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1 Introduction

BetheSalpeter BS) equationsfl, @, ] for the farm jon-antiferm jon system s in gauge
theories are Im portant for studying the properties of positronium , m esons and so on.
The BS equation in the In proved ladder approxin ation was applied to the bound
state problem in QCD . E specially, the num erical solution for the m assless pion was
given In refs. [, §], and they sucoeeded to reproduce the property of the chiral
symm etry in the light quark sector. M oreover, the BS equation forthe B m eson was
solved in the heavy quark lim it.[]

Let us explain the solvability of the hom ogeneous B S equation for the pion case.
The reason is essentially found in the Nambu-G odstone’s theorem [], B1. F irst of
all, the pion is known to be m assless w ithout solving the BS equation. M oreover,
thanks to the axial W ard-Takahashi dentity, one scalar com ponent, &, of the pion
BS am plitude is found to be identical w ith the m ass function of the quark. Then,
the other com ponents are cbtained by solving the resultant inhom ogeneous equation,
w here the com ponent ® is treated as an inhom ogeneous tem and linear algebraic
technigues are applicable.

T he reason why the hom ogeneous BS equation for the B m eson can be solved is
that the equation in the heavy quark lim it becom es an eigenvalue equation. The BS
am plitude and the binding energy of the B m eson are correspoonding to the eigen-
vector and the elgenvalue, respectively. T hus, the problem is reduced to solving the
eigenvalue equation, which can be done by lnear algebraic techniques.

How about other cases? G enerally, there are two problem s for solving the hom o—
geneous B S equation for the m assive bound state:

1) W e need the ferm ion propagator in solving the BS equation. It is naturalto
take account of the quantum ocorrections to the ferm ion propagator. A ctually
this is required by the consistency w ith the chiral W ard-Takahashi identity [4,
[LJ,I]1.n QCD .W e have to work in the tin e-like region for the center-ofm ass
momentum gq (on-shell), whilk we carry out the W ick rotation to the relative
momentum p (© -<hell). In a certain gauge choice, the femm ion propagator
in the hom ogeneous BS equation takes the form iS; o og=2)=p &2

( © g=2)),where ¢ is dentical to the bound state m ass squared and the
tin e com ponent p° ispure in agihary. Themomenta ow ing along the ferm ion
and antiferm ion lines becom e com plex. Thus, we need the m ass function (z)
on the com plex plne.

i) Thehom ogenecusB S equation depends on the bound statem ass com plicatedly.



Tt isnot any linear eigenvalie equation so that it seem s in possible to cbtain the
bound statem ass and its corresponding B S am plitudes directly. Even when we
adopt the constant m ass approxin ation for the m ass function, the com plexity
is not avoided. The hom ogeneous BS equation includes both the lnear and
quadratic tem s of the bound state m ass sin ultaneously.

O neway to avoid the above tw o problem s isusing the inhom ogeneocus B S equation
in space-like region .[14,[I3] In general, the solution ofthe inhom ogeneous B S equation
hasthe perturbative expansion seriesw hich beginsw ith the inhom ogenecuspart. T he
Inhom ogeneocus B S equation m ay be solved by the iterations: the lnhom ogeneous part
istaken asa rsttrialsolution, and issubstituted Into the Inhom ogeneocusB S equation
In order to m ake m ore accurate solution. Repeating this iteration m any tines, we
obtain the solution w ith appropriate accuracy.

Anocther way is taking further approxin ation In addition to the ladder approx—
n ation. W hen we take the BS kemel to be the instantaneous (Coulomb-lke) In—
teraction, the hom ogeneous BS equation reduces to the Salpeter equation.[[4] On
the other hand, in ref. @] the authors work for the Euclidean totalm om entum and
solve the BS equation by expanding the BS am plitude in term s of SO (4) orthogonal
T schebyshev polynom ials and dropping higher order polynom ials. They investigate
various m esons w ith their approxin ation.[[§]

Now , ket us ask the ©llow Ing question: \H ow do we solve the above two problem s
1) and il to obtain solutions of the hom ogeneocus B S equation?" A s for the problem
1), the Schw ingerD yson (SD ) equation on the com plex plane was solved to cbtain the
m ass function.[[], [[§] T his analytic continuation is also done using the SD equation
in the integral form . [In appendix B], Hllow ing ref. [[9], we brie y review how to
derive the farm jon m ass function on the com plx plane.] Then we concentrate our
attention on the problam ii).

T raditionally, the BS equation is solved by regarding a coupling constant as an
eigenvalue and the bound state m ass as an input.[§] In this paper, to solve the ho-
m ogeneous B S equation for a given coupling constant num erically, we introduce a

' ctitious’ eigenvalie by replacing the BS kemel K with K . W e notice that i
is corresponding to replacing the coupling wih In the (inproved) ladder and
constant fermm ion m ass approxin ations. By adjusting the input bound state m ass
S0 as to st the ctitious eigenvalie equal to unity, we get m asses of the bound
states. A s stated above, it is naturalto use the full propagator which is determ ined
by the SD equation in the sam e approxin ation asthat for the BS equation. But here
we concentrate our attention on the num ericalm ethod to solve the hom ogenecusB S



equation, and we adopt the constant ferm ion m ass approxin ation.

In m any literaturesPQ], by regarding the coupling constant as an elgenvalue, the
BS equation is solved for the ferm ion-antiferm ion bound state In the xed coupling
case. Thebehaviorofthe ®igenvalue’ ,which correspondstoour ctitiouseigenvalue

, is studied in detail. For applying to QCD we should use the muinning coupling 21,
@], but we do not know the behavior of the ctitious eigenvaluie . Then, before
calculating the bound state m ass, we study the behavior of relating it wih the
nom s 0of BS am plitudes. M oreover, we check the existence of the discrete spectrum :
our choice ofthe running coupling I3 becom es a constant in the low energy region and
the Iow energy behavior of the theory would be sin ilar to that of the strong coupling
QED .Fora type ofBS equation in the strong coupling QED , it is shown 20, B3] that
there is no discrete soectrum .

A fter studying the behavior of , we solve the original BS equation for the vec-
tor bound state num erically, and obtain the bound state mass. A s an Instructive
exam ple to check the validity of our m ethod, we also calculate the spectrum of the
orthopositroniim , which is a vector bound state of electron and positron.

T his paper is organized as ollows. Tn section 4 we review the hom ogeneous BS
equation. The BS am plitude is de ned and is expanded in tem s of the invariant
am plitudes. T he nom alization condition for the BS am plitude is given. Section [ is
devoted to explanation ofthe m ethod for solving the hom ogeneous B S equation. W e
extensively study the behavior of the ctitious eigenvallie in the running coupling
case in section B J]. In section 43, as a consistency check we study the positronium
In the weak coupling QED , and we calculate the bound state m asses in the running

coupling case. T he discussions are found in section .

2 H om ogeneous B ethe-Salpeter E quation

In this section we show the basic form ulations in solving the hom ogeneous B ethe—
Salpeter HBS) equation for vector bound state. O ur form ulations are rather trans-
parent especially for the vector case.

2.1 BS Amplitude

Let us express the ferm ion-antiferm ion bound state of the vector type (JF¢ =1 )
as V¥ (@ )iwhere g isthem omentum ofthe bound state and  is the polarization



vector. [ g= 07= 1. TheBS amplitude (o;q; ) isde ned by

_ . z d4p .
T &) V@ )i=e™®® —— e ®

o) iz )i @1)

where X and r are the centerofm ass coordiate and the relative coordinate, re—
Soectively:
S A 22
TheBS am plitude isbispinorand isde ned only on them assshell ofthe bound state
o = MZ,where M, isthemass ofthe bound state. W e usually perform the W ick
rotation to the BS am plitude, and the tin e com ponent of the relative m om entum p
becom es pure In aghary, whike the quantities g and  are M inkow ski vectors and
real.
The BS am plitude of the vector bound state is expanded by eight nvariant am -
plitudes 1, 8.
X8 .
Pig )= b ) TEia) 23)

=1

W e note that the dependence of the polarization vector  is isolated in the bispmnor

base ;{;g; ).The follow ing choice ofthe bispinorbases ;;q; ) = 1; ;8) are
convenient:
1= /; 2= 3 U/iBle @; 3= ;[/Hk 4:%![/&5#&];
L 24)
5= ( P e=0B( D) 7= 8P ©( p)is= ;B8 P

whereg = =My and R;b;c] alb;cl+ blc;al+ clj;bl. The Invariant am plitude
tp;q) isa scalar function inp? andp  §. So, aftertheW ick rotation, it is convenient

to introduce the real variables u and x by
p g=Mu; p= u x: 2.5)

The tin e com ponent ofp is iu and the m agnitude of the spatial com ponents of p
isx intherest frame g = My ;0). The invarant am plitude is a function In u and

x; *= 1@;x).By the charge conjigation properties
C (pig fc ' = i )
C i(pig JC ' = i ); 2.6)
“ W e are considering the bound states which have discrete spectrum . The quantity o = M 2
labels the degree of the radial excitation ifwe introduce tas = ©*;p qGF).



whereC = i ?

nu:[3]

0, allthe Invariant am plitudes f(u;x) are und to be even fiinctions
Yarx) = N wx) ¢ @)

2.2 Hom ogeneous B S Equation

The HBS equation reads
T =K : 2.8)

The diagram forthe HBS equation in the (in proved) ladder approxin ation is shown

p+a/2 k+0/2

p- a2 k-9/2

Figure 1: The Feynm an diagram of the hom ogeneous B S equation @.8)
In the (in proved) ladder approxin ation. The quark lines n the RHS of
the equation are truncated.

in  g[Jl. The kinetic part T is given by
T ;)= Sy o+ a2) Sp' g=2) 2.9)
w ith the tensor product notation

A B) =A B : (210)

In this approxim ation, the BS kemel K is given by

. dpik) ® k) © k)
K (k) = Czw g o k)7 2a1)
In eq. €8) we use the nner product rule
2 gk
K ;9= ——3K Pik) k;q) : 212)
2 )i

5



In the In proved ladder approxin ation we use the running coupling, the asym ptotic
form ofwhich is given by

7 213)

where (= 12 =(11IN. 2N¢)wihN.andN ¢ being thenumberofcwlorsand avors,

respectively.

TheHBS equation £.d) detem inesthe eight nvariant am plitudes *, 8 up to
the overall nomm alization constant aswell as the bound statemassM y . M ultiplying
eq. €8) by the conjugate bispinorbase i @;q; ) o 1® ;% Y o, taking the trace
of soinor indices and sum m ing over the polarizations, we nally cbtain

. 2 Pdydv :
Tij @;x) 7 @ix) = 5 3 Kuixiviy) TWiy) i (214)

w here the sum m ation over the repeated indices is prom ised and

X 1 h_ i
Ty uix) = Ztr i )T i) sia; ) g
Z 4 X 1 h_ i
K ;x;vyy) = ldoos Ztr iy K k) sk;gr ) 0 (215)

W e om it the explicit form s of T35 ;%) and K 5 (u;x;v;y) here because they are som e-
what com plicated. D ue to the charge con jagation property @ .8) ofthe bispinorbase,
the 8 8 matrices T;; and K 35 are real and selfcon jugate:
Ty ;%)Y = Ty @;x)° = Ty;%); 216)
K @x;viy)Y = Ki@ix;viy)' = Ky @iyiugx) :
The com plex conjigate and the transpose are taken in the 8 8 space. Using the
property €.1), we are allowed to restrict the integral region of v to positive, v > 0.
TheBS kemel in eq. @14) is replaced such that
z z
AvK 55 (x;viy) Jviy) = av Ky @ixiviy) + Ko ix; viy) ] P vpy) @ 217)
v> 0
Thus, we can treat allthe varables u, X, v, y as positive values.
In order to solve eg. ) num erically we discretize them om entum spaces (u;x)
and (v;y). The e ective param eterizations for the variabls u and x are

u= e ; x= €& ; (2.18)



and sin ilarly for v and y. These new varables are discretized at Ny g points evenly
goaced in the intervals

UiV 2 T[y; vli
XY 2 [xi x]: ©-19)

Then, the m om entum Integration becom es the sum m ation
z

y?dydv ! sDy VY’ ; € 20)
v> 0 VY
where
Dy=(y v)=WNgs 1) ;
Dy = (x x)=Ngs 1): 221)

The BS kemelK ;5 (U;x;v;y) has an Integrable singularity at (u;x) = (v;y) which
com es from the pok in the propagator of the gauge boson (cf. eq. £11)). In order
to avoid this singularity we reqularize it by taking the fourpoint splitting[lg]

lh
K @ix;vyy) ! 2 Kyixivi iy )+ Ky @ix;ve iy )
i
+K iy Wix;v vy )+ Ky ix;v jy ) 5 222)

wherev = exp(V Dy=4)andy = exp (¥ Dy =4).
Now, we are ready to soke eqg. {2.14) num erically. The HBS equation {.14)
becomesa nite dim ensional linear equation in tem s of the Invariant BS am plitude
i, Allwe have to do is to cbtain sin ultaneously the bound statemassM y and the
corresoonding BS am plitude

2.3 N om alization C ondition

F irst, we introduce the conjugate BS am plitude = (;9; ) as
z

_ . ok
W@ ) F ) &)Ppi= &x P

@ )

e T oig ) @23)
T he relation between the conjugate BS am plitude and the BS am plitude is given by

“oiw )= ol g ) o 2 24)

Now, ket us x the nom alization of the BS am plitude . Usually the bound state
YV (@; )i isnom alized by

W@V @ )i=2gqR )P @ 9% : @ 25)



This condition xes the nom alization of via itsde nition[2]1). The convenient
form for the nom alization of is given by the M andelstam formula

QT
h +——ji= 29 : @ 26)
Cq
Here we use the braket notation [g]
Z 4p
h pAji= C )4iUr(P;q)(A ) ;)] @27)

w ith the trace taken over the spinor indices and allthe other inner degrees of freedom .
M ultiplying eq. €26) by g and using g @=Gg )= My @=@M ) we get

QT
My =h +—71i: 2 28)
@M

Tt iseasy to nd the nom alization condition in com ponent form as

Z

c - Ty |
S5 Xdxdu (( uix) @(14—3 Tuix) : (229)
v

2MV=

3 The M ethod for Solving the H om ogeneous
B ethe-Salpeter E quation

In this section we study the method for solving the hom ogeneous Bethe-Salpeter
HBS) equation and explain how to apply it to the num erical calculation.
Let us start w ith writing down the HBS equation £.4):

T =K 3.1)

This HBS equation sim ultaneously determm nes the m ass spectrum M v(l),Mv(Z),MVB),

ofthe bound states and the BS am plitudeso;q; ), 2 ;9 ), 3 ©;a ), up
to their nom alizations. T herefore, to solve the HBS equation isto nd amassMy
of a certain bound state and its corresponding BS am plitude (p;q; ). However, it
isdi cul to solve HBS equation ) as it is. Forde niteness, we choose the su X
n asM v(l) M V(Z) M \,(3) .

U sually, the coupling constant  is regarded as an elgenvalie of HBS equation
@) for a given bound state m ass,[J] where we use the ladder and the constant
m ass approxin ations sin ultaneously. The dependence on the coupling constant is
isolated In the BS kemel and the coupling factors out. A s far as we adopt those

approxin ations, this is extended to the running coupling case by regarding the overall



constant  given ;n eq. @.13) as an eigenvalue. O n the contrary, if we consistently
use the fi1ll propagator determ ined by the SD equation In the sam e approxin ation
as that for the BS equation, the kinetic part T also depends on the coupling as
well as the BS kemel K does. Then, the HBS equation @) cannot be regarded as
a sin ple lnear eigenvalue equation for the coupling.

T he original idea to regard the HB S equation as a linear eigenvalie equation for
the coupling and the B S am plitude is easily extended to generic cases. By introducing
a ' ctitibus’ eigenvaluie we interpret the HB S equation [B]l) as a linear elgenvalue
equation for a given bound statem assM v :

- T =K ; 32)

where the kinetic part T is regarded as a weight function. W e calculate the bound
statem ass fora given coupling num erically from this equation. W hen we consider
them assM y asan input param eter, the form ofeg. §J) guarantees the solvability:
we can solve eq. {33) by standard linear algebraic techniques foreigenvalue equations,
and obtain the solutions of the eigenvalie . The ctitious eigenvalue is essentially
the sam e as the coupling constant, / , when we use both the (Inproved) lad-
der and constant ferm ion m ass approxin ations. The resultant HBS equation )
sim ultaneously describes various system s param eterized by the coupling constant

In what Pllowswe rst study the basic notions of the elgenvalue equation [B])
and then we explain them ethod for solving the origihalHB S equation B.J]). W e note
that we have to check the existence of the discrete spectrum of . Aswewillshow In
the next section, there exists the discrete spectrum in the ladder and constant m ass
approxin ations. Here and henceforth we consider such case. In order to distinguish
the quantum num bers of the eigenvalue equation 7)) from that ofthe orighalHB S
equation J]) we attach prin esto them lken®or1? 29 3°, when we solve d9.](32)
to obtain the spectrum of fora given My . The obtained elgenvalue isa function
of the bound state m ass param eter M y , sO0 we w rte the dependence explicitly as

a0 M v ). For the convenience of the num erical calculation we de ne the num bering
of f ,oM v )g 0 as to satisfy

0 1 My) 20Mv) oM y) ; 33)

where the equality holds when the eigenvalues are degenerate. In our num erical
calculation we encounter the accidental degeneracy of the two eigenvalues at som e
point M y . W e call this phenom ena Yevel crossing’.

There are two kinds of nom s of the BS amplitude in eg. 8J). The quantity
h oRT=@M y j oi, which we call T nom , gives the nom alization for the BS am —



plitude as in eq. £2§). The nonpositive T%nom states are ghosts and cannot
be nom alized. So, we consider only the states which have positive T “nom . The
quantity b ,0j( T)J pod, which we call T -nom , gives also a natural nom for the
elgenvalue equation 8J) in the ollow ing sense. In the case where the eigenvalue
isnot always real, it is easy to derive the welkknown relation in linear algebra:

1= o 1= o) moj( T)J poi= 0: 34)

This relation says that the eigenvalie  is real otherw ise the corresponding state
has zero T -nom , and the state j ol can form a com plete orthonom al set under the
Innerproduct ( ; ) h j( T)j i.

For the puroose that we nd the solutionswith = 1, it is enough to consider

is real and positive. W e do not consider the possiboility that becom es negative,
because it inplies the repulsive interaction which cannot form any bound states.]
Then, we throw away all non-real eigenvalues and is corresponding eigenvectors.
Further, we do not consider the complex M y in solving eq. 3J). IfM y is com pkx,
the corresponding state is com plex ghost and is physically unacceptable.

N ow , et us consider the relation between the linear eigenvalue equation (34) and
the orignal HBS equation @.]). W hat we obtain from BJ) is the set £ ,0; ,o0g
fora given M y , but what we have to nd out is the st va(n); ng. Ifwe nd an
eigenvalue Lo and its corresponding eigenvector o such that ,0= 1 fora certann
value of them assM vy , this solution also satis es the original equation |3.0):

0= (T nOK)n0=(T K)nO: (3.5)

Namely, the sest fM v ; ,0J no = 1g is nothing but a solution of the HBS equation
@) . O f course, the other statesm ° 6 n® which do not satisfy ,0 = 1 are out of
the case. Then, the physical spectrum M V(n) Jn 2 N g of the bound state m asses is
determm ned by the follow ing set of intrinsic relations

1w My)=1; 0My)=1; 0Mvy)=1; : (3.6)

C learly, allthe roots ofthese equations give the solutions ofthe originalH B S equation
6.

Next, we explain how to nput themassM y in eq. 8J) by a system atic m anner
for tuning the eigenvalue to unity ( o = 1) num erically. For this purpose we st
considerthedi erentiability oftheeigenvalie My ). In generalthe finction oM v )
de nedby eq.[BB) isnotalwaysdi erentiabk at kevel crossing point. W em odify the
de nition ofthenumbering (0! ) so that the functional form s ofthe eigenvalues

10



becom ealwaysdi erentiable. In ordertom akedi erentiable form (4 ) Prallrange
of M y we Invoke the elgenvalie equation 8J) itself. D1 erentiating eq. [BR) wih
respect to M y , we havef§]

d My) h -7 i
_— = e 3.7
dM v (MV)h Jj T)j i -

where we use the HBS equation for the conjugate BS am plitude. For nom alizable
BS amplindesweputh RT=@M  j i= 2My according to eq. £2§). T he equation
B.]) inplies that ifthe BS am plitnde  is nom alizabl and have non-vanishing T —
nom , the derivative of the coresponding eigenvaluie exists. Let ,Mvy) W 2 N)
denote one of such eigenvalues and ket , denote its corresponding eigenvector. O nce
we de ne the numbering (or we can say tagging) , M vy ) at a suitable pont M v,
we can uniquely identify the finctional form of , M v ) according to the \di erential
equation" (37]). In otherwords, the di erentialequation [BJ) with a suitable initial
condition uniquely determ ines the form of My ).

Here, we explain the system atic m ethod to tune the eigenvalue. W e rst consider
the case that the level crossing does not occur, and we ddentify My )= ,oMvy)
forn= 1,;2; . The re]a(3 .7) tellsus the response ofthe eigenvalye M v ) for
the bound statemassM y . Ifwe update the bound statemasstoMy + My, then
the eigenvalue ,o0 changesto o+ My d ,o=dM y ) according to the relation ) .
In order to nd the root ofthe equation ,0M v ) = 1 num erically, we are better to
use the New ton’sm ethod. T he bound state m ass is updated according to

M v ! M v T MV ’
h o T)J pod 1

MV = . QT - " 1 — . (3.8)
h noj@M—Vj nol no®

W hen ,0My ) isnotdi erentiabkata levelcrossingpointMy, yoand .o ineq. 38)
should be replaced wih , and , respectively. The derivative d ,o=dM y has two
di erent valuesat M depending on how to takethe limits,My & MyorMy $ M.
Ifthe di erence between these two values is not so large, it isnot a problem for the
purpose of updating ,o: we do not need the precise value of My s0 as to satisfy
My )= 1atonetime, whereaswe need only m ore suitable value ofM y than the
previous trialvalue ofM y . T herefore, we generally use the updating procedure (3.9).
Tt is in portant to study the property ofthe spectrum of in orderto know which

of the states the solution fM v ; 0] no = 1g is corresponding to, the ground state
or the the rst excited state or the other states. In this section we assum e that the
solutions have positive T -nom below . [hdeed, our num erical calculations given in

11



the next section satis es this assum ption.] Under this assum ption, all eigenvalues
aMy) = 1;2; ) In consideration are di erentiable and decreasing functions.

Thus, all ,0M v )’s are also decreasing functions, and each equation oMy )= 11

eq. 8.§) hasonly one root at m ost. M any m odels suggest that M y ) is a decreasing

fiinction (see forexam ple, ref. B1). Bm aller value ofM y m eans largerbinding energy

which should be realized by larger coupling to form tight bound state. is roughly

the sam e as the coupling.]

W e notice that there is a possibility that som e of the equations in {3.4) have no
solution,eg., oM vy)$6 1, orany realinput valueM y . Those ’swhich are already
an aller than unity ( < 1) atMy = 0 never have the solution of My )= 1. In this
case the eigenvalue and its corresponding state ( ,0; ,0) has no physical correspon—
dencef] In other word, the state 0 is annihilated in the physical states which are
determ ined i temm s of eq. {3.4). W e call this phenom ena the \lvel annihilation”.
W e actually enocounter the kevel annihilation In the running coupling cass, which is
studied in the next section.

N ow , wew illestablish the identi cations ofthe physicalstates fM,"; ,gwith the
solutions fM v ; pnojwmoe®™ v ) = 1lg. In the num erical calculation these identi cations
are easy tasks. W e calculate the st of eigenvalues £ ,og from My = 0 to a certain
large value. W hen we use the constant m ass and (in proved) ladder approxin ation,
thepoint M y = 2m isthe threshold for the constituent ferm ions to be lberated from
the bound state. So, it is enough to calculate up toMy = 2m . Supposing that
there are 1 1 level annihilations, we ocbtain 1o a1 <1 B at
My = 0. Then, the Ith eigenvalie p, which becom es unity st as increasing the
Input param eter M y and its corresoonding BS am plitude p give the ground state.
The (It+ 1)-th eigenvalue (10 which becom es unity second and its corresponding B S
am plitide o give the st excited state, and so on.

F inally, we consider the identi cation of My ) wih ,oM y) under the level
crossing. W hen there is no degeneracy between any two eigenvalues of ,o’s, we can
unigquely identify the form of , M v ) according tothecontinuity: My)= oMvy)
ré®n 2 N. [h amodela curve of (My ) tem inates at som e point M y @], but
the continuity of the curve does not sooil.] However, In general cases there m ay
occur the kevel crossing. T he kevel crossing is that the accidental degeneracy of states
for a speci ¢ value of the bound state m ass My . There exist two possible kinds of
level crossing: 1) L0 and o are degenerate whik both are stilldi erentiable; 2) o

¥ Iffwe allow M y to take complex value, we m ay always have roots of eg. @). But, n our
calculation we do not consider com plex bound state m ass because it is unphysical.
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and o are not di erentiablk at level crossing point. Below, we discuss the latter
kind of kevel crossing. The important thing here isthat , My ) is de ned by the
di erentiability [3J) while ,0M y) isde ned by the ordering [3.B). For sim plicity
here we consider the case when only two states becom e degenerate at one tim e w ith
di erent slopes of My ). If one lvel crossing between the st and the second

anallest ‘soccursatMy = My; then My) = ,oMvy) b= 1;2;3; ) for
My >Mysand 2 My)= 10My), 1My)= 2oMy)and My)= ,oMy)
n = 3;4; ) PxMK My 1. This denti cation is easily understood in the general

cases, where the di erentiability of , M v ) uniguely m ake us identify its form . Asa
resul, the phenom ena of the level crossing is that two di erentiabl curves , M v )

and ,My) crossatapoitMy = M v cross -

4 N um ericalC alculation

In this section, we rst study the functional form of My ) in our num ericalm ethod.
W e consider the running coupling case (in proved ladder approxin ation) In the con—
stant fermm ion m ass approxin ation. Next, we evaluate the bound state m ass deter-
m ined by the orighal HBS equation eq. @dl). This study is m otivated by the &g
quarkonia n QCD . Here and henceforth, we rescale all dim ensionfiil quantities by

ocp otherwise stated. ocp isde ned by theblow-up scale of the one-loop running
coupling In the In proved Jadder m odel.

Let us consider the In portant things for the num erical calculations. A s discussed
before, In the In proved ladder approxim ation the asym ptotic form of the running
coupling is given by the one-loop renom alization group equation, but we have no
idea for the finctional orm in the low energy region. A s in ref. [3]we use the om
of the running coupling:

8} i < t
E -

2 21 & ') ot w)
%tFiJr (tF2t§tc) < t

wheret=h ?and = 12 =(1IN. 2N) with N, and N; being the number of
colors and  avors, respectively. In thispaperwe xN= N¢f= 3 andt = 05 and
t = 20.

In the num erical calculation we have to take care of covering the supports ofboth
h j( T)ji (T-nom) andh RT=RM , § i (T “nom ). Two supports of the nom s
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should lie within themomentum cuto s [y; yland [ x; x ]1given In eq. (219),
othemw ise we failto obtain the precise values ofthe eigenvalie and is corresponding
BS am plitudes as well as the bound state m asses. C overing the support of T -nom
is necessary for nding out the correct value of the ctitious eigenvalue by our
updatingm ethod given i sect.f§. The T “nom playsthe rolk ordetem ining whether
the state is a physical state (T°> 0) ora ghost state (T° 0). The ratio of T%and
T -nom s is essential for checking the error My, de ned in eq.[BB) to converge the
correct value of the bound state m ass.

For the evaluation ofM V(l) , we need to cover the support ofh 10j( T)J 10d ifthere
isno kevel annihilation. W hen we evaluate M V(Z) we need to cover both the supports
ofh 103( T)j jeiandh »7j( T)Jj i, and so on. This isbecause the excited state 0
should be orthogonalto the lower states 10, 5o, @ 10 In the sense ofeqg. ) E|
In the ollow ing calculations we carefiillly cover the T -nom and T “nom supports of
the 1rsttwo states, ie., j0and ,.W e show the typical exam pl of the supports of
T-nom and T%nom forthe choicem = 10andMy = 12 1 g[]Z. [T he condition

Figure 2: The supports of a) T-nom and b) T%nom r the choice
m=10andMy = 12wih Ngg = 17 forthe state 0. The upper 9=10
ofeach gures is clipped. Horizontal axes of U and X are param eterized
by eq. £21§). Summ ing up all values on the lattice points give us the

nom fora) and b).

10M vy )= 1issatis ed by this param eter choice.]

{ Ifwe calculate the decay constant, we also need to cover the support of T “normm i a sin ilar

reason.
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41 The spectrum of

First, we show the functional form ofthe ctitiouseigenvalie oM v ) with a choice
m = 103 gJ[B. This gure obviously shows that the snallest three ;oM v )'s

[F
6f

0 0.5 1 1.5 Mv 2
Figure 3: The functional fom s of the an allest three oMy ). The
horizontal line Indicates oMy )= 1.WeuseNgzgg = 17.

are m onotonically decreasing fuinctions and there are no kevel crossing and level an—
nihilation. The eigenvalues 1My ) and My ) are the st and the ssoond to
becom e unity respectively when the bound state m ass Increases from zero. Then, the
states 10 and , are corresoonding to the ground state and the rst excited state,
resoectively. At the free form ion threshold My = 2m all eigenvalues of beocome
zero. There are freestate solutionswhich satisfy T = 0 (eg. @J) with = 0). At
My = 0 allthree slopesof oMy ) become at anoothly, ie, d oMy )=dMy ! O
asMy ! 0.Asineq. 87]), thismeansthat T “nom vanishesh ,0RT=@M ; j noi= 0
consistently w ith the nom alization condition §2§). A ctually, the calculated ratio
of T%nom over T-nom vanishes at My = 0. This result in plies that the discrete
soectrum at M y = 0 is the set of nom al states in the sense ofthe ImitMy ! O.
Seocond, we study the cases for an aller ferm ion m asses. W e show the spectrum of
the am allest three oMy ) withm = 05and 02 in  g[Bk.W hen we chosem = 035,
the am allest eigenvalue 10(M y) takes the maxinum value unity at the vanishing
bound statemassM y = 0 asin g[{él @). Thismeansthatm = 05 isa critical value
for the Jevel annihilation. Iffwe chose an aller value of the ferm ion mass m < 035),
then the kevel annihilation of the state 0 will occur. A coordingly, the m ass of the
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ground state changes discretely from zero to My = 0:73 around m 05. W hen
we chosem = 02 asn g[|4 ©), the an allest eigenvalue 0 M y ) is always sn aller
than unity and never reaches to unity over the range 0 My 2m . In other words,
the equation 0™ vy )= 1 hasno solution for0 My 2m . Thism eans that the
state 10 has no correspondence w ith the physical solutions ofeq. {3.), ie., the kevel
annihilation occurs. Then, 5, 30, are corresponding to the ground state, st
excited state and so on, respectively. If the constant ferm ion m ass becom es much
an aller than 02, the next an allest eigenvalue M v ) willbecom e always an aller
than uniy aswellas cM vy ). W hen m = 0, maxin al num ber of states w ill fail to

have any physical correspondences.

250 (a)
)\n’(l\/lx/)2 : :

15
1.
0.5

0 -
0 02 04 06 038 1 My
L (b)
)\n’(l\/l\/)1 .
0.8
0.6/
04

0.2
0

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 M

Figure 4: The plots of the an allest three oMy ). W e use constant
fem ionmassesm = 05in g. @) andm = 02in g. o). The horizontal
Iines indicate HOM\/):]..Weu%NBs:ll.

Here it is inportant to notice that gs.[B and[} show that the slopes of the
an allest three 0M v ) are negative. Further, we actually observe that all states in
consideration have positive T —and T *nom s, and this keads, by eq. §:]), to the fact
that the corresponding oMy ) Or 5 My )) are decreasing functions. This result
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supports our assum ption that all nom al solutions have positive T -nom , then all
eigenvalues oM vy ) are decreasing functions.

Let us reconsider the kevelannihilation from the other side. Since the Jargest value
of ,oM vy ) is realized at the vanishing bound statemassM y = 0, it is enough to
calculate the eigenvalues 10, 5o, atM= 0 for various constant ferm ion m asses
in order to see whether the Jkevel annihilation occurs. W e show the resut n gJ[b.

QF

)\n’

6 L

H
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

m
Figure 5: The anallest three L0 against m at the vanishing bound
statemassMy = 0. Weuse Ngg = 14. At each value of the farm ion

massm we distinguish the three points by the de nition of its ordering

10 20 30.

This gure shows that the st level 10 is annihilated atm = 035, the second level
o0 are anniilated at m = 0:16 and the third level 3 atm = 013 and so on. In
other words, the ground statem ass isgiven asa solution of 1My )= 1 form > 035,
while we have to solve ,0My) = 1 Pr0:16 < m < 0:5. [The two level crossings
w ith respect to the ferm jon m ass seem to occur around m = 005 and 0:64.] Recall
that we are considering only real valie ofM y . If we allowed the bound state m ass
My to take com plex value, then we could aways nd the solution of ,oM vy ) = 1,
and m ight have no level annihilation. Since we are interested in physical states, this
solution is beyond the soope of this paper.
N ext, ket us consider the existence of the discrete spectrum , which we assum e so
far for sin plicity. Tt issu clent to study at the vanishing bound statem assM y = 0.
As is seen from eqg. 4.), the running coupling becom es constant in the low energy
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region, which m eans the low energy behavior of the m odel is sim ilar to that of the
strong coupling QED . For a type of BS equation in the xed coupling case, there
is no discrete spectrum of  (or ) for the tightly bound state, My = 0RQ]. So,
it is In portant to investigate whether the discrete spectrum exists in the running
coupling case. Figure fj show s that the there exists discrete spectrum for all range
of the ferm ion massm > 0. Clearly the state 10 is one of the discrete states: if
we had continuous states, the di erences .o 10 and 3o 10 would be of order
O (1=Ngzg). But our resul show s the orderone di erences. To con m the existence
of the discrete spectrum of the ctitious eigenvalue , we use the three choices of
lattice sizes Ny = 11, 14 and 17. W e show the values of 10, 2 and i for the
fermion massm = 10 in tab]eﬂ]. Each Lo changes is value by O (1=Ngzg) as the

Ngs | 11 | 14 | 17
o | 224|221 223
2 || 642 | 661 | 6.66
» | 785|805 822

Tablk 1: The dependences of the ctitious eigenvalues 10, 2 and so
on the lattice size orMy = Oandm = 1:0. Thedi erence g+ 1) 0o
isnot order O (1=Ngg) but order O (1).

value ofNy g is changed, whilk the di erences ,o n o are never of such order. This
clearly show s the existence of the discrete spectrum £ ,0g.

F inally, we note other choices for the running coupling. Ifwe tune to an appro—
priate value, say (, we obtain the solution ofthe HB S equation which describes the
bound states in any system wih di erent gauge group and m atter contents. This is
realized when we use the in proved ladder and constant ferm ion m ass approxin ations
sim ultaneously. W hen we chose other gauge groups and m atter content than SU (3)
and N¢ = 3,theparameter (N.=N:=3) 4 =9de ned neq.|d]l) ismodi ed.
Since  is just an over overall constant in the right-hand-side of eq. 84), we can
dentify

9
=7 07 42)
and we regard that all gureqB,[}} and[p show s the spectrum of oM y ) scaled by
4 =9. Figure[} shows that orthe case 223 < (< 666 theequation 1M y)= |

has no solution, ie., the evel annihilation occurs and the ground state m ass M V(l) is

given by zo(Mv(l))= 0. Forthecase 666 < (< 8:22Mv(l)jsgjyenby 3Mvy)= o.
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The condition > 223 corregpondsto N¢ > 10 orN .= 3.]

4.2 Bound state m ass

U sing the m ethod explained in section f§, we evaluate the m ass of the vector bound
state. W e consider both the xed and the running coupling cases w ith constant
ferm ion mass. The vector bound state In weak xed coupling case corresponds
to the orthopositronium , the system of which is weltknown both theoretically and
experin entally PJ]. W e can explicitly check the validity of ourm ethod in this system .
N ext, we proceed to the munning coupling case.

In the weak coupling lim it the HB S equation for the orthopositroniim is solved,
and we obtain the fam ous non-relativistic resul:R3, 241

2
@) m

4n?
where m is the pole m ass of the ferm ion and antiferm ion. On the other hand, the
sectrum of (or ) fora smallbinding energy i eq. {33) is given by Rq]

s @
2n 2m My

noMy)= — —— @4)
m

; (4.3)

Obviously, mposing oM y) = 1 i eq. #4) we obtain the non-relativistic result
@) . The an allest eigenvalue 10 corresponds to the ground state (n = 1), and the
seoond am allest eigenvalie 0 corresoonds to the st excited state b = 2), and so
on. Furthem ore, the binding energy and B S am plitude have no dependence on the
gauge param eter.p71]

Here, we rescale allthe din ensionfulquantities so asto satisfy therelationm = 1

xing the coupling constant as = 1=137 when we solve the HB S equation for the
positronium . W hen the form ion m ass becom es am all, the support of the T “nom
begins to shift to the infrared region. This is the reason why we use lJarge value of
the ferm ion m ass com pared w ith the unit scale.

W e check whether the num erical calculation reproduce the relation J3) in the
weak coupling lim it. The spectrum {4 4) tells us that the quantity 10= .o should be
an Integer. W eadjust thebound statemassMy as 10M vy ) = l:weupdateM y until
thedi erence M, given in eg. B8) satis es j M, j< m *.W e show the spectrum
of the elgenvalues .o with Ngyg = 11, 14 and 17 in tablke f}. The resuls show that

X I the xed strong coupling and constant m ass the positronium does not exist and there are
only continuum spectrum and no discrete spectrum .E] In the case of the vanishing center-ofm ass
momentum g = 0 the HBS equation is solved and a strong dependence on the gauge param eter is
cbserved..pd]
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Ngs 11 | 14 | 17
0= || 212|210 2.09
o= 3 || 313|316 317
o= w || 337] 332329
o= s || 436|439 438

Tablk 2: The soectrum of eigenvalies ,o0 for Ngg = 11, 14 and 17
when the bound state m ass is adjisted such that the largest eigenvalue

10 is equal to unity. This should be com pared w ith the result in the
non-relativistic Iim it, 0= L0 = n.

10= ,o appears as an integer for the st severaln’s within about 10% errors. As
or the quantum number n° lJarger than ve, 0= ,0 su ers Jarge num erical errors.
This simply com es from the fact that we do not cover the supports of such higher
radial excited states. W e calculate the binding energies ofthe  rst three states. The
binding energy isde nedbyB™ = 2m M . and isgiven in tabkeJwith Ngs = 11,
14 and 17. This result should be com pared w ith that in the non-relativistic lim it:

Ngs 11 14 17
B® Ryd]| 0513 | 0489 | 0479
B@ Ryd]| 0121 | 0116 | 0115
B® Ryd]| 0.0544 | 00515 | 0.0505

Tabl 3: Thebiding energies orthe ground state B '), the rst excited
state B ¥) and the second excited state B ®) with Ny = 11,14 and17.
T he values are in the units of the Rydberg energy, m  2=2.

B ™ Ryd]= 1=(2n?) & 05, 0:125, 0:0556, ::3), and show s that our m ethod works
well.

Now that, we proceed to the running coupling case. W e update the bound state
mass My until the di erence M, given in eq. (3.4) satis es § M, j< 10 ?. As
studied in section [4, the ground state m ass is given by the solution of oM )= 1
for05 < m andby ,My) = 1 or 016 < m < 05. In the latter case, the
ground and rst excited states are given by , and 3, regpectively, due to the
Jkvel annthilation. W e show the binding energies 8 ®  2m M ") of the ground
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and rst excited states for various ferm fon masses n - gf]6. This gure shows that

B™ 1}

0.8t
0.61
0.4

0.2¢

0

05 1 15 2 25 3
m

Figure 6: ThebindingenergiesB * and B @ forvarious constant ferm ion
m asses. T he upper halfdata are of B ) and the lower halfare of B @ .

BY =2m atm = 05, ie,, 10 ismasskss state. Atm = 04 the state 10 and is
eigenvalue 10 have no physical correspondence due to the level annihilation, and the
binding energy of only the ground state iscaloulated from oMy )= 1l.Asa resul,
the binding energy of the ground state changes discretely from 10 & 2m ) to 025
aroundm  0:5.W em ake som e comm ents here. T he binding energies B *) and B @

approach to the valuesB Y ! 1 and B @ ! 04 asymptotically or large ferm ion

m ass. It isplausble that the binding energies of a heavy bound states do not depend
on the m ass of their heavy constituents thanks to the decoupling theorem P3]. W e
may also read o the values of ferm ion m asses w ith w hich we obtain m assless bound
states from  g[p.

5 D iscussions

A s discussed in the Introduction, ideally we are better to solve the SD equation in
the sam e approxin ation as the BS equation in order to cbtain the full propagator
(orm ass function) . For the purpose that we study the num ericalm ethod for solving
the HBS equation for the m assive bound state, we use the constant, ie., tree level,
mass )= m In thispaper. It is true that this approxin ation is good in the weak
coupling QED and retains the non-relativistic resul. Forapplying ourm ethod to the

realQ CD cass, however, we should use the m ass function in the ferm ion propagator.
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Even when we consider the heavy quarkonia, the quantum corrections to the m ass
finction have the sam e order as the binding energy. E soecially in the case ofthe light
quarkonia ( meson) the e ect of the m ass function becom es m ore in portant. As
a resul, the running e ect of m ass function is always in portant for any quarkonia,
and is sam e order of m agnitude as the binding force.

In the r2alQ CD there exists the states w ith negative binding energy (for highly
excited states) because ofthe con ning potential. O ur choice ofthe running coupling
does not generate the con ning foroe, whik a suitablk form of the running coupling
generates . The non-relativistic quark m odel w ith the R ichardson potential gives
a good resul for the low -lying spectrum of the heavy quarkonia.B(] I the constant
m ass approxin ation the qg free quark threshold opens at ¢ = (2m )?[] Thus the
states w ith negative binding energy are unstable. W e cbserve that In nitely m any
num ber (the order of total Jattice points) of states are Iying in the region M y < 2m .
W e consider only the states w hich have positive binding energy. Only a rst few state
w illbe relevant in the constant m ass approxin ation.

In this paper, we study the the solutions of the hom ogeneous Bethe-Salpeter
equation In the constant m ass and in proved ladder approxin ations. W e leave the
application of ourm ethod to the quarkonia for future work.

A ppendix

A Schw ingerD yson E quation

In this appendix, we brie y review how to derive the ferm ion m ass function in the
com plex plane. Here, ©llow ing ref. [[3], we perform the analytic continuation to the
SD equation in the Integral form .

In order to solve the Bethe-Salpeter BS) equation we need a ferm ion propaga—
tor Sy (), which is detem Ined by the Schw ingerD yson (SD ) equation. W hen the
ladder approxin ation is adopted for the BS equation, it is naturalto use the same
approxin ation for the SD equation. In the strong interaction the m ass finction of
the quark propagator receives large quantum correction of the same order o¢p as
that of binding force.

If we take into acoount of the running e ect of the m ass function by solving the SD equation,
the resultant quark propagator has no pole for the realm om entum .E, E]
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The SD equation in the (in proved) ladder approxin ation is given by

|

Z 4 :
, d*k 1 11
Sp'e)=p m ——fuf@m—fg

2 )i = Sy (k) ; @l

wherel = @ k) ,C,= N7 1)=(@N.) isa second Casin ir nvariant and m is the
bare m ass of the ferm ion. The Landau gauge is adopted for the propagator of the
gaugeboson. W hen we considerQ CD , we use the unning coupling in the SD equation
@ ). Here orde nitenessweadopttheH igashijm a-M iransky approxin ation[Pll [2P]
to the nunning coupling, ie. o° ;k) = o max( p?; k?)). I considering QED we
use xed coupling g (;k) = € andde neG, = 1.

In general the ferm jon propagator is expanded by two scalar functions A and B :

S, TP =A(pP)p B(P): @ 2)

Themass finction (z) isde nedby (z) = A (z)=B (z). Substituting eq.[@]2) into
the SD equation @ ) we ndA (z)= 1and
3c, 41

@=m + gy & ax@iy) v)
16 2 o yey max(z;y) y+ 2()

@ 3)

N ow , ktusdiscusstheproblam i) stated in sec.f]. W hen we solve the hom ogeneous
BS equation for the m assive bound state, we have to use the m ass function on the
com plex plane. The m ass function (z) is needed along the set of parabolic curves
z= @ 1iMy=2)?+ x?, whereM isthe m ass of the bound state. W e can restrict
oursseles to the case ITn z > 0 because of (z) = (z). X isnotdi cuk to
caloulate such a mass function. In refs. [, [I§] the SD equation @ J) is converted
Into the di erential equation for carrying out the analytic continuation of the m ass
fiinction. O n the otherhand, we can easily solve the SD equation @ J) asthe integral
equation itself by the iteration.[[J] A fter carrying out the analytic continuation, the
SD equation becom es

(z)=m +

#
)

y+ 2(y);

7
+ ay P2 dy g )

C(MZ=4;z) C@l)

@ 4)

where C (@;b) is the contour from the point a to b and is kying on the parabolic curve
wih In z > 0. To say m ore com pktely, we should take acoount of the singularity
of the running coupling. W e can solve the SD equation @ 4) by the iteration on the
parabolic curve as usual. Then, we cbtain the m ass function on the com plex plane
from eq. @ 4).
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