3X

�= 0

�m �m ��x
�

i(x2 + �2)
; (A.5)

can now be written as

A I(x) = Im

�
xd�x

x2 + �2

�

; (A.6)

and theantiinstanton is

A �I(x) = Im

�
�xdx

x2 + �2

�

: (A.7)
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Itispossible to do com putationsin the quaternion notation. Forexam ple,one m ay

wish to evaluatethecurvature2{form F forthegauge�eld de�ned in (A.6).Itisgiven by

F = dA + A ^ A

= Im

��
dx ^ d�x

x2 + �2
�
xd(x2 + �2)^ d�x

(x2 + �2)2

�

+
xd�x ^ xd�x

(x2 + �2)2

�

= Im

�
dx ^ d�x

x2 + �2
�
x(d�xx + �xdx)^ d�x

(x2 + �2)2
+
xd�x ^ xd�x

(x2 + �2)2

�

=
�2dx ^ d�x

(x2 + �2)2
:

(A.8)

W e dropped the Im sym bolin the �nalexpression because itisalready pure im aginary.

A slightly m ore com plicated exam ple is to exam ine how (A.6) transform s under a

specialconform alboost,which can be de�ned as

x ! x
0 = (x + a)(1� �ax)� 1: (A.9)

W e begin by inversing (A.9),

x = (1+ x
0�a)� 1(x0� a) = (x0� a)(1+ �ax0)� 1: (A.10)

Substituting (A.10)into (A.6),one �ndsthat

A I(x) = Im

�
(1+ x0�a)� 1(x0� a)d[(�x0� �a)(1+ x0�a)]

(x0� a)2 + �2(1+ x0�a)2

�

: (A.11)

Thiscan be sim pli�ed with a gaugetransform ation,

g =
1+ a�x0
�
�1+ a�x0

�
�
: (A.12)

W e have

A ! A
0= g� 1Ag+ g

� 1
dg

= Im

�
(x0� a)d[(�x0� �a)(1+ x0�a)](1+ x0�a)� 1

(x0� a)2 + �2(1+ x0�a)2
+
(1+ x0�a)ad�x0

(1+ a�x0)2

�

= Im

�
(x0� a)d�x0

(x0� a)2 + �2(1+ x0�a)2
�

(x0� a)2(1+ x0�a)ad�x0

(1+ a�x0)2[(x0� a)2 + �2(1+ x0�a)2]

+
(1+ x0�a)ad�x0

(1+ a�x0)2

�

= Im

�
(x0� a)d�x0

(x0� a)2 + �2(1+ x0�a)2
+

�2(1+ x0�a)ad�x0

(x0� a)2 + �2(1+ x0�a)2

�

= Im

�
(x0� R)d�x0

(x0� R)2 + �0
2

�

;

(A.13)
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where

R =
(1� �2)a

1+ �2a2
and �

0 =
(1+ a2)�

1+ �2a2
: (A.14)

This gives how the param eters ofa single instanton change under the specialconform al

transform ation.
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