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I. NTRODUCTION

Varational principles, well established in nonrelativistic quantum problem s, develop
their true power by setting a m easure for the best approxin ate solution wihin some
param etrization of a trial space. This space is m ade up of wave functions In non({
relativistic quantum m echanics, by statistical operators In them odynam ics, and by
actions S In the Feynm an{Jensen formulation. The above cbct can always be un-
derstood to be the ground state of som e Ham iltonian H . Any statistical operator is also
related uniquely to a Hem itean operator H (its "Ham iltonian™). Thus, In any of these
three cases, we m ay talk about a theory to be param etrized and varied. The task is to

nd a class of theories com ing reasonable close to the truth but to keep it sim ple enough
for tractability.

E ach ofthe above three cases generalizesto eld theory, becom inga wave functional,
se eg. [}, whik H and S keep their meaning. For the formulktions of the them al
variational principle, with H R{10]orwih S [B,10{15], we refer to the next Section as
som e part IT of the Introduction.

W e focus on the application to pure gauge theory w ith particular nterest in the hot
glion system . There are three fascihating aspects of this system . First, it distills out
from the standard m odelby reducing the number of avours to zero, while possibly still
containing the whole non{A belian m ystery. Second, other than in the H iggs sector (the
otherdistillate) isLagrangian ooksso sinple:L = F?=4 . Third, ishigh {tem perature
lim it m ay be called understood, m ainly based on the rearrangem ent [1§,17] of diagram s
at soft{scale outerm om enta Q (key words: resum m ation, hard them al loops).

There are several basic problm s and pitfalls at the very beginning when the varia-
tionalm ethod contacts gauge elds. Tt is the sub Ect of the present paper to m ake the
calculus working at all. Hence no new resuls on the hot gluon system should be expected
here. Instead, the known perturbative results are used to test our new variational con-—
struction. W ith this zst step we hope to pave the road towards its presum edly powerfiil
nonperturbative possibilities.

Speci cally on SU N ) gauge elds under them al variation, there is (to our know
edge) only the one (thus pioneering) paper of R .M anka [] In 1986. He studied pure
non {Abelian gauge theory by using a free trial Lagrangian, nam ely the Abelian one for
photons taken n{fold N? 1). The elds are identi ed, A on apelan = Ao @t
Jeast In the high {tem perature phase), and a constant transverse photon m ass is taken as
variational param eter. N ote that this identi cation of pure, but Interacting gauge elds



w ith free, but m assive onesm akes the trialtheory nontrivial. W ih the longitudinalm ass
included as well as the 4{vertex (which both were neglcted In [§]), M anka conEctures
that the perturbative results on m asses, generated by the plasn a, should be ocbtained
from variation as well. Indeed, they should { but by this supposedly easy task we were
Jled into all that follow s.

The follow Ing outlook re ects, to som e extent, our individual path into the sub Fct.
Starting w ith the basic ideas of [§] jist m entioned, we were m ore or lss oroed into one
step (@way from [G)) after the other:

1. The covarant gauge{ xingparam eter isreintroduced, and kept arbitrary, because
all experience w ith, eg., the dam ping puzzlk of the gluon plaan a tellsus that , if

surwiving In nalresuls, is an ideal Indicator for w rong physics.

2. Both dynam icalm ass tem s (transverse and longitudinal) are Included as functions
ofm om entum . This sstup covers static screening as well as dynam ically generated
m asses. T he m assive{photonic trial theory still kesps its Abelian gauge Invariance.

3. The functional ntegral form ulation is applied. In passing, although our notation is
M inkow skian (m etrics + ) we actually alwaysm ean the Euclidean space. W e
only have to rem em ber, at appropriate places, that the zeroth com ponent A° of the

gauge eld isitinesa ral eld.

4. The classical (or Feynm an{Jensen) version of the variational fiinctional is used,
because it avoidsdi culies iIn constructing the H am iltonian to ourhigher{derivative
trial{Lagrangian. A s an intem ediate result, the covariant gauge{ xing param eters
of studied and trial theory becom e equal.

5. The varational functional, if evaluated w ith the quadratic photonic trial theory as
described, stilldependson the (comm on) gauge{ xingparam eter (@salso cbserved
in {[8]). A way out isproposed by rst rew riting the partition fiinction ofthe theory
studied such that itsaction becom eseven in the gauge elds. T his iscalled the "even

version" in Sec.IIC.

6. A s in the low {order perturbative treatm ents, and since we shall only reproduce its
results, detailed renom alization isnot (yet) required in thispaper. D vergent temm s
can be ssparated from the nite them al ones. Hence, the coupling g changes its
m eaning to be the running coupling in these them al contrbutions.

7. Fora rst application of the "even version", scalar electrodynam ics is appreciated
once m ore [19] to be an ideal toy m odel for the non{Abelian problem . The known
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self{energies are put In by hand, but supplied with variabl prefactors. T hrough
variation, the Jatter becom e 1 Indeed.

8. In the non{Abelian case, the Faddeev {P opov determm inant becom espart ofthe even {
odd decom position. T he "even" functionalworkswell, except fora (hopefiilly) m inor
detail at the end (conceming gauge{ xing dependence in higher order).

9. For the explicit analysis just m entioned, the varational functional had to be ex-—
panded up to the third (partly fourth) g{power. T his apparently nevitable recourse
to g{powers is a big disappointm ent.

The paper is organized as follows. Section IT on the form ulations of the them al
variational finctional is a continued Introduction. E specially the "even version" (the
one that works) is introduced in Sec. IIC . In Section IIT we follow the Feynm an{Jensen
version. It lads to unphysical resuls, but is, on the other hand, reasonabl sinpl to
Introduce several technical details. Section IV treats scalar electrodynam ics w ith the
"even version" of the functional. In Section V on the gluon plagn a, things start m ore
Involved but becom e very sin ilar at the end. In Section VI the case of constant trial
self{energies is discussed In term s 0ofD ebye screening and m agnetic m ass. O pen questions
are summ arized in Section V II. Conclusions follow in Section V ITI. T hree A ppendices
cover details on the functional ntegralm easures, on som e nom al integrals involved and

on sum rules.

II. THE THERM AL VARIATIONAL PRINCIPLE

ITA . G bbs | B ogoljubov

T he extrem alproperties of therm odynam ic potentials are known from text books £, 3]
on statistical physics. In particular in the canonical ensamble (the only one considered
In this paper), the free energy takes tsm nimum at equilbrium : F F . I tsusual
version, the them al variational principle is identical w ith this m odest Inequality, if its
¥eft{hand side is detaild :

V [H ] Ty S [H H ] Th@) = min. : 1)

T he proof is given shortly. In (1) and in the ollow ing an index bulkt refers to the system
studied (@t equilbrium ), ie. to the "hard problem " which one likes to leam about by the
variationalmethod. = 1=T,Z = Tr e ¥ . Tralquantitiescarry no index, soH isthe



elem ent running through the trial space whose only restrictions are that (@) the soectrum
ofH isbounded from below and (o) H acts in the H ibert space of H . T he fom ulation
(@) is ound eg. aseg. (1083) in Ploraseg. 2037) in E]. It is called G ibbs variational
priciple in P] and Bogoljibov inequality in [, 4]. There is a natural application to the
Heisenberg spin m odel, where m in in izing V yields the best Curie{W eiss H am iltonian
[], therdby jistifying themean eld procedure.

Fortheproofof (1)), we clain that one line su ces. Tt rests on the nequality  In (x)
1 x and on the irelevance of operator{ordering under trace, Tr nAB )= TrhBA).
W ih any non{equillbbriim statistical operator , the line reads:

Fl[]l= Tr(H)+TTr( mn[ ]) = F TTr In - F e )

To the kft, @) starts with the non{equlibriim free energy in E TS){form . The
know ledge of at equillorim , H = Th(Z ), isusd Por the inner equality sign
F = T In Z)). Fiall, the right end hasbeen smpli ed using Tr ( )= Tr ( )= 1.
In a whatsoever non {equilbriim state the system is, it has a statistical operator w ith
the three properties 1{trace, hem itecity and positivity. Thus W ith the properties @),
(o) ofH as stated above), itsgeneralform is = e " =Z . Thism akes @) tobecome (),
g.e.d.

Tt is tem pting to require that the trial theory be a solvable one (g. a fire eld
theory). However, it m ust not. In agine there was a an all coupling e in the tral theory,
and (for sin plicity) only one variational param eter . Near itsm Ininum , the functional
would take the orm V= aE)+ bE) [ c(e)2] . C learly, through perturbative expansion
of V, the coe cients a, b, caswellas the position ofthem ninum would be cbtained
aspower series In e. The param eter m ay be chosen to be the coupling e itself.

W e now tum to gauge eld theory, goveming a periodically repeated box of volum e
V and couplkd to a them albath at rest w ith four{velocity U = (1;0). In the varational
principle () H and H are the Ham iltonians to a Lagrangian L studied and a trial
Lagrangian L, respectively. To count the sam e number of eld degrees of freedom , one
m ay either prepare the physical H ibert spaces from the outset [, €, 13] or work w ith
extended spaces (corrected by ghosts). In the latter case the two gauge{ xingsm ay be
di erent. A dopting general covariant gauges, there is a gauge xing param eter of the
theory studied and an  ofthe trdaltheory. No nalresul is allowed to depend on either
ofthem .

T he hot gluon system is described by the pure Yang{M ills Lagrangian
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with F 2 = @ A* QA%+ gf*APA® and D = @ gf*°A° . T the high{
tem perature lin it the 1 {loop contrdbutions thard them alloops) are of relative orderuniy
and therefore m ust be included in the true leading order {16,17]. The gluon propagator,
resumm ed thisway, m ay be w ritten as

A(Q)+B(Q)+D(Q)

G Q)= ; @)
Q2 M:Q) Q2 M.@Q) Q2
where A, B, D arem enbers of the sym m etric Lorentz m atrix basis
% A\ V +V
A=g B D ; B= ;C=Qpﬁ Q;D=Q 0 ©)
with V =0% (@UQ)Q=( & Qq) : ©)

T he orthonom alproperties of () are listed in Q). Note that A and B are profctors:

A ©)o =0 ; B Q)0 =0: (7)
In 4),Mc= randM .= . arethewellknown polarization functions 1, 22]
" #
3., 1 X . g’
== = ;' Q)= 4PN == 8
c@)=on” 2 Q) Q)= 49’ RIS S ®)
w ith )
NT 1 1 X 1X X
m2=92 P 0= =5 i o= ——= — T ©)
9 P2 © p?’ ., v, .

Form oredetailson the ’s (especially in ournotation) sseAppendix B of P3]. IfV ! 1 ,
P R P

> tumsinto PpR )’T . Wework with the M atsubara contour: Q = @{!,;9),
' =2 nT.Thegauge eldsareFourier transform ed as
Z

X _ .
A x)= e®*A @) ; A @)= e *A («x) (10)
P
R R R
withx= ( i ;r)and od d3r.Toe.g. check this, the them alK ronecker sym bol
VA
e M = Voo ap Q P (1)

is very convenient. In ) the bullet on had been "forgotten", because the G reens
function @1) w ill tum out to be that of the trial theory as well.

W ere there not the paper [], a suitable trial Lagrangian could com e into m ind while
contem plating on {4). Usen free photon Lagrangians (humbered by a), supply them w ith
varizble m ass tem s such that 4) is am ong their propagators, and dentify the elds: A
n @ A ;y2):

L = }F2+}A ™M A) i(@A)2+JE@2c 12)
4 2 2
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withF =@A @A . The trvial index a is suppressed here, and

X . 0
MA) ®) = e®®* I M. QA Q)+M.Q)B Q)1A &) : 13)

XOQ

The propagator of {12) is (). But note that we are still free to choose eg. constant
m asses

Mc=m{ ; M.=m? ("m {case") ; 14)

or to cover the true leading{order propagators () w ith

M= 2 cQ) ; M= 2 .@Q) (" {case") : 15)

OurtrialLagrangian ((4) isnon{interacting and quadratic in the eldsA . T he gauge{
xIng tem is necessary, because them ass tem s are Abelian gauge nvariant. To see this,
insert the Fourder transform (1) into {13) and notice that the gauge variation A Q)=
Q () drops out due to §]). Degpite these neat properties of the m ass tem , the
longiudinal one m akes trouble. By Q ! i@ in {13), and in the m {case for sin plicity,
wemay rewrite A M A) as

h i
AMA)=A () mA @{@®)+m?B @) A &) ; (16)

In passing, (L6) is the Abelian (trivial) case of the Lagrangian considered in P4]. The
matrix B (ot A) has a denom inator containing Qo : V2 =  dQ? ! 2 . Hence,
our trial Lagrangian has arbitrarily high powers in the tin e derivative. The de nition of

eld m om entum densities in higher derivative Lagrangians is a delicate m atter, as is the
construction of s H am iltonian. ThusH , the trial ob pct, m akes the problem . N ote that,
if working with a constant{m ass Stueckeberg term Zm’A A P§], this problem would
not yet arise. W e leave these di culties right now , because there is a wonderfiilway out
as detailed In the follow Ing subsection.

IIB. Feynm an | Jensen

To each Lagrangian, () and (12), there is a partition function which, using functional

R R
Integrals, is expressed by the actions S = L and S = L :
12 . 1 .
Z = —N DA e ; Z = —N DA e : @7y
Zy Zy

- R - =
In 1), and orthemoment, et DA include the ghost eld integrations. (17) holds true
in Euclidean space P§,21]: A, is a purely in aghary eld. The prefactors Z, and Zg,



R
R _ -
eg. Zg = DBe B*=2 , occur through the derivation of (177) whilk integrating over

@A B ) wih nom alized weight. Usually, they are hidden in the functionalm easure
N . But here, the two N in f177) are equal and independent of . Neverthelkss, they
depend on  26]. Tt m ight be em phasized, that the above fiinctional Janguage can still
be applied to the Ham iltonian version V [H ], sihcethe rsttem of @) s T In (Z), and
the lndividual termm s in HH H i (ifknown) can be related to G reens functions, which
in tum derive from Z (W ih source tem s lncluded).

H am itonians can be avoided at all, aswe leam i x 3.4 of Feynm an’s text book {10]
(see also x 83,4 there and [[1]). Start from Z , add the factors € and e ® under the
integral, divide by (and multiply with) 2 and de ne the average h::d as given in (18).
Then,

Z D B Z RDA s
. e ...
7 = Bz 6 8 “BzeM St . hiii —m— U7 18)
Zg Zg DAeS

The above inequalty is, in the case at hand, the Jensen inequalty, see eg. R71. TEs
sin plest version states that e ® e"™ . The proof rests on the convexity of&* [, 3],
or, equivalently, on the nice gure 3.5 of [1(]. For convenience we take the logarithm of
€8, .

. Z ! .
VI[S]I=F+THhS Si T]nZ— = mi. ; 19)

and call (1Y) the Feynm an{Jensen variationalprinciple. The last tem , we com e back to
shortly, is cbviously speci ¢ to gauge theory.

In the non{Abelian case, there is a terrble pitfallhidden in (L§). A dm ittedly, things
were w ritten down, to run into it w ith ease. If one sthlreadsRD A to include the ghost
eld Integrations W rong case), the ghost tetm would appear in the average T hS Si
and loose the temm linear n A, hence allA {dependence. But ifthe iIntegration over ghosts
is correctly recognized to be the Faddeev{P opov determ nnant, FP @A), £ m ay be Included
nto S asSsme?ess N EP@A)). Now, in the avergage Th  In FP)i, even powers of A
survive. For the explicit form ulation of this see Sec.V . W e leam that icc, though being
Hem iean, must not be viewed as a real number. Hence, in the non{Abelian case one
needs to write the action S i (I§) and 19) as to include FP @), whik there w illbe no
ghost eld integrations in : DA.

T here isalso the Pelerls’ version P8,2,4,5]ofa them alvariationalprinciple. It states
that Tre & F Le<nE P regts on Jensen and may be used for another derivation
B] of @). Things are closely related. But we have no rigorous answer to the question,
w hetherthe two versions {I}) and (19) are identical statem ents { just form ulated in di erent
language { or not (see also pt3 In Sec. VII). The Feynm an {Jensen varational principle



stays usefiileven at zero tem perature. It hasbeen applied at T = Oto  * theory w ithout
29] and w ith gauge sector [1§]. Fom erly, these e orts had a Ham iltonian form ulation,
considered even them al f1]. At nite tem perature, but w ithout the exotic last term , @9)
has been recently used to obtain gap equations in lattice *{theory {i3]. Before, i played
a central role In a study of spin m odels and lattice gauge theory {14].

The rok played by the unusual last term In (19) clears up by combining it w ith the
gauge{ xing tem scontained n S and S :
T 1 1 %D E v o
Vgauge = = — — @A )2 Th —

am

= — 1 n — 0)

V X o

2 g

Forthe logarithm in the rstlinesee @_J14),theprimeexclidesn = q= 0. Tounderstand
P P P

the last term in the second line, ramemberthat , = T=V) - For the other term s

insert (10) and use
M Q)A P)i= Q+P1G Q)= Q+P]JA (+B «+ D o) ; 1)

where the shorthand notation should be obvious from (fl) . Now consider of the trial
Lagrangian to be one of the variational param eters. C learly, w ith respect to , £0) has
an extremum at = ,and\fgauge vanishes at thisposition. M oreover, it isam inimum ,
since the blank sum at the end in @0) is positive (though quartic divergent). By far the
best is .W enotethree consequencesof = . First, the three tem s selected n 20)
m ay be sinultaneously om ited in the sequel. Second, there is still dependence on the
now common , as it enters through h:::i when traced back to the trial propagator ).
Hence, the above sslection of {dependent tem s was Incom plete. But the divergence of
the last factor in 20) helpsm aintaining the conclusion w ith rigour. T hird, w ith respect to

, the variationalprinciple is exhausted, so one should nom ore think about an "optin al"

(comm on)

IIC. The "even version"

So far, wewere able to circum vent the H am iltonian dilem m a noted at the end ofSec. IT
A .But in the new version (19) there is again a troubling elem ent, as we becom e aware
ofnext. Tem s odd In the gauge eld A (the AAA part of L. in partichiar) drop out in
V entirely, because they only enter hS S1i and vanish there, since the average weight
is the quadratic trdal action. It is as if the 3{vertex was taken out from the outset. But
a Yang{M ills theory w ith no 3{vertex can never be tested suitably by any trial{theory.
Form ore details see the next Section.



For the resolution to this puzzl, it appears that the usualphilosophy ("in prove the
trial theory") fails. Also, our trial theory (12) is physically so reasonable: i "must"
work. Our way out is to introduce one m ore version of the varational functional. On
one hand this construction, which we call the "even version", is the decisive sucoess In
treating gauge eldsvariationally. O n the otherhand the idea is rather sin ple : in general,
odd{In{A tem s in the action can be avoided from the outset by playing around w ith the
functional ntegrations over A as follow s.

Letussplit theaction nto S = E+ O wih E kesping and O changing sign underA !
A . The sam e decom position can be done w ith the exponentiated action asefe® =
efPch©) efsh(©).Sihecethe second tem drops out under the fiinctional integrations

over the gauge eld A,wemay write
z z
DAe® = DAeftR®@OI @2)

The new exponent, which wecall S ,isan even functionalofA . Since the above steps
precede the use of Jensen’s inequality, quite a new functional V arises:

V [S]=F+Ths Si = mi. with S =E h[Gh©)] : (23)
n 23) = is understood, ie. the logarithm of Zy ‘s is om itted together with the
gauge xingtemsinE and S.

Once there are only even tem s in the theory studied, the quadratic tral theory has
a good chance to reproduce the leading{order perturbative results. W e shall show in
Sections IV.and V that the "even version" works that way, lndeed. T here, the Faddeev{
Popov determ nant (dependingon A In Sec.V ,butnot in Sec. IV ) ispart of S and hence
sub Ect of the above "even" {ing procedure.

IIT. TRIAL AND ERROR

In this short Section we step badk to the Insu cient Feynm an{Jensen f©om ulation
(19) to see which way it goes wrong, to introduce som e basic integrals and for a rst
run through the necessary algebra in the sinm plest case. For sin plicity, Jet us even om it
the Faddesev{Popov tem (ie. run into the pitfall noticed below ([9)). It is not (sokly)
resoonsible for the defect, as we shall ram ark at the end of this Section.

Using = as reasoned below 21), the functionalreads V= F + T IS Si. In
R
the di erence S S = (L L) the tem s odd in the gauge eld A vanish under



the average h:::d. O thers cancel. The only two surwiving tem s are

: 1 a ay. g2 abc arsD bacC r sE
T hS Si= VEhA ™M A )1+VZf f A°PA°A A Vu + Vaaaa ;5 (4)
whereR has reduced to V due to spacetin e{independence of the averages. The rst
tem , Vy withM from (13), is readily evaluated by using @0), 1) and the trace relation
(MA+MBIG) =2M, + M.

Vy =nvT? 1. L. @5)
L¢;» are two sum s out of the collection :

Je;r = 2 v 5 L= ‘ Pz( £ 0) 7 Y= 2 P2 0 (26)

with = 1=@? My, (®P))and ,= 1=P?%. Theprefactorn n {€5) comes from the

trivial sum over the colour Index.

The treatm ent of Vs Starts with the W ick decom position [§] of the average into
three pairs w ith partners

D E X 1
ATxRAPx) = ® G P) = a‘°T2§(u r+v s) : @7)
P

The rstequality in @7) deriveswith @Q), @L). The sscond one arises after integration
over the directions of p. A s the propagators ;: are otationally Invariant (even I the
{case (13)), this angular integration am ounts to the replacements A ! %u, B !

su P vandD ! 1 u)+ip® ovwith the Lorentzmatricesu ,v given by
UU g and4U U g , regpectively. Forthe sum srand s see £9) below . U sing the
rst equation @7) and with £3°f%° = nN one derives the rst line of 28). Exploiting

the u{v{version, one arrives at the second one:

0O n # 1
N X 2 X X
VAAAA = nv—- G ®) G ®) G Q)&
4 P P 0
= nVT4ngN C+ s) @ 2s) : 28)

The obfctsr, s In €7),28) are given by
r=2J+J.+ J; ; s= Y b+ Yo ; (29)
where J, and Y, are the sum s of 2§) taken at vanishing m ass.

The last tetm of V to be evaluated isthetrialfreeenergy F = T In(Z ). First ofall,
since colours do notm ix, Z is an n{fold product,

F =nFcpums= DTN @opuress) = DV T? (2T I+ L) ; (30)
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and the ocolourlkss partition finction is ddentical w ith that of scalar ED , see Sec. IV, if
om itting the factor due to the scalars. In the omula gﬂ) for Z (read colourless and
Euclidean), there are three unknown ying copcts: N, DA and DB This isnot a
sham e if Z isused exclusively as a generating finctional. But here we need Z as a precise
number. The troubk P§]wih the nom alization factor N is proportional to the care of
its treatm ent. W e m ake e orts n Appendix A to write down at last (if not to derive)
this factor N . Here we take from (A 20) that F indeed splits up into the temm s in the
right{hand side of 30). W ith & 3), we obtain
1 X ' X o *

I.= h T .P,= 0;p) + nh P2 . ; 31
2VT3P (PO Ip) . 0 (P) ’ ()

w here the prin e excludesn = 0. The lndex ‘m ay be replaced by torby 0 (then referring
to zero m ass). The expression (31) sticks w ith this awkward form as long as the {case

(I5) is ncluded. But by di erentiation w ith respect to . wem ay w rite
Z

o1
@ I.=L. or I-=T1, d —L«(= ) ; 32)
0

the right half being equivalent to a coupling constant ntegration. In the m {case the
above relation reads m@ I= L.

ThesumsI,J toY aredivergent, and one has to keep track of variational{param eter
dependences whilke renom alizing {§]. To study this In sin ple tem s (@nd for the rest of
this Section) we tum to constant m asses by {14). In this case the frequency sum in (31)
can be done RIL]. Using @ .7) and going to the in nite volum e lim i, one cbtains

1 Zl 5 1q7. pm
L= 5 axx Jx®+®imn 1 e T i ome: (@3
Furthem ore, L. = "2J.. The sum J becom es
n #
1 %1 x2 1 1
Jo= K= -+ = (34)
0 %2 + "2 2 e x2+ "2 1

w ith clearly the £ {tem being UV {divergent as in (33). Even after subtracting zero{point
energiesby hand whic the functional integraldoesnot know of), I. ! I.+ 4% Rol dx x>
I3, there rem ains a sihgular integral depending on the variationalparam eter ".. O n the
other hand, in a low {order perturoative treatm ent, such tem s can be addressed as zero{
tem perature renom alization 16, 23] and om itted entirely. A s we lke to reproduce these
results only, the om ission should be allowed here as well. Consider, for exam ple, the
combination B %L ., which occurs in F + V), , and supply p wih an UV {cuto
1
z

1 1 =T 99— n2
lsub 1. — — dx @ x24 "2 x & IZ—\
2 % term 4 0 2 x2+ ||2‘
vv‘% .
= b oyt oo (35)
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Sihoe we expect " g, such tem s are irrelevant in V up to ¢. In the sequelwe shall
trust in the above argum ents and om itthe%{tennsentjreh/.

D eketing the divergent pieces thisway (n eg. 33) and (34)), I, J, Y become well
de ned Integrals whose asym ptotic series are known [30]:

2 n2 n3 w4 c né

I = — + + (" +0 " 36
90 24 12 32 2 ) 64 2 (6)
_ 1 " _ 1 B 1
J = E 4— + = ;@--I = TZL (37)
1 " 3
Y = § 4—+:::= E(IO 1) (38)
with "oneof";, = my,,Cc= §+ 2In@d ) 2 and theEulroconstant. In them assless

lim it, the free energy @0) is now recognized to be n tim es that of ordinary blackbody
radiation.

T he contrbutionsto V arenow added up asF + Vy + Vaaaa and lled w ith details:

1 h i
V = nvT?! 21 *J.+ 5 28 *J. + I
#
g°N
t 2J.+ Jv Yo+ 5 @I+ T+ 2Y.) 39)
nvT® " 5+ " 1+ |

= oonst+ - "g'N + — "\gzN + i : (40)

3 24 6 16

There it is, the announced wrong resul : V dependson . Neverthelss, the structure is
appealing : the param eters ", and " do not m ix, the only extremum isam nhimum , and
its position has the right order g°N of m agnitude. But, apart from this, the m ninum
posttions "> = ¢°N 5+ )=24and " = ¢g°N (1+ )=8giveno sense:which ? hclding
the FP {tem , w ith the m eans worked out in Sec.V, does not help out of this dilemm a,
because it only leads to m inor changes. To be speci ¢, in @d) 5+ becomes6+ and
1+ tumshto @+ 3 )=3.

IVv. SCALAR ELECTRODYNAM ICS

For a rst application of the "even" finctional £3), we appreciate scalar ED as a
suitable exam ple. Remember that this system is an ideal toy model [19] to the gluon
plaan a, w ith view to the identical diagram structure, the need of resumm ation aswell as

12



to its physical gross features. T he Lagrangian, to be studied, is given by

L=0 )D ez 1 oeay? @1)
4 2

withD = Q@ igA andF = (@A @A . By agaln identifying the elds here:

and A ), the trial Lagrangian reads

L=@ )@ }FZ i(@A)2+}A(MA) m? : 42)
4 2 2 s )

Tts propagators are () and 1= [m2  Q? ] for photons and scalars, respectively. Here we
concentrate on the spectum of real excitations. Hence, them assm atrix M is that of the
the {case f13). The variational param eters In the above trial theory are , . and the
scalarm assm ;. The Lagrangian (42) tums into the e ective Lagrangian (at order g2) of
hot scalar ED fl9]at the values .= .= landm?Z = g°T*=4. So, within O (°), the
param eter space Inclides the exact answer (to be derived by variation). N ote that both,
originaland traltheory, are nvarant under regauging thephoton eldby A = @ .By
de nition, the decoupling ghost temm s are kept apart from the above Lagrangians. But
the Faddeev{P opov com pensation m ust be taken into account in the partition function

either by ghosts or as a detem nant.

IV A . The "even" functional of scalar ED

Recalling Sec. II C, the partition function of scalar ED m ay be w ritten as
1 Z
Z = — det’( @*)N D fA ge?® : 43)
B
The prime on the Faddeev{Popov detem inant exclides the zero{eigenvalie (see also
Appendix A).To specify E and O in £23), in the case at hand, we read o from (1) that

Z

R
while L, with L, = g°A A is part of E together w ith the quadratic tem s in
@1l). The index on L refersto g{powers. W th = , asrequired for €3) to be vald,
wem ay thus w rite the "even" functionalas
"z z z "oz P+
V=F+T 5A(MA) m? L, nh & L, ; 45)
whereF = T In(Z), and the trialpartition function Z is given by (43) with allbullets

stripped o there.
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There isa high (but probably nevitable) price to be paid for the physical consistency
reached w ith the above form ulation : it obviously contains elds in arbitrary high powers
(instead of only quartic). For the explicit evaluation of (45) one is, apparently, forced
again Into a perturbative expansion, nam ely that ofthe logarithm icterm ( In [ch ) ] =
x?=2 ¥=12+x%=45 :::).Butnote, at Jeast, that this expansion Jooksm uch sin plerthan
diagram m atic them odynam ics : here the seagull vertex does not occur In higher pow ers.
If, by any reason, tem s of order g* m ay be neglected, then the filnctional sin pli es to

¥y z z z Lo+

1 1
Viune=F + T 5A ™MAaA) m? L, = L, : (46)

S

In the fllow ing, whil dem onstrating the value of {48), we shall in fact restrict to the
truncated version {§).

IV B . Evaluation of Vunc

Let us group the above ve contrbutions into "bare" and interaction tem s:
Vt]:unc= VO + vl'nt thll VO =F + VM + vmg H ant= VAA + Vsquare . (47)

For V, we are well prepared from Sec. ITI: strip o the colour factor n from @5) and
@3d). O foourse, with view to (& 20), the free energy VT ( 2L) of the scalars has to be
added now . A s the scalars have constant m ass, I is given by G3) with index  replaced
by s. For Vmg note, that the averageh i equa]sP p S P ) wih the scalar propagator

givenby SP)= 1=F* m?) . Thus, in particular
X
Vu:= Vmih i= VTLg; Lgy="J ; "s m; Jdo= ° 5 ; (48)
and in total
. 1

Vo=VT 21 L. I EL‘+I0 2T I, (49)
Am ong the Interaction tem s, one is pretty sinplk:
Vin = Vdh i A i=VT*'g? @I+ JVJ.+ VT G JJs = F :  (50)

Ofoourse, Jy = 1=12 even ;n the {case. To the right n ((), we have noted, that
Va.n precisely equals the perturbative free energy contribution from the diagram (one
loop scalar, one photonic). But here the lines represent m assive propagators, m aking
depending on variationalparam eters. O nem ay speculate, that the rem aining tem  Vggyare
could correspond to the diagram (the inner line photonic). T his is indeed the case, s
1) below . C lasses of diagram s were whisked away in the treatm ent of Sec. III.

14



The rst steps In treating V gpuare are straightforward : Fourier transform all elds,
W ick decom pose (the {diagram drops out due to odd summ and) and use ;21). One
obtains

1 ,X X

V sare = Vo9 P Q)G Q)P Q) o ., =F (51)

Q P
wih [ =1=[Q PY mﬁ ]. There is gauge{ xing dependence M V gy through
the propagator G from {:4) . A fter som e algebra one cbtains that

Vapare Ve = VTG Jode ; (52)

square

which cancels the {tem of Q). Thus, In the case of scalar ED and in its truncated
"even" functional, there is no gauge{ xing dependence. T his is true for all values of our

variational param eters and for any m assm atrix version.

In f1) at = Otemswih Q orQ areprofcted out. The ram aining sandw iches

are PAP = I (qf=] and PBP = P? PQY¥=0? PAP . Expecting the
structure 40), at least the term s linear n ¢, ., m g must be detailed. W e thereore
form di erences aseg. N v add (1) to (0), wrie Ji J § etc. and

solit Ve Into a constant (), term s linear in such di erences (v;) and the rest (v),
which is certainly ofhigher order. Then, som e term s of v; (easily denti ed in §6) below )
are regrouped into v,, because they are of higher order by other reasons. Note that
F > 4P2Q% 4PQF+QY=[0%P?Q P¥l= 2F » 1=P?.W e obtain :

Vit = V& o+ v+ w) w ith (53)
|
X X 1 2p 2 Py 5T*
w = 5 £ LA 54)
o » 9 p? Q2@ P¥ 288
X X 1 " © )2#
- 4 2 d ]
vi = T%Jy @I+ 3JSO)+2Q Q) . m P 7 ; (55)
X X " © )2#
q
V2 = 2 w0 sot 2 P° tY s s 0 o Tt 0 so
o P ey
' (PQ)Z# 1 !
2 P2 0?2 s s 0 o +§ ‘OQZ 0 o0 : (56)

In each tem of (54) the argum ent of the rst propagator isQ, and P that of the second.
To understand why the last two temm s of §§) are kss than O (g), the st one can be
rew ritten as 2m§P o = s s Pplus some products of di erences. But for the last
tem in (56) only a detailed analysis (of the type done in Appendix B) reveals its order
T*g® In (@) of m agnitude. Such tem s are known to occur in the perturbation expansion

of the free energy [B1].
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Up to orderg® n V (or order g in v;) only the line (55) needs further study. Note
at rst that, form ally, the expression @) @t N = 1 here) appears in this line. So, the
m achinery "know s" of the leading{order longitudinal polarization function. There are
two ways to evaluate F o t - (for later use, we detailboth). First, one m ay cancel

{functions with those in the trial propagators (using . = 3m? 2 ¢),wrte vi In
tem s ofbasic integrals as

L.

1
= T 57)

g
3
and proceed w ith expanding the latter (see below ). Note that these cancellations are
possble In the {case only. The altemative second way is by far the easier and m ore
enlightening one. A's is basic to the din ensional reduction m ethod 2, 33, 34] and to
various related them odynam ic calculations (eg. [B5, 31]), a frequency sum may be
occasionally reduced to s Qo = 0 tem . This step, ifvalid [[9,3§], rests on the structure
ofam assive propagator Q) and usually prepares its soft part whilke contributions from
non{zero hard frequencies are of higher order. O f course, there m ust be no hard part in
a sum under such study. In fact, () is an ideal exam pk for the above. M oreover, at
Qo = 0 the polarization finctions . and  reduce to constants, namely 3m? and 0,
respectively :
X , T %1 ' |

1 1 ' T g -
w = 3m d - - = g 58
0 22 ad ¢ P+ 23m? 12 3 ©8)

D ependence on : has dropped out, with the reason readily detected in the vanishing

factor of Z,ie. in the absence ofa (squared) m agneticm ass at order g°. In the sam e
m anner the soft parts of J {integrals are cbtained :

1 )
J.= Jg 4—% + i ; Je=Jo+ 0 + ::: 59)

w ith again no dependence on by the sam e reason.

To com plte the evaluation, note that the scalar contridbutions Jg, L, Iy are m {case
ob Ects, hence their expansions are given by (6) and @7) with "= ", = m,. Forthe
rem aining  {case Integrals in V,, {49), apparently, the sums L, and L. are still to be
studied ssparately. For this som ew hat delicate task see Appendix B .A s a result, both L
start with a g° ?{tem whose prefactor diverges logarithm ically. From B 5) to B.]) :
g o1 g- ’ 1 g :

+ 10 ; Le= + 0+ :::o: (60)

L.=2 , —
3 4 3 24 3

Now note that the sjngu]anr piece droops out in V,, because there I appears in the
R -
combination 2I+ L = 2I,+ 1 2 ,d I L,see (32), and the curly bracket isa profctor:
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fg ?= 0.0nem ight ask forthe fate ofthe shgulartem s .n (57). They drop out there
by cancellation, and (58) derives again.

IV C M inim izing Ve at order ¢°

In the preceding subsection, the expansions were driven jist as far as to allow for
w riting dow n the finctional V up to third order in the coupling g. O fcourse, as in Sec. ITI,
we anticipate that the solutionstom g and ¢, willbe O (T ) and O (1) In m agnide,
resoectively. By combining the details of the preceding subsection one obtains

" # " #!
2 5 3 1 3
45 288 24 3 3 12 4

(61)

Tt stillhasthe structure of () . T he variationalparam etersdo not couple, which is speci ¢

to the order considered. The absence of any dependence on was already understood,

although m erely technically (see also Sec.V I).The above V, when plotted over the +{

+{plane, hasthe form ofa long gutter. T he resolution ofthis defect is deferred to Sec. IV
D.

M inin izing 1) wih repect tom; and . gives the values

1
mg- = 59T ; =1 5 (62)

asexpected. W e inm ediately Jook forthe value ofthe above V taken at these param eters,

which is the height of the bottom of the gutter:

" 4
2 3
AV vl 2— + 59 9 pl +

— (63)
45 288 12 3 3

IS

w ith the last term in the square bracket being due to the scalars. Them Inin um perfectly
agrees w ith the perturbative free energy up to g°. The g° {tem , the correlation energy,
was given by Kalashnikov and Klmov B7] (eq. (19) there, taken at = = 0 and
e= ¢g). In summ ary, for scalar electrodynam ics and up to the third g power, the "even"
variational functional has all required properties, nam ely gauge xing Independence, the
right m nin alvalue and (@part from degeneracy) the right m ininum position.

IV D . Solution to the gutter problem

Them issing dependence on In (61) is, as already noticed, an artifact of the restric—
tion to orderg® ofthe fiinctional. T he problem m erely ishow to go one orderhigherw ithin
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the expansions so far developed. F irst of all, we notice that g* {tem s are allowed w ithin
the truncated functional, although the neglected next tem of In [ch (x) ] does contribute
at order g* too. However, the latter is a constant at this order; variational param eters
appear at g°.

Let us try to avoid expansions, and lt the collection of all term s containing + be

denoted by Vt(f&nc . Up to an additive constant, £ m ay be w ritten as
z

t 1 1

VO e=VTU+ Vv, wih U= L+2 d ~Li(¢= )+—Lc: (64)
0 t

Here, v,” ismade up of the rsttwo tems in (), but kave v, aside ©r a m om ent.

Then, them ninum condition m ay be given the form of a product
!

2
0= @ tUt= _Lt @tLt 1

t
with the rst factor "unknown", but the second reaching zero at 2 = 1 as desired. To
be sure that this zero corresponds to a m ininum , the st factor must be shown to be
positive. W e shall do so at the end of Appendix B . There, the st factor is also ssen
to be of order g* and to vary as { forsmallg, see § 11). Hence, U, has a H iggs{type

(65)

rft\)| =

shape Uy  oonst  § {+ 2g* {+ :::with amaxinum at the origih. The curvature of
the gutter sets in one order higher, indeed. A plot of V now merely looks lke a long
bath {tub.

T he above construction only works ifthe correction vz(t) rem ansbelow the orderO (gz) .
Tts rsttem isthe rstin (56) and isoforderT ‘g(J. &) nm agnitude. W ith view to (63)
it is indeed below g*. Forthe second contribution (the second in 6§) butwith o .n place
of :.)weneed abitofcaloulation. Both sum sm ay be considered "soft", ie. n x) ! T=x
isallowed, thereby preparing the contribution of Interest. A 1l propagators are represented
sectrally. For the two frequency sum s, eq. (6.6) of 3] is used repeatedly. The result is
a 3{mom entum doubl integral over (am ong other factors) Rdxi t( ' %;9) © 2;q)

But, due to the sum rule € .§), this factor vanishes, ged.

V. YANG{M ILLSFIELD S (the glion plasm a)

For treating the non{Abelian theory {3) In is "even version", we use Sec. IV as a
guideline. Hence, rst ofall, we strip o the ghost tem s from L , L and introduce the

Index "no" for such reduced Lagrangians:
z z

Sno = Lno= (L0+ Ll+ L2) wih (66)
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1
Ll — g(@Aa)fabcA bA c ; L2= _ngabcfarsAbAcA ra S . (67)

4
Here, L, isthe quadmatic part ofL "°, hence including the gauge xing:Lg = F2)%=4
@A®)?2=@2 ). The Faddeev{Popov detem inant now depends on the gauge el and is

thus sub f£ct to fiinctional integrations. But for convenience we may split o is bare
factor. T he partition function, still waiing for its even {odd decom position, so far reads

Z

1 no
7 = —det® %@**® N DA%eS " Srr . (68)
B

Thetwo factors n (6§), which cbviously stand forthe FP {detemm inant det’ ( 2@D ), derive
through

h i
det’ ‘@D = det’ *@* ® det’ @ * Q@gf™Ac = =
def %@* ® det?@+w) def %@** e%°r 69)
where by W the part odd In the gauge eld is prepared :
bc c 1
W = gqgf@ A @ : (70)

The rst@ actson A€ and all functions that ollow . W e read o from  (69) that

Srp = h@ela+w)] TP 1+ W)

1+w
1

1.0 2 1.0

> Tr]m 1 W > Tr' In (71)
In the second line, clearly, the even{odd decom position is achieved. But the second
equality in (71) ( rst line) isdelicate, because alleigenvalues of 1+ W have to be positive,
but are not. W hile this point needs care in exactly solvable m odels [38], here we m ay be
content w ith a crude argum ent. For the intended com parison with perturbation theory,
the above logarithm s are expanded anyways. Hence (71) is merely a form al com pact
notation for series to be generated B9].

W e are ready to form the non{Abelian "even" action S thrmough S"+ Szp ! S =
E Ih[h©)] withE,O given by

Z

1
E = Lo+ Ly) 5Trojn 1 wW? (72)
2 1_,. 1+w
o = Ly =Tr’mh (73)
2 1 W

T he trdaltheory has ram ained unchanged. It isthat of Sec. ITI. T he trialpartition finction
. R
isgiven by 68) w thout thebullets, at Spp = O and wih S"° = L"°. The free energy
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F is G0). Thus, the "even" functional 23) ofthe gluon system (taken at = ) reads

*

Z Z

1 1
V = F+T 5Aa(MAa) L, 5Tran 1 w?
" 7 U #+
1, 1+ W
n ch L+ —-Tr I (74)
2 W
The rsttwo temm s orm the bare part V; and are fam ilar from Sections IIL,1V :
4 1
Vo=nvT 21 L. T 5L‘+ I, (75)

As in Sec. IV, we expand the logarithm s up to W ? to reach a reasonabk sinple
"truncated version". Since Tr’°W = 0, no such tem arises from the last logarithm .
T hus,

Viune= Vo+ Ve 5 Vie= Vaaan + Ve + Ve (76)
w ith o . . x L+
Vip = 5 Tr'W *  ; Vo = 5 L. : (77)

The contrbution Vaaaa is given by ¢€8). It agrees w ith the perturbative free energy
contribution from the tadpol diagram (oth linesgluons) : Vaaaa = F . Compared to
Sec. III, there are two additionaltem s in (76) : the last two. By analogy with Sec. IV
w e expect that they equal the two other diagram s at second order, which were m issing in
Sec. ITI. Indeed, taking the trace of W 2 with states ( V) 2 e ¥* , using £3°f3° = N n
and through W ick decom position, we obtain

N X X P ® Q)
Vir = nv—— — - <! - F ; 7
FP n > . G (Q)PZ(Q X (78)
N X X h
Vioquare = o I Q+P)G Q@ PG Q)
2 9@ .
G QG @ P)Q G P)Q P) =F ; (79)
where, in (7§) the symbol" " @ ith two out ofm any dots) stands for the ghost loop w ith

an Inner glion line.

Quite di erent from scalar ED, the gauge{ xing dependence does not cancel In a
m anner independent of variational param eters. Splitting the G reens function as G =
+ D o, we see that occurs up to the third power. The temm 3 is contained in
V suare Only, and its prefactor vanishes. C ollecting 2{ and {tem s one obtains
gN X X Q*

VAR nv 2 S S, Q)P (the sam e at zerom ass) ; (80)

4 o » PQ PY
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1
VY = npv2— — Q)@ Py P Q)P

+ 0% p? ¢? Q) @) (the sam e at zero m ass) : 81)

The fact that (80) and 81) vanish at zerom assre ects gauge invariance oftherm odynam ic
perturbation theory at order g? . For the next step, nam ely analysing Viune at order g°,
weneed more: (80) and (1) must rem ain below g*. This is the case, as one m ay check
eg. by power counting. Rem em ber that perturbatively a g° only arises by dressing the
o? {diagram s, whereby gauge invariance persists.

T he strategy of further evaluation isnow that ofSec. IV, as detailed above (3). Sice
they are of higher order, we tem porarily om it the two {dependent tem s (80) and 1).
Tn Vi, this am ounts to the replacem ent G ! =A +B ..Thenthetems (v;) linear
n o are isolated, and tem s of higher order { others than In Sec. IV { move to v,.
But evaluation of v; runs through the steps In Sec. IV B and, surprsingly, ends up w ih
the sam e result asin Sec. IV, namely (¢}) atm = 0. Just to show prefactors:

T* T* T* T*

m Y ELt—l— 2g2N 2‘L\ ?Jo . (82)

ant= an’zN (V0+ V1+V2) ;y Vo =

g°N
T he com plkte fiinctionalup to orderg® (@dd B2) to (73)), does not depend on . (gutter
form ) and reads
1
V®9 = const + nVT4§U\ (83)
with the function U. de ned as U, in {64) by changing the index. M inin ization gives
.= 1, as desired. For the height of the m lninum to order g° we cbtain

2 P !5 3
2 N
V"= nvTt4 o Lo%N s, 84)
45 144 12 3

This is equation (847) in P1]. AtN = 1, the correlation energy (g°{tem ) agrees w ith
the photonic one in scalarED , see (63).

A s in the Abelian case (Sec. IV D) the functional is expected to becom e convex w ith
respect to . by hcluding g* {tem s. However, at this point we run into non{Abelian
di culties. There are four tem s to be ncluded. The rstone isU . (rplace U. in B3)
by U.+ 2U.), which hasam ininum at = 1. The second term arizes from v, in {82),
a rather lengthy expression (ssven lnes say) and so far not evaluated. The third and
fourth tem s are the {dependent pieces B0U), 1) and cause the troubl. They should
be (but arenot) either constant, orm Inim alat = 1, too, or of lower order In m agnitude.
Consider eg. the .o{part ofthe ?{tem Q). If evaluated "soft" it vanishes (h the
m anner noted at theend ofSec. IV ) .At rstglance, asno UV {cuto isneeded, onem ight

21



conclude that Vt( D= 0 at all. H owever, it appears that there is still a hard contribution,

which in tum needsno IR {cuto . Because this is perhaps som ew hat unusual, ket us state
the resul :

2 4N 2 2 % l
vt(Z) = DV'IA—Q= Wﬂl = = dX dtli
24 48 ¢ 0 e 1 o ezxt 1
|
t + it + ! In €+ 2)+ ! iyt 23 (85)
2 1 ©@ 1f (+ 1)3 © 17 J )

The derivation (@ mess) used {C 2). To check the above statem ent of vanishing soft part,
one m ay write 2= (xt) for the second Bose function. Then the integral over t gives zero,
as required. But as it stands, = is som e non {zero m athem atical constant = 1:04).

The above ram aining {dependence, which prevents us from solving the gutter prob—
lem in the non{Abelian case, is the "m inor detail” noted in pt. 8 of the Introduction.
There m ust be a resolution to this puzzle w ithin the truncated version (76), because the
term s beyond, depending on , are of order g°. A s the vicious tem  §5) contains two
Bose functions, the way out has probably nothing to do w ith renom alizations. The only
possibility we are able to invent is the fact that at higher orders there is also a C {tem
(see §)) in the propagator, which ism issing in @) and is speci ¢ to non{Abelian the-
ory. Furthem ore, this tem has a factor in front of i, see eg. x 3 of §0]. Let such
goeculations be beyond the scope of the present paper.

VI. STATIC PROPERTIES

So far, whilke testing the "even version" in the {case, wewere thinking in tem sofreal
excitations in the plasn a (scalar and glion), whose spectra are hidden in the polarization
fiunctions. Here we recall the otherwell{tractabl case w thin the in niyy ofAbelian gauge
Invariantm asstem s. Before all, tuming to them {case com esw ith a change in philosophy.
W e now ask for the best constant{m ass tem s (longidutinal and transverse) in the trial
Lagrangian. To leading order (othemw ise see eg. [34]), static propagators have the form
( 4 mi_.,) '.Butthetralpropagatorsread Qf ¢ mf.) ' .Neverthekss, imay
well happen (ram ember the "Q = 0{m ethod" of Sec. IV B) that they loose m em ory to
their dynam icalelem ent Q ¢ autom atically.

For Yang{M ills elds, the analysis runs through the steps of Sec.V up to §2). No
gauge{ xing dependence occurs up to the order g° to be considered here. T he bare part
V, isgiven by (75), now with them {case integrals (36), (37) to be nserted. T he crucial
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lne where the m {case starts to m ake di erences reads

X
=200 3 2 «Q) Q) : (86)

o
W ithin the present accuracy, the above sum m ay be reduced to tsQ o = O{tem . Butnote
the di erence to the {case. O nce the transverse propagator is supplied w ith a non{zero

m agnetic m ass by hand, this variational param eter survives in the resul :

X _ T'gN
T 12

(m- me) @®7)
Q
The sam e happens in the J.—sum , see (37). But the combiation of these details in (84)
yieldsv; = T°m =@4 ). The lhear ot the cubic, see below ) dependence on m has
gone, this tin e by cancellation { a wanted detail, aswe see next. Including the bare part
V, the functional reads
2 N 1 h i 1

L N

AVASENEE Var + — (my) JN m. +12

3
m : 38
m case 45 144 24 (me) ©8)

T he longitudinal part clearly becomesm inimalatm « = gp FT=p 3, which is the well
known D ebye screening m ass at leading order. There is a transverse part in 8§), hence
no gutter problm . A sm ; is restricted to the positive half{axis, the m ininum is reached
atm.= 0, which isthe m agnetic m ass at the order studied, Indeed.

In spite of the above correct answers on static properties, there ram ain delicate ques-
tions. Remember that the (squared) D ebye mass 3m ? already entered the dynam ical
calculation at (58). Tt appears that, w ithin the order g°, the variational finctional can
not really discrin inate between statics and dynam ics. In fact, the m ininum value of the
functional @88) agrees with {4), ie. with the exact one to order g°. Thus, two equally
low m inin a are ound over the space of m ass tem s. However they are pined, nam ely
through a subspace of all finctions . that have the value 3m ? at zero{frequency, and

¢ vanishing there. Nevertheless, in the {case the appearence of constant m asses is a
technicalbyproduct, whilk in the present static case it answers the posad question. Let us
add ocongctures on the behaviour In higher orders. The safe ground is on the dynam ical
side. Supplying the varational fuinctional w ith anything good then it m ight ansver w ith
self{energies com parable good. For static properties, on the other hand, one needsm ore,
nam ely som e philbsophy of why the trial propagators get rid of its dynam ical part Q %
by only forcing the m ass to be constant. Rem ember also that, starting from the real{
excitation spectrum in the ! {g{plane, the static Im it (! = 0) is only reached through
a range with inaghary wavevector [(3G] on m ass{shell Iines. Perhaps, the variational
procedure prepares at least the rst non{vanishing temn ofeach screening m ass.
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At the supersoft scale, the m agnetic mass (see [33, 41] for m ore recent work) m ost
probably com esw ith som e num erical factor tin esg°T [{2]. Then, as a rough speculation,
the last term in

1
V = nvT* const+ E( m.)® oconstd m. (89)

would be in search. Note that such a temm , if any and if no others, would arise In one
step over the present truncation of the functional. For possible danger w ith this step see
the last point In the ollow ng list of open questions.

For com plkteness, we add the m {case result for scalar electrodynam ics. Ik sinply
agreesw ith B8) at N = n = 1, except for the constant term s and an additional term due
to the scalars, which may be both read o from 1). Let us end up with the question
which way the m agnetic sectors of Abelian ¥3] and non{Abelian theories m ight becom e
di erenct In a variational treatm ent.

VII OPEN QUESTION S

In the preceding Sections, the application of the varational calculus to pure gauge
theory was far from being a straightforw ard procedure. Severalproblem s were eluded and
questions not answered, because we could not. Let us recall these questions and jast list

them here.

1. The Ham iltonian form ulation to both, the G bbs{Bogoljilbov or Feynm an {Jensen
varational principle (see text below (17)), was given up iIn Sec. II because we were
unable to construct the Ham iltonian H of the tral theory. This construction is a
challenging task . See the text below (16).

2. Know ing the Ham iltonians of both, trial and studied theory, one could construct
the comm on physical H ibert space. By fom ing the BR ST {charge and progcting
out physical states from the outset, this would be the natural approach to the
G bbs{B ogoljibov version [, 8, 13].

3. The functional V in both versions, G bbs{B ogoljaibov and Feynm an {Jensen, hasthe
totalm nimum valie n comm on (am ely the exact free energy) . H owever, the trial
Soaces are di erent. Hence, a given tral theory which doesnot cover thism inin um
could lead to quite di erent approxin ations. Since presum edly, this is not true, a
proof of the full equivalence of the two principles is desirable. Note that such a
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proofwould circum vent our H am iltonian problem of the above point 1. M oreover,
the Interpretation of the tral space as one of non{equillbbrium statistical operators
would be pressrved.

4. W e have not made an e ort to introduce, by Legendre transform ation, the 1P I{
generating functional , although there is a variationalprinciple even to  @#4; 29].

5. Renom alization ], not yet needed in this paper, is probably evitable already
when the m ethod should reproduce the next{to lading order perturbative resuls,
such aseg. the Iowering "by glue" ofthe longitudinalplaan a frequency (for scalar
ED thisistheterm 0:37e in eq. (5.5) of![19]).

6. From subsections IIB to II C we tumed to the "even version" Inm ediately. But
perhaps there is som ething in between that we have not found, nam ely a feasbl
m odi ed trial theory not munning Into the pitfall of Sec. ITT.

7. Only a very poor subspace of polarization fiinctionswas considered by sin ply vary—
hgprefactors ¢, In front ofthe true functions , ., already known perturbatively.
A honest "even version"{variational treatm ent m ight instead vary unknown finc-
tions Q). To make sense, this generalization probably needs g* {tem s in the
functional V .

8. For the "m inor detail" of rem Inescent {dependence when solving the gutter prob-—
lem In the non{Abelian case see the comm ents at the end of Sec.V .

9. The m ost terrifying step in Sections IV ,V was the expansion ofthe In [ch () ] tem
In the varational functional. So, the question is whether this expansion can be

avoided som e way.

10. W ih regard to the cbserved gauge{ xing Independence, i could tum out that a
later truncation ofthe seriesm akes less sense than reading In [ch (x)] %X2 assome

good approxin ation.

V III. CONCLUSIONS

A Feynm an{Jensen type them al variational principle is constructed such that an
Abelian free trial theory workswell In both cases, scalar electrodynam ics and pure Y ang{
M ills theory. To this end their actions are to be rew ritten such that only even powers in
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the gauge eld appear. This way, the perturbatively known lading{order sslf{energies
of photons, scalars and gluons, respectively, are reproduced (@part from a m nor open
question to the non{Abelian case) by variation of their prefactors. The subspace of
constant m asses covers the nverse D ebye screening length. There is a lJarge asym m etry
of the functionalw ith respect to the (photonic/gluonic) transverse sector, as it does not
(yet) depend on the corresponding param eter at order g°.

T he delicate problem ofhandling two di erent covariant gauge{ xing param eters (one
of the originaland one ofthe trialtheory) has a sin ple resolution : they becom e equalby
m inin ization. Hence, the cbserved gauge{independence refers to the ram aining gauge(

xing param eter comm on to both theories.

The new variational functional contains a term In [ch AAA) ] and hence involres
arbirarily high even powers of the gauge elds A . In the non{Abelian case (@and w ithin
covariant gauges) such pow ers occur already in the unm odi ed Feynm an {Jensen principle
due to the Faddeev{P opov determ nant depending on A . Unfortunately, for evaluation
and m Inin ization we had to expand the In{ch{function. But a true nonperturbative
schem e should never refer to g{powers at all. So, the present success is still below the
potential nonperturbative possibilities of the varational approach.
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A ppendix A

Here the functional integralm easure of the trial partition finction Z of scalar ED is
m ade explicit. Z2 is @3) without the dots there. T he nom alization factorN is xed by
requiring that, in the m assless lin it, the partition finction 2 must tum Into two tines
that of blackbody radiation, one of the photons and one of the scalars. On the more
am bitious task of a true derivation see the comm ents at the end of this A ppendix.

W e start by splitting 2 Into fourfactors,Z2 = Z ZgtZa Z2s Wih apiece ofN contained
R
In each. But notice the redundance of such a factor in front of an unsgpecied D ::g,
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R
henceeg.Z = 1=Zy su ces. ThesinplstpartisZ = "D f g"e®: wih

X X P2
Se= m? + @ = m? P @) @)= 2= T . @

P pin
At each of the countabl In nite discrete positions p ; n there are, as  is com plkx, two
independent integrations. @ 1) refers to our convention (x) = F e®* @)butwemay
tum to that of Kapusta Pllby @) = pT @+ jb)=p§' with indicesp, n on a, b
suppressed) . W e now guess the functional integralm easure and jastify by evaluation :

Z

Y 1 Y

142 p 2) (52
Ze = N§ dadbe 7 @5 F)EF) _ g 2 T . @ 2)
pi/n
where p;n and
i Y Y
Ng= 2 n @33)
P n
with theprineexcidingn = 0. Rememberthat ' =P? mi= (@2 nT§ P mi<

0. O fcourse, each factor In N ¢ has to be attached to the corresponding one in the n{
product in @ 2), and the product over n has to be performed rst (other constructions
m ay be possblk).

The in nite product @ 2) can be performed. To this end we collect four (known)

form ulas of generaluse. By contour integration :

X 1 1

1

withn) 1=e* 1 theBose function. @ 4) iseqg. (238) of R1]l. M ultibly @ 4)
w ith 2x and Integrate over x from ctoy:

!
o ¥R vorm & @ 5)
= = c —
G P Y 1 e

n

Multply @ F) wih ,sst y= ! andperform thelinit c! O:
* . 2 n sh(!=2)! .
R 1=2 ' 0

n=1

E xponentiating (A .§) and extending to alln, one arrives at the fourth ormula

Y o (2 n) 12e
. Prenr @ ey’ @7
which iseq. (89.516) n K5land (2269) in {12]. Check @ ) at! ! 0.Using @ .]) for
@ 2) we cotain
Pz
ZS=N02Y T _ © psp - ie. @ 8)




X ]_qi. p?
Fs= Th@)=2 > m2+p?+Th 1 e "&'F @ 9)
I

which is, at zerom ass, the desired result oftw ice a halfblackbody radiation. T he guessing

was good. A side, one could Include the zero{point energies by the rede nition N4 !
Q

_,Q
,eP?” %2 n.
W e tum to the factor Z 4o« with again a tral{and{error prefactor:

Zaw = No2det” 2% = N2 ° T @ 10)
Y o Y Y o(pl+ @ n)
= ( py S ; @ 11)
P p n @ n)

where in the blank Qo and on the determm nant the prim e excludes only the one position
n = p = 0. As the detem inant is the product of the eigenvalues 2P 2, naively, P = 0
must be excluded to m ake sense. H owever, if this is required to resul from a derivation,
one m ight go back to the unity{insertion in the Faddeev{P opov procedure :

Y 2Z hy , i .
T dapn P ay : @ 12)

Originally the {argumentwas@ @ih A = @ the gauge variation). Since there
isno constant term in , there is no a g, {integration n @ 12) and no zero P in @ 10),
ged. @ 12) directly adsto = Z ge. Using @ .1) or @A 11) we have

X 1
Fae= Th @)= 2 PHTh 1 e’ @ 13)
P
C karly, w ith the above m easure, the determ nant{tem subtracts tw ice a halfblackbody
radiation. In passing, the prine n @ I3), whilk still being necessary there, becom es
irrelevant in the contihuum I it.
W ith an argum ent quite sin ilar to that below @ 132), there is also a prine In the
R
measure of DB . This integration runsovera (@A B ). But @A cannot be constant,
since otherw ise A would be linear In spacetim e and lie outside our space of Fourier{
transform able elds. So, P = 0 m ay be excluded :
Z P ight Z
Zs =" DB "e EB(P’B(P’=I§g * dadbe%(a2+b2)=de_' : @ 14)
2
AsB x) sarmal edandB( P) =B ®),BP)= V @+ )= 2, the two Inte—
grations are placed on half of the P {space, the right say (kt right and lkft exclucllde the
origin) . The prefactor was chosen here to reach the smpl result 2 = 1=Zg = ©o 1= .

Tt must wait to m ake sense in com bination with Z, .
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T he photonic part of the trial action includes them ass term sM ;- :

1X ) 1x )
- P M A A A + = P> M. A B A
2P 2P
1x .
t5 PADRA S+ S, @ 15)
P

SA =

withA = A ( P)andtheD {temm being part ofS, . T he correponding further splitting
Za = Z:Z, isallowed because the transverse com ponents (those In e; , {direction, e;, ?

P,e1 ? &) In the expansion
A P)=wE;+wE,+vI +iwU with T = 0;= ;E;,= 0j;e2) ; @A 1o0)

drop out in S, and are the only parts surviving underthe A {operation : A E;, = E,.
Asthe rst three tems of @ 16) aswellaswU are Fourier transfom s of real elds,
half P {spaces are related by u; ( P)Ej( P) = Uj(P)EjCP),V( P) = v{P) and
w( P)=w ). Hence, the ntegrations in Z , to start w ith, are of the real{ eld type
@ 14), exospt that there are now two Integrations at the origih n = p = 0 and four at
each place In the right half. Two of the latterm ay be attached w ith the Jkft half. Then,
choosing the sam e fiinctional integralm easure as orZ ,, we arrive at precisely @ 2) with

the role ofm 2 taken overby M P ) :

Y
zi=N¢Z T . @ 17)

T he Iongitudinalpart of the action is rst rew rtten as

., 11 =»% h i 1 = pw + iPyv
S, = —— M. P2 53 P2233 wih P Ry @ 18)
2V gn = iRw + pv
Next we obsarve that ( P ) = ®) ( P)= (P ) and m ark the origin and the

right half P {gpace to count independent integrations (wo over at the origin and four
In the right). Fially, by changing the variables from v, w to , (W ih uni Jacobian
determ inants), and w ith the now fam iliar finctional integralm easure, one arrives at

\ Y d—— Yoqi'
ZA=NO T2 ‘NO T2 0 . (A.l9)

N ote that m ost of the above "trivialities" were due to carefully counting all positions in
P {space, ie. to place the prim es right.

W e are ready to constitute the scalar ED partition function from the above several
factors:

1
Z = efp=

NZ (T2 ) N ¢ ( T2 o) N2 > . : (@ 20)



Obviously, the gauge{ xIng parameter cancels. Now, counting halves of blackbody
radiation amountsto 2+ 2+ 1+ 1+ 2= 4 as required.

A true derivation ofthe above m ust not anticipate the known zero{m ass results. W ith
R6] as a guideline, such derivation should be possble even inside covariant gauges, ie.
w ithout a recourse to physical gauges. T here is one problem in taking the right starting
point maybe with a factor N ;' in front of the classical partition function for the four pf
six] degrees of freedom to be quantized), and in the volum e factor (to be split o ) the
other.

A ppendix B

Herethetwo sum sL; and L, are evaluated, in the {case and w ith regard to contribu-—
tionsnot accessbl by anaiveQ o = 0{m ethod. T he details are required for subsections IV
B and IV D .W e start from the de nition (£6) and work with the spectral representation

Z ()

.~ (ip)
= dxx——— ; ® 1)
P2 2 @) pg ®

of trial propagators. The above spectral densities are related to ordinary ones, denoted
by ¢ &ip;m?), by
S &ip) = o xp; m? s ® 2)

Hence allsum ruks € 6), €.7) reman vald for ‘) ifm? is replaced by “m? to the
o R
right. Using B 1) and thesum mulke 1= dxx ¢’ (x;p) the L {sum s read

Z !

X X P2 P
L= 40 P2 0 1= ¢ dxx ) &p) —>—— 1 ® 3)
. . Py ¥
Next,with  2),de ning~ & PB) («f 1)) andushg @ 4), wemay wrie
Z 4 1
L = 4? dpp’ [ SN § o ’m ?) §+ nx) ® 4)

N ote that both, — and the square bradket, are odd functions of x. Let us split™ into its
leading part as given by € 2), € 3), and the rest — ~**¢, which we call the soft part.
Correspondingly, L is written as L*¥9 + L%, mtroducing an UV {cuto , the leading
partsm ay be w ritten as

Liead) ( 5) 2q2 # 1 ‘11w 2

1,ad = 2 5  dxx 5"'1‘1(X) ; Ix) = de—) : ® 5)




€_5) is the right place delkting the "2 {term " as discussed below (34) in the m ain text.
But even under the control of the Bose function there ram ains a logarithm ic divergent

factor, nam ely . .
2

1
= dxxn) dp- : ® .6)
0 o P

Usihg @ 6) wehave L= = L :g” Zand L¥ = 2 ¢ %, whih are the *{tem s
n (60).
W e tum to the soft parts of Ly;,, whose serdes m ight start with g* *. To prepare this
3{term , onem ay sin ply w rite T=x in place of the squarebracket n B 4) (@nd, of course,
the m entioned di erence in place of 7). U sing the sum rule {C J), one cbtains
32, Z  1h i 1 3
soft _ 2 = . —lead . - = ) .
L= o e’ dxl P Mwp) L L= o Bz ¢ B9)
But, through the above line and w ith view to (C 4), the transverse function L% vanishes.
T his com pletes the derivation of ().

For the gutter problem of Sec. IV D wem ust still leam about the rst non{vanishing

pjeoeofLEOfE. Letuswork with (= 1 and remenberm ! @ at the end. W e start
from the full expression, but ssparate the cut and pole parts of the spectral densities. Tn
particular, % **® m eans the second term i € 2), and 729 = 3m ?=4p the prefactor of

the delta functions. There is an exact expression W ithout index lead) to both. Then,

three di erencesm ay be formm ed :
4 2, Z 1 n
-2, PP & —+nk) 2E T & Y
O
S ot A S B S O B I R - )

LY (. =1) =

where 'L = ! () is the transverse plasn a frequency, to be obtained by solving !S =

P°+ <(lp). W enow notice that x, p are restricted to soft values by the above st two
di erences, but not by the third one. So, n front of the rst two, we m ay still use the

T=x approxination. Note that  + n(x) T=x= x=12+ 0 (°x*). Hence, or x g
this di erence isby two g{powers am aller than T=x 1=g. It m ight contrbute to L. only
at g°. W orking this way, the sum rule helps again to get rid of ., and T :

& 33m2?%1 P
L (=1 = 17 dp 1 —+ ph(d nE] : ®9)
st
For convenience, this can be further rew ritten by introducing ! = ! as the integration

variabl (@and by oncem ore replacingn () ! T=p in a soft temm { this tim e required for
consistency) :

33m2zl
LO®(=1)= 1z d! [1 In(1)]11 ==

® .10)
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with ! °the derivative of !  w ith respect to p, and p being p (! ). T he square bracket starts
as % ! foramnall !, its saturation at 1 being never reached because the round bracket
sets the lim it. Tt startswith 1/6 @t ! ! m) and goesas (9=4)m *! * In(!=m ) for large
! (wih such details taken from Appendix B of R3]). Hence 8 10) is indeed of order g*
n magniude. Gongto 6 1 sinply anountstom ! un in @ 10). But note that
this scaling also changes the de nition ofeg. !, which now is the transverse plasn a
frequency as ifm were m .

W hat we really need In the m ain text, isnot L itselfbut the st factorin (65). The
operation there, fortunately, elin inates the above last Integration :

’ 4
2 z T

_Lt @tLt = g3 t l 21‘1 g £
. 216 2 3 3

®.11)

This " rst factor" is thus positive, and it behaves as ¢ [ fr snallg. Just thes
properties were used In the m ain text below (63) to reach the long bath{tub.

A ppendix C

Here we collect a few goecial details on the spectral densities . and « which were
needed in Appendix B . There we had to leam on the product

~ ®;p) ® P) &p C 1)

and its asym ptotic om s at large p{argument > m?):

3m ? 3m ?
W= Sl P wrp) ox poX € 2)
3 2
T N C 3)
2p3

These leading tem s are readily obtained from the full expressions as given In A ppendix
B of R3]. Onemay check (€ 2) and € 3) by using it in the = sum ruls and thereby
producing, In each case, the tetmm ofhighest p {power to the right. The exact ~ sum rules

read : )
8 1=x9 0
2 S 57 < 6.2 2 4
dx X T x;p) = sP’m?+m C 4)
% x5§ § %p4m2+1—52p2m4+m6
VA 702 182

4.6 2 4 4 6 8 .
'gpm +l7pm +?pm + m H
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o

m2

b

|
)

14

w

dx pm?+m’ c5)

3,42, 6.2 4 6
pmi+ pmi+m

81
,
% T&ip) =

% 3m 2= @m 2+ p?)

XXX

1,62, 213 4 4, 9.2 6 8
SPm i+ 2=pm°+ cpm°+m

They derive through € 1) from the sum rules of ordinary densities :

8 9 8
1=x 1=p?
N 1
Z 2 x3 =2 2 P’ + m?
dx <5 + &;p) o'+ %p2m2+m4 (o
<7 p6+%p4m2+1_57p2m4+m6
%9 7 .p8+%gp6m2+112_7957p4m4+2_53p2m6+m8 ;
8 9 8
1=x 1= Gm %+ p?)
N 1
Z 2 x3 =2 2 p°+ m?
dx %5 CX;p) p4+%p2m2+m4 c.n
%7 p6+%p4m2+1_51p2m4+m6
%9 7 248_6 598 4 14 2

3 2 4 6 8 .
-p+l—o5pm +F5pm +?pm + m H

and these, In tum, are derived along the lines given n PQ]1.
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